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General Counsel " ;C
Federal Election Commission e
999 B Street, N.W.
Washington, D. C. 20463

Dear Sir:

This letter constitutes a complaint filed pursuant to
2 U.S.C. 437g and 11 CFR 111.4 by The Conservative CaucusPolitical Action Committee, 501 Church Street, N.E., Vienna,

Virginia 22180, which, for the reasons stated herein, believes
_. that Vice President George Bush, the Republican National

Committee, Fund for America's Future and Market Opinion Researchhave violated or are about to violate the Federal Election

Campaign Act of 1971, as amended, and the Presidential PrimaryMatching Payment Account Act.

Upon information and belief, the Republican National
Committee commissioned Market Opinion Research, of Detroit,

Michigan, to conduct a poll "of voter support for Vice PresidentGeorge Bush in both the primary and general elections for
President in 1988." That description of the purpose of the poll

~is reportedly contained in the letter of transmittal of the poll
from Market Opinion Research to the Republican National
Committee. See, Edsall, RNC Polls Voters' Sentiment on Bush, The
Washington Post, December 14, 1985, at A3. That article further

described the poll, as follows:

"The 82-page document is designed to explore Bush's
strengths and weaknesses with the Republican primary
electorate and the broader general electorate, to rate
him against Dole, Baker and Rep. Jack Kemp (R-N.Y.),
and to examine how Bush can use such issues as
terrorism and international trade to build support for
his prospective candidacy.

"The document is not only a political assessment
of Bush, but also a campaign strategy paper. It says:

'It is very important as the 1988 campaign begins
and [President] Reagan's term comes to a close to
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define just how perceptions of Bush and Reagan are
related, where there are differences and how Bush can
both take advantage of public good will toward Reagan
and begin to develop his own image.'" Id.

Market opinion Research also reportedly delivered a copy of the
Poll to "Bush's PAC", Fund for America's Future. Id. Additional
reports about the poll, its purposes and its content appear in
Gailey, Bush- G.O.P. Poll Stirs Controversy, New York Times,
December 5, 1985; Edsallp Bush Should Bear Cost of RNC Poll#
Critics Say, The Washington Post, December 6, 1985; Evans and
Novak, Bad News for Bush, The Washington Post, December 11, 1985;
Broder, Bush B'egins Drive to corner Support of Conservatives, The
Washington Post, December 1, 1985; and, Is 'Bush PAC' Misleading
Contributors, Human Events, December 14, 1985. In the article
in Human Events, it was reported that the poll, based on

10 telephone interviews with 1,500 voters nationwide, found that
Bush - in the words of Market opinion Research - "is the clear
front-runner for the Republican nomination for President at this
juncture" and that "Bush has an early perceptual advantage over

0 his 1988 opponents". Id. at 5. These reports make it clear that
the poll was commissioned, designed, taken, compiled, analyzed
and delivered for the purpose of determining whether Vice

- President George Bush should become a candidate for President in
1988. In the classic sense, this is the type of poll an

rk individual would commission were he "testing the waters" for the
purpose of determining whether he should become a candidate for

0 Federal office.

The reports are conflicting, however, as to who, or
0 which entity, is or will pay the estimated $75,000.00 cost of the
Cr poll. In one article, it is reported that the Republican

National Committee "commissioned" and "financed" the poll. That
e! is consistent with reports that officials of the Republican

National Committee planned the poll in the spring of 1985; that
the Chairman of the Republican National Committee invited Vice
President Bush to suggest some questions for inclusion in the
poll; and, that additional questions were developed by William
Phillips, who was then an employee of the Republican National
Committee. Subsequent articles reported that the Republican
National Committee, the Fund for America's Future and even Market
Opinion Research would share the cost of the poll. In Edsall,
Bush Should Bear Cost of RNC Poll, The Washington Post, December
6, 1985, at A8, a representative of Fund for America's Future was
reported to have said "Teeter's firm [Market Opinion Research]
will have to pay the cost of the questions relating to 1988
because the Fund for America's Future did not request them."



Reportedly, Mr. Teeter said he had agreed to that arrangemrnt.
In summary, it appears that the Republican National ComiteO has
paid, or intends to pay, for the entire poll or, alternatiVl¥Y,
that the cost is to be allocated, in some dubious fathion,

between the Republican National Committee, Fund for America's
Future and Market Opinion Research. It appears that, wh4ver
pays for all or some portion of the poll, the Federal Zlecto zo
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended, and the Presidential Matching
Payment Account Act will be violated.

The Republican National Committee, as a national
party committee, may contribute no more than $5,000.00 to a
multicandidate committee in any calendar year and no more than
$5,000.00 to any candidate and his authorized political
committees with respect to any election for Federal office. 2
U.S.C. 441a. Fund for America's Future, as a multicandidate

N committee, may contribute no more than $5,000.00 to any candidate
and his authorized political committees with respect to any

-- election for Federal office. 2 U.S.C. 441a. Market Opinion
Research, as a corporation, may make no contribution to a Federalo candidate or political committee and must charge a Federal
candidate or political committee its usual and normal charge for
its services. 2 U.S.C. 441b and 11 CFR 100.7(a)(1)(iii)(B). In
the event Vice President Bush becomes a candidate for nomination
for election for President and qualifies for funding under the
Presidential Primary Matching Payment Account Act, Mr. Bush may
not expend more than $50,000.00 from his personal funds in

o connection with his campaign. 26 U.S.C. 9035.

Sections 100.7(b)(1) and 100.8(b)(1) of Title 11 of the
Code of Federal Regulations provide that the terms "contribution"
and "expenditure" do not include funds received and payments made
solely for the purpose of determining whether an individual
should become a candidate. Activities described as being
permissible under those exemptions include conducting a poll.
The cited sections of the Regulations go on to provide that the
individual [Mr. Bush, in this case] must keep records of all such
funds received and payments made; and, if the individual
subsequently becomes a candidate, the funds received and the
payments made are contributions and expenditures subject to the
limitations, prohibitions and requirements of the Act and must be
reported with the first report filed by the principal campaign
committee of the candidate.

With reference to the foregoing limitations and
regulatory requirements, it will be recalled that a full copy of
the poll was reportedly delivered to Fund for America's Future by



Market Opinion Research. In fact, Mr. Teeter is reported assaying that "a very different version of the poll will ,boprovided to the RNC." Edsall, RNC polls v0t0rs' Sent0
.... The Washington Post, 14, 1985e, cA3. ",1-Accordingly, if the Republican National Committee pays - ,thn$5,000.00 of the cost Of the poll delivered to Fund formerialsFUture, the Republican National Committee will violate ZVJ"CX..441a. Further, by reason of 11 CFR 100.7(b)(1) and 1004 ,b)(1),if Vice President Bush becomes a candidate for President#' Alypayment to Market Opinion Research by the Republican Natio iCommittee, or by Fund for America's Future, in excess ot$5,000.00 will violate 2 U.S.C. 441a. Vice President Bush, asthe benefactor of the poll, may pay Market Opinion Resea -forthe cost of the poll, but, if he becomes a candidate subjoidt tothe Presidential Primary Matching Payment Account Act, thlimziton the amount he may expend for that purpose from his personalfunds is $50,000.00. 26 U.S.C. 9035. In summary, and upon theassumption there have been no other transactions, the Republican- National Committee may pay $5,000.00, Fund for America's Futuremay pay $5,000.00 and Vice President Bush may pay $50,000.00, aO total of $60,000.00 against a bill for $75,000.00.

In an apparent effort to avoid the foregoing result andthe concomitant need for Vice President Bush to authorize thepremature establishment of a campaign committee to pay thebalance of or all the bill, there is some nonsensical talk aboutallocating the cost of the poll between the Republican Nationalo Committee and Fund for America's Future, based upon the number ofquestions in the poll requested by the entity to be charged, andsome ludicrous talk about Market Opinion Research absorbing aportion of the cost because some questions were requested byneither committee. Because a full copy of the poll was deliveredto and accepted by Fund for America's Future and because theentire poll relates to the potential candidacy for President ofCr. George Bush, no such allocation is possible. The poll wasdesigned in consultation with the Vice President, his advisorsand consultants. It is the content of the poll and the identityof he who benefits from the poll which counts; not who wasworking for whom at the time the questions were designed or whenthe orders were given to the polling company. Further, thesuggestion that Market Opinion Research inserted some questionson its own and, thus, should bear the cost of those questions, isridiculous. The format for a poll and each individual questionare carefully written, reviewed and analyzed before the poll istaken. Even if one were to accept the possibility that certainquestions were not specifically "requested", it would be becausethose questions related to the usual demographic questions



included in every poll. Without the answers to those questions,
the poll results would be meaningless and, as such, are includ
in every poll and the cost of a poll always includes the cost
associated with those quesions. In any event, notwithstaTdizg
who requested or did not request specific questions, it appE~s
that the entire poll was made available to and was accept *.I y
Fund for America's Future for the ultimate benefit of George
Bush.

For the reasons stated, the Federal Election Commission
should undertake an exhaustive examination of the facts which
gave rise to the development of the poll and of the poll itself;
it should determine the true purpose of the poll and the identity
of the person benefited; and, it should see to it that the full
cost of the poll is paid in a manner that is in compliance with
the provisions of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended, and of the Presidential Primary Matching Payment Account
Act.

Very truly yours,

THE CONSERVATIVE CAUCUS
POLIT CAL ACTION COMMITTEE

. By
;Howard Phillips ,/Chairman

By:

Davie-rs-, Treasurer

STATE OF VRGINIA )
COUNTY OF t ) ss:

Sworn to before me by HOWARD PHILLIPS under penalty of prejury
and subject to the provisions of section 1001 of Title 18, United
States Code, this A day of <, 1986.U gmc-

( Notary Public

My Commission Expires: M y Cormmsicn Expires Dec. 18,1981
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Bush Is Making an Early Attempt
To Gain Support of Conservatives

HUSII, From A I

111.111 "1ils1 10 h' flte kepublaca,
11iisoswe ar pfesido.'t."

ltii Marlin Flitziwiar. Hhji's
psa:i .ecrelary. said te Loch ts-
Si0mmial is merely the first of a me-
ies 4 scheduled speeches at New
Righl organiUiosis. including the
Assericali Conservative Union's
* 'li¥vlntiow in Wa .dllsioI un J;1lnl-
ary. Ithe National Itad oll .lltioei'.
Cionvention in New rleas ia April
ao a natidia 4gt to Lde conter-
Ciwe in Denver in June.

"Th vice presient is a coner-
vaive." Fitzwater mad. "1li@ voting

rftaare in Congress wall 0rnurv-
five. Ili% suport of flhe pre ileI is
both rin.rual Od philosphical ad
we thlnk it apopr iae to let every-
one know that."

Lee Atwater. a senior conmavtant
to Iush's uuannonced prevideantial
camapasuus. saw "eoRe Dmel ham
beei Ie No. 2 leader f the coo-
mervalivP adhainltratll M d 111
coov.ii- 'ative amoemed for the h
live yea .. It is ntidy appraprste
but ah.aral 'or hi to gm spuilt to

eow Reagal m and Ml wit-e
conurvativea.*

Loeh oiuse hejunt rl ad dm

other NeM RAI uerwailun in-
vitaWi uwn punyed. at h in
part. by kfase Kem vi vm-
lif mis Om t mheerivNm h a'ponaihe chlenge teflnkint 13388

Is the rd thee noentli, at volp
re11nta- Iarn Hemw Tokmb liupa-
ken to mtialtim Wavep IN hm.
Michigan md Teu. o Sm ti&.
ao ftmdtake, Se Amok=
Coait let TradItn Vd amd

C- M lossofrwakt 4

WAu S m m. UM AiO 4

inift 1

111Pis*0 i
hrhint it, utsrimdmm

"~~1 A*m~mm nos"mm
116m anl m bei dmW,
1- 1 f mfw

me do inopeb bm flee

d ift Imd =*Aod¢ __11,_

smolilil din MW am d
• - - _--- _- SibOnnw~bew"
I* ldo,@ ~As"S

A 44 PO 1
-=Le

adS Up~k NNW

~Sms~AWL



mEv&
COSUIVATIW WEEKLY

nOMOeI&M

CenU~vwuy 0.. T~vh1l

Is 'BushPAC'
MisdContributors?

Fud Gun UP for '86 Races
.. .~~~~ dm, ' ,......._

Finweh isi o Iwo Pewe o imeW bo I"mW nott a,

the~ Ita." lkm 40
has o explaie sail

spring, luhln ..
Act606 C601111ee1101
America's Future 'TepwU _

Fond. so aid th brim

fe.ifl'al. sate and loal .ITm...."
hush himdf mys that he mdd"

his Fund to "provide e sem ls fi-
concerned Atepd i ta a S
speNa Genibuistf to the -so of
our national cm ep in IS." As
Vice Presedc. he ms Ia aelnn
Sol will be campuignifoM uhefffpRepullcan candldate," tod O~m
"Republican msairn mi"I

ver le m Mt tone it l
lieto candidates In each Jmm If Oem
party is to make in inm the Mu. Of
Represeutive, mhipei , MeW
legislatum, ad mostm
piuorve ow Republicn m je iathe
United Sum Senae."

Altboalh the Fund 11~wuJ 01me1
as a way to eanhan bib's I -
denial dilction dhnams. tmhold
In the IHteature that ub s 4" msbe
a commatee to channel aid Reo I -
can candidates. - foBy 66 I .
The presidential conu A bee }M
away, is not alluded to. Many of thea
recruited to join the Fund's selag
committee and/or contrim to th
Fund say they came aboard on1y aft
they were assured it was nM t1i toact
as a Bush-for-President commiL.

"GCeorge himself made it perfecly
clear that this [support of Busb's PACI
doesn't man a thing U far a 1906 b
concerned," said former Indian GOP
National Committeeman L. Keith
Bulen. a member of the Fund's ining
committee. "Anyone who tells yu
otherwise is doing George a dillwv-
ice."

by Rober Teeter, a well-known Bush
supporter.

The poll itself came about in curious
fashion. The Republican National
Committee, say RNC officihs, com-
missioned Teeter for a poll testing voter
attitudes. Bush and his people then
asked the RNC to include specific ques-
tions on issues, including terrorism.
The cost of this part of the survey. RNC
officials insist (although there's contro-
versy here too), was to be picked up by
the RNC.

Later. Teeter, along with Lee At-
water, a consultant supporting Bush.
and William Philips, then iNC Chair-
man Frank Fathrenkopf's chief of staff.
supposedly agreed to add a series of di.
rmety political questions about Blush for
which Bush's political action commit-
tee would pay, a process kqown in the
polling business as "piggybacking.'

The poll has raised both ethical and
legal questions for the Fund for
America's Future and the RNC. Mlany
Republicans who have contributed to
Bush's political action committee. in
fact, now feel cheated, since they %*ere
repeatedly assured that the Fund was to
be used to help Republican candidates
in 1986.

A major flnancial contributor to the

(Contamw on Pow i)

't MW MI 750

Bush Poll
Findings

p.' See page 5
FIU.
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Rom Kaubma, b" Pud's political
direo. told u is OaoWr "We want
to km the Sod thins from 1964 going
lawra the IM duds& Our gol is to
dect more lapublca to offm in 1986
- mhin more - and we'll worry
about the fhure in the future."

uto It future m s to be now,
as Conch Gemp Alma might have
put It. The Fend for America's
Future, It We deovered lat
week, bed sped so pay for an

-mdlle Pd of a 75,001
p Me, tulk of Ii dcly delged
to aid Bu to maure to IM19
lepuim nminatio.
The survey, whose amt will be shared

by the Rapublin National Commit-
tee, we conducted by Market Opinion
3.eearch, the poling firm controlled
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Jim Cann. who is trying to mak o

laker President, has been quoted as saying the pollis a "slam dunk" violation of the federal dection
laws. "I've sea is poll," e said, "and it's Bush.
Bush, Bush all the way."

Well, it's not often that we apee wft Howard
Baker's people, but that's just bow the me=wy
reads. From the asstudlna] sur'veysto the dlrectad-
vice to lush, the Temr poll is crafted to arve the
Vice Preddn's 1968 political amiiom. "7e poll
shows how Asmcns view his role a Via Pres-ident. how they se him a a leader, how they rate
him against various potential presidnm ial o
ponets and how he can take advantage of ius.

The fact that Bush is had of a tak form cm
intaniona terrorism, the surMy es a one
point, "could be of great bieflit to him when dis-
cussing this issue.... This issue is surdy one that
will be around in 1988, and it provides Bush with a
good opportunity to demonstrate his strength and
resolve on the issue as well as his breadth of exper-
ence. "

On the face of things. Bush's PAC - The Fund
for America's Future - would seem to have trans.
tressed both the ethicaj and legal boundaries for
multicandidate PACs, and Fund officials are
already sugetin they never asked Teeter for thesurvey questions dealing with 1918. Ron Kaufman,
the Fund's political director, actually told us: "Wedid not in any way. shape or form ask for orauthorize anyone to do anything on '81 for us."

vim P, 98ag' PAC, 'km Sod is nab011"iymusm Mn
"INm 3m se mAckek~u

manmf. Mmmymtam to

8she geh sin mN s wdi h r-n--- * J L

t rm 07 r U NA.b h,. me MM

(4w on da d ei ind o l irad$
Reume ish stem. I 3 am

demealepul a m. I MIt Myb rge

MPv km es[y lMr fle p Mmma. I
were a oer yseeo w I my m d mm
Is so w" " aCld.i a PAVS

vbre sd a t "m mppesw ~us
Mlwem elm km id e llm o me f t r,"ma

thmm rs m hm~m cumulme-T0a1 us0 MU hew 3k rsaorempCw
dessimI rau -11 feem . Iw IIIy I-my

wer a mer mms urusr al weud. M mym

Fu a ee to pay far mr ew ig m
for is sh a of l m rvey.

5011l and jobdated perceptions of George lusk
and to comntme publi pceptions of Bush with
those of President Reagan. To investigate voter
support for Vice President George Bush in both the
primary and general lections for President in
1918. To map the national issue agenda, especially
with respect to the imporant issues of forelg
trade and international terrorism."

Bush's rivals, who got wind of the poll, were
livid. Kanss Sa. Robat Dole adly rnamked
that be "didn't know that the RNC had become
Bush bedqumrtm."

When ,ewmen began to inquire whether the
RNC had commissioned a 3,000 poll solely m
behalf of Georp lu for the 196 eletions-thus
vioat its supposed neutrality and the dection
laws to boot-RNC officials, after conferring with
Bush becke, Teeter and others, insisted that the
report that was leaked ad bean prepared for the
Bush PAC only.

The "Foreword." they insisted, contained a
"clerical" error in failing to mention that the Fund
for America's Future had clearly agreed to share
the cost of the poll. i.e.. pay for the questions it
had asked for. It was said that an entirely different
eport.-supposedly to be deivered this week.m-bitng put together for the RNC.

Nevetheless. skepticism muded from many
quarters, and none of the explanations. offcd or
othawise, get Bush's PAC off the hook. Any way
you look at it, The Fund for America's Future has
misled its contributors into thinking that the
money raised was goi to aid Republican candt.
dnes in 1986 and has almost certainly violated the
federal election laws. Why doesn't one of those
public issue' 'irms tet the issues involved?
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MVch Of- the Poll, which was comhined by
Market Opiom Research a( Darol, headmi byRobert Tame, was daigned to deserulm bow

Dah ncks up again potenijal Rpabfim aod
DeMOawnic presidential rivals. Also musisgrud
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as most: important and II% nae "*,, I
government" as their top priority.

The "results" notes the MOR k
"clearly demonstrate the gra appeal of am
thon and the Doo for Buh to be a IUdd .

mu." Ao. fhe analysis commens ...
show ha the isues most closely i U
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were public perceptions of bush's pol-i.wal
WOnMe l and wakoikst. The ammpans

elyl aamiO n ways for the V PrViea to
u km ~blnom aqefwhile I e m pown-
de wukaum.

The mm ay d an tilephMm ueviuws with
I ,0 eaen amiuwlWe, foo dim Dub d is kfe
dar fm4mour for de Rpdauuaswnulos
for PP imtat thlsJmMure."19lrf lires
5% of te fgu ehli vote ad i% of the con-

imsed frs aid sinmhd-ea i vmei
Seame Majoy Lader ob Dobabceaufy m-

oend wish % of e combined vae (ulhwed by
fomre Seon. GOP Leader Howud Dke (M7%).
fomer U.N. Ambesdor Jurn Kirpaeuick
(21%) and Rep. Jack Kemp (Ill).

Sunmm g the poll ru gs, boweve. the
MOR analysis nosed that "Nb ke an early

peepual advamag over hig 1 opponents
because be is premtly a mom familier pulic
r e, but that advanuage w l dmppmr as the
othe candidates begin cmmpinilgg in earnest."

The survey revealed that only "83% of the coun-
try's Repubicans have never head of Dush, but
25% are unaware of Dole. 27% ate unaware of
Baker, 33% have never beard of K etprick. and
fully 41% have new erd of Ksp."

The poll also found that "On a uro toonie hun-
dred degree 'thermometer' scaled pesond favor-
ability. Bush draws a rating of Mr. fith out of a
lis of 21 political fiures." Osu lsolDush in the
tormommser ratnp wer Routld Reagan (O).
Lee Iaoca (64"); Jene Kirkpatrick (62) and
Howard Baker (60').

Ang" other potential presidential candidates.
Robert Dole draws a thermometer ratn of S8.4.
just behind Bushk while Jack Kemp BmO 37.4.
Other thermometer score me Mti- Cuomo
(56.4). Gary Hat (55.4) and Ted Kemedy (54.0).-

Bushistmuch more widely known than any of his
potential rivals etCx Kennedy. bowever. Hence
the thermometer raming may tend to exaggerate
Bush's advantage vis-a-vis other potential rivals in
both parties.

The poD indicted in other ways that much of
Bush's current support could prove to be "soft."
The survey determined, for instance, that Bush's
current popularity is in large part a reflection of his
personal association with President Reagan. Also
contributing to Bush's current strength is public
appreciation of his past government experience as
director of the Central Intelligence Agenc, envoy
to Communist China, and so forth.

Yes te survey feen tha GOP primary
vot= ane liely to care much more sout
Issues than a candidate's resume

When asked whether they would prefer a can-
diate who (I) "has the bet perusal qualifica-
tions for the job." (2) "considers reducing Le
federal budget deficits the country's No. I priori-
ty," (3) "Is a flshte for making major changes :n
government," or (4) "would step up the pace of
reducing government spending and strengthening
our position in the world." 40% chose cutt:ng
spending and strengthening the U.S. position as
most important while 28% chose cuttiuns he
deficit. By contrast, only 19e% cited qualifications

Ronald Reagan - cutting spending and inreng
U.S. strength -"still exhibit significant 'appl"

But while issues are likely to be the mW impor-
tant factor in the 1988 GOP nomination battle, th
survey revealed that Bush. though far better
known than his potential rivals. has no sumful-
ly associated himself with these ky Republican
issues. This is also true of Bush's potentid rivals,
but this couid be expected to change as they be&in
to .et more public attention.

"One clear lesson." said the MORamslysk,
"is that lBu l is twi -,oing to cross the goal mae
with the dimt lkaiJaificalnuol must cOMmoS-
I &SUOCi2tcd with him. His resume theme-
teristics are an important asset for him. bid,
alone, they will nut get him elected."
Bush's "major weakness at the present time."

says the MOR analysis. "is just that-a number of
voters see him as weak or a 'yes' um" Th
analysis notes that. while "11% of the voters
volunteer adjectives attributing strength to da.
more voters (17w,) volunteer adjectives ataribfting
weakness to Bush, e.g.. 'weak.' 'no
enough.' 'does not :ake a stand.' 'not cmaM .'
'wishy-washy.' 'too easily swayed.' etc." "

To overcome this notion of waskam. w
analysis says. "Bush needs to rind oppoetuddesto
demonstrate leadership and to develop an i
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61. tra heus agains thre m nl 1066 I
De Cmocau* oppMM-Td Kanoll Gwy Ha
and CbiMle Chairman Lee loau So* isshown winung by similar mrgin. IM6 gK..
nedy 51% to 45%, Hart by 50% to 4 %. an
lwocca by 49% to 43%.But though the overall margins ar domlbrin aN
three rues each revals "a different ksgo ps-tern of voing. Bush lads l thre mmn ong
Republican, garnering a solid 2% against Ke.
nedy amd I against Har."Bush "falls to lesser 73% aainst haoma In-
dicating that lacocca has some dawin power
among Republicans. Bu gus IA kqla dbe of
Independenu (51%) against lcmedy, a 9b
lowest (39%) agin oc ingai "# di gftlacocca's potential drawing power." 0. abe other
hand- "Bub VUs his bigm mre of dtb Demo.
cratic Vote (29"%) apint aco an=dthe lest.
(20%) against Kennedy."

* In the part of the survey designed to test
Republican attitudes toward four pmogUe cam-
paiP themes, the MOR pollsters include a ques-tion conce"ning a candidate who "Is a lighter for
making major changs in governmmn." This
theme, which the analysis stated was included asrepresentative of a theme that "might become
umquely associated" with Jack Kemp by 1M,
was picked as most important by only 11% of
GOP primary voters.

This should hardly have been surprising.however, since the question is so general as to be
virtually meaningless. While Kemp is known
among many Republicam as the architect of the
1981 Reagan tax cuts, the poll included not one
question designed to test the impotance of the tax
level as a political issue.

* While the Reagan Administraton has come
under heavy fre from the hberat media for its
oppositon to racial quotas, the MOR survey in-
cars that public opinion is to the 'ight f the
Adminstraton on this issue. Presented with the
statement, "Black people in the country should begiven special consderaton for new jobs because of
Past discrimnon against them," only II% said
they "strongly agree" and 15% said they
"somewhat agree," while 254% said they
"somewhat disagree" and 45% said they
"strongly disagree."
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Howard Phillips, Chairman
DaVid G. Sanders, Treasurer
The Conservative Caucus

' Political. Action Comittee
501 Church St., N.E.
Vienna, VA 22186

Dear Messrs. Phillips and Sanders:

This letter will acknowledge receipt of a complaint filed by
you which we received on January 24, 1986, which alleges a pos-
sible violation of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended, the ("Act"), by The Vice President, United States

o Senate, the Republican National Committee, The Fund for America's
Future, Inc. Committee, and Robert Teeter, President, Market

V Opinion Research. A staff member has been assigned to analyze
your allegations. The respondent will be notified as soon as the
Commission takes action on your submission.

You will be notified as soon as the Commission takes final
c action on your complaint. Should you receive any additional in-

formation in this matter, please forward it to this Office. We
suggest that this information be sworn to in the same manner as
your original complaint. For your information, we have attached
a brief description of the Commission's procedures for handling
complaints. We have numbered this matter under review MUR 2133.
Please refer to this number in all future correspondence. If you
have any questions, please contact Lorraine F. Ramos at (202)
376-3110.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counse

Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
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Re: NO-i 21))3

Dear Mr. Vice President I

This letter is to notify yu that, the ,r~ral Election
Commission -receivid a'complaint vhi"hb*1l99es that you have
violated certain sections of the Pedexal Election Campaign Act

o of 1971, as amended ("the Act'). A copy of the complaint is
enclosed, We have numbered this matter MUR 2133. Please
refer to this number in all future correspondence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate,
in writing, that no action should be taken against you in this
matter. Your response must be submitted within 15 days of

oD receipt of this letter. If no response is received within 15
days, the Commission may take further action based on the
available information.

CPlease submit any factual or legal materials which you
Cbelieve are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this

matter. Where appropriate, statements should be submitted
CC under oath.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with 2
U.S.C. S 437g(a) (4) (B) and 5 437g(a) (12) (A) unless you
notify the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to
be made public.

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address and telephone number of such
counsel, and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive
any notifications and other communications from the
Commission.



I f you have. any questions, pease contact Jonathan LevInv
the, staff member *sindto. t4 7 ter *t (202)3?424.
ror. you~r informatio, -we have. attach~d a brief description of.
the-Comission's procedure for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
Generalmtaunsel

Enclosures
Complaint
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Statement
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Washingtb.f. D.C. 2.03

Re,: MR7 23 3,

Dear Mr. McManus:

This letter is to notify you that the Pederal Election
Commission received a complaint vhibh all eges that the
Republican National Comittee and you., as treasurer, may

0 have violated certain sections of the Federal Election Cam-
paign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). A copy of the com-
plaint is enclosed. We have numbered this matter MUR 2133.
Please refer to this number in all future correspondence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate,
in writing, that no action should be taken against the

o Republican National Committee and you in this matter. Your
response must be submitted within 15 days of receipt of this
letter. If no response is received within 15 days, the Com-
mission may take further action based on the available
information.

Please submit any factual or legal materials which you
believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this
matter. Where appropriate, statements should be submitted
under oath.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with 2
U.S.C. S 437g(a) (4) (B) and S 437g(a) (12) (A) unless you
notify the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to
be made public.

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by completing the
enclosed form stating the name, address and telephone number
of such counsel, and a statement authorizing such counsel to
receive any notifications and other communications from the
Commission.



Charles N. Steele
GeneralfqA~unsel

By: Kenneth-A.
Associate General C

Enclosures
Complaint
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Statement
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1aeve any questions, please Jonthan L.V n,

assigned to this 'matte*'," )37 'tie;
t-." ation, we have attached a *% 4.sQrlo tron of

w s.*n procedure for handling 6pi anto.

Sincerely,



Dear Nr. Nsle:

This letter is to ..ti you that the .Federal lect ion
commission received a& complaint v~hal~sta h un
fot A a sipal' lFuture, io. committee and you, as treasurer,
may have violated certain sectioiw of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amendd "(-the Act"). A copy of the
complaint is enclosed. We have nuwbered this matter NOR 2133.
Please refer to this number in all future correspondence.

N Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate,
in writing, that no action should be taken against your com-0 pany in this matter. Your response must be submitted within
15 days of receipt of this letter. If no response is received
within 15 days, the Commission may take further action based

0 on the available information.

*Please submit any factual or legal materials which you
believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this
matter. Where appropriate, statements should be submitted
under oath.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with 2
U.S.C. 5 437g(a) (4) (B) and S 437g(a) (12) (A) unless you
notify the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to
be made public.

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by completing the
enclosed form stating the name, address and telephone number
of such counsel, and a statement authorizing such counsel to
receive any notifications and other communications from the
Commission.
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Sincerely,

Charles N. Stte il
Genel coumI

By:
ate Counsel

Enclosures
Complaint
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Statement
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Daitroit, Wic~higah. 482,26

Re: #0a 21.33

Dear Mr. Teeter:

This letter is to notify you that the Veperal Election
Commission received a couplaint vtieb alles that your com-
pany has violated certain sections of: the ?ederal Election

0 Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (*the Act"). A copyof the
complaint is enclosed. We have numbered this matter MUR 2133.
Please refer to this number in all future correspondence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate,
N in writing, that no action should be taken against your com-

pany in this matter. Your response must be submitted within
15 days of receipt of this letter. If no response is received
within 15 days, the Commission may take further action based
on the available information.

C,
Please submit any factual or legal materials which you

believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this
matter. Where appropriate, statements should be submitted
under oath.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with 2
U.S.C. S 437g(a) (4) (B) and S 437g(a) (12) (A) unless you
notify the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to
be made public.

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by completing the
enclosed form stating the name, address and telephone number
of such counsel, and a statement authorizing such counsel to
receive any notifications and other communications from the
Commission.
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Sincerely,,

Charles N. Steel*

By: en al Cns)Associate Genera 1Coune

Enclosures
Complaint
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Statement
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Now w mo

E. Hark 3ra~lp, lE.
Repultvi National Conitttee

310 First Street, S. E.
WIN"")lffl

202/863-8638 A1

4A)

The above-named individual is hereby designated as my'
oounsel and in authorized to receive any notifications andlotber

comunications from the Comeission and to act on my behalf before

the Comission.

February, 6, 1986

Date Signature

R3SPO~

ADDRS:

wr'8 ANE:

HONE PUC3:

DSwxS PHON:

William J. McManus

Republican National Committee

310 First Street, S. E.

Washington, D. C. 20003

202/863-8720

.CE$VED ,:,TIIE;FEC

8-
8&FU~ A9:S
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JAN W. S|0AN tO, 1986
(201t) 404S30

Jonathan Levin, Esqutitia

Federal Election CSton 0
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 21C3 --

Dear Mr. Levin:

This office represent --fund fQZr America's Future,
inc. and Roy G. Hale, as treasurer, twih respect to the
above-captioned matter. Enclosed please find a Statement of
Designation of Counsel signed by Mr. Hale confirming our

1- representation.

0 As per our telephone conversation of this date, I hereby
request an extension of time within which to respond to the
complaint filed in this matter. This request is necessitated

C by my previously planned absence from the country from
February 14-21, 1986. The response currently is due
February 20. Accordingly, I request an extension of 15 days

cc up to and including March 7, 1986.

Thank you for your favorable consideration of this
request.

Sincerely,

Jan W. aa

JWB/nj 1
Enclosure
cc: Roy G. Hale

Edith E. Holiday, Esquire

r1

)



2/6/86

Date

RPOIDl T'S MlEM: THE FUND FOR AMERICA'S FUTURE, INC.

ADHRS: _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _

HOE PUCE:

BsSIxs PE=:

si 2133

CF COiU8 JAN V. BARAN EDITH E. HOLZDAY, UOURB

WIL~t REZVTHE FUND FO icR~WsILEV &RIN: 10
£U 3:________0.___ FUTURE,,fq~

1776... K Street, " 1200 18th Street.- ,W,
1776 ____K Street, .__ Suite 300

Washington, D.C. 20006 Washington, D.C. 20036

Yawuoi: (202)429-7330 (202)842-1986

The above-named individual is hereby designated as My

counsel and is autbotizd to receive any notifications and other

communications from the Commission and to act on my beb81 before

the Commission.

3 ionacmatZ..
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Chief counsel

Mohne A. 11"m
RendeRDeN
Deputy Chief ounsels

Charles n. Steele, X"g.
General Counsel
Federal Election C"40106
999 B Street, N. We
Washington, D. C. 20463
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Dear Mr. Steele:

I an writing in response to ? letter, datd, January 31st, notifying the
Republican National Cittee- *Off tb 4c:,a o laint has been received by
the Federal Election Comamision alleging violations of the Federal Election
Campaign Act by the Republicm National Comittee. Your letter and the
attached complaint were transitted to my office for response.

My office received the letter when I was in the Philippines as part of the
international observer group for the presidential election. For this
reason, I am requesting that the Commission grant a two-week extension for
response to this matter. The facts alleged in the complaint make no
reference to any ongoing activity so there is no reason to believe this
extension would, in any manner, prejudice any potentially interested parties.

If you have questions in regard to this matter, please do not hesitate to
contact me.

Very truly yours,

g. Mark Braden

EMB: Jd

Dwight D. Eisenhower Republican Center: 310 First Street Southeast, Washington, D.C. 20003. (202) 863-8638. Telex: 701144
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February 13, 1986 .

Mr. Jonathan Lev4n
Office of the General Counsel
Federal Election Comission,
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D. C. 20463

14

I: ' .:: : : *: i~

Dear Mr. Levin:

As I mentioned to you in our telepho4 .Conversatlon yesterday#. tW of
the enclosures in your January 31 letter wi th the copy of te. coIaant
against Market Opinion Research were :not enclosed in the eTloe you
sent us. We did receive a copy of the complaint and the nspapr
articles, but the Designation of Counsel Statement and the FEC"Procedures
were not included.

As we will not receive these until one or two days before our response is
due, I would like to request a twenty (20) day extension of the deadline
for our response, which I understand is permissible under your regulations
so that our counsel has adequate time to assist us in preparing a response.

I assume the Designation of Counsel Statement and the FEC Procedures
either have been or are being sent to us.

Thank you for your cooperation.

Sincerely,

7t;7ecRobert M. Teeter
President

cc: Mr. George Meyer
100 W. Long Lake Road
Suite 100
Bloomfield Hills, Michigan 48013

Washington, DCDetroit Toronto
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M Mr. George H. feyer

100 W. Long Lake Road

Suite 100

Bloomfield Hills, MI 48013

313-647-5111

N ~ N

The above-naned individual is hereby designated an my

counsel and is authorized to receive any notifications and other

communications from the Comission and to act on my behalf before

7the Comnission.

February 18, 1986
Date

3M IPOUDS 1M:

mum ~s
NUiS 1 1D0:l3

Signature

Mr. Robert M. Teeter

!'Nrket Opinion Research

243 W. Congress, Suite 1000

Detroit, MI 48226

313-769-5677

313-963-2414
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COMMISSION

February 24, 1986

RE: MUR 2133
The Fund for America's Future
Roy G. Hale, as Treasurer

Dear Mr. Baran:

Pursuant to your request, dated February 10, 1986, this
V Office fs granting your request for an extension of time to file

a response to the complaint in the above captioned matter.
Accordingly, your response is due on March 7, 1986.

If you have any questions, please contact Jonathan Levin,
the attorney assigned to this matter, at 202-376-5690.

Sincerely,

BY:



f ~IN COMMISSION

February 24, 1986

Op i nion Research
24$ Wq: Congean, 48226

RE,: MUR 2133
Market Opinion Research

Dear Mr. Teeter:

On February 18, 1986, this Office received your letter
requesting an extension of time to file a response to the

V complaint in the above-captioned matter. This Office has decided
to grant you a two week extension of time. Accordingly, your

0D response is due on March 6, 1986.

If you have any questions, please contact Jonathan Levin,
the attorney assigned to this matter, at 202-376-5690.

Sincerely,

0o Charles N. Steele

BY: enneth A. ross
Associate General Counsel
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.ECTION COMMISSION

.C. 2040

February 24, 1986

tee

RE: MUR 2133
Republican National Committee
William J. McManus, as

Treasurer

Dear Mr. Braden:

On February 19, 1986, this Office received your letter
requesting an extension of time to file a response to the

o complaint in the above-captioned matter. This Office has decided
to grant your request for a two week extension. Accordingly,
your response is due on March 6, 1986.

If you have any questions, please contact Jonathan Levin,
the attorney assigned to this matter, at 202-376-5690.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY: / Kenneth A
Associate al Counsel
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RESPOND8ENTSJanuary 31 j. -,186

COMPLAINANTS' NAMES: Howard Phillips, Chairman
The Conservative Caucus
Political Action Committee
("TCCPACN)

David G. Sanders, Treasurer
TCCPAC

RESPONDENTS' NAMES: Republican National Committee

o William J. McManus, as treasurer

Market Opinion Research Co.

The Fund for America's Future, Inc.
Roy G. Hale, as treasurer

O Vice-President George Bush

IT RELEVANT STATUTES AND

0 REGULATIONS: 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a) (2) (A)
2 U.S.C. S 441a(a) (2) (C)

C2 U.S.C. S 441b(a)
11 C.F.R. S 100.7(b) (1) (i)
11 C.F.R. S 100.8(b) (1) (i)

INTERNAL REPORTS CHECKED: None

FEDERAL AGENCIES CHECKED: None

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

Complainants make alleqations in connection with a poll

commissioned by the Republican National Committee ("RNC") and

conducted by Market Opinion Research Co. ("MOR") As a result of

activity related to the poll, complainants allege that the RNC,
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On January 24, 1908, this Of fice &e*I.dacomplaint f Iled

by Howard Phillips and David G. Sanders on behalf of The

Conservative Caucus Political Action Committee against the above-

named respondents. Enclosed with the complaint are a number of

newspaper articles, some of which are referred to by the

complainants.

The complaint pertains to a poll apparently commissioned by

o the Republican National Committee and conducted by Market Opinion

Research. This poll, according to a Washington Post article

referred to by the complainants, was conducted for the purpose of

determining "voter support" for Bush in both the Presidential0

primary elections and general election in 1988. The complaint

refers to the article further, quoting passages indicating that

the poll was designed to explore Bush's strengths and weaknesses

CC among the electorate, to rate him against other possible

contenders for the Republican nomination, to examine how Bush can

use certain issues to build support, and to make certain points

related to a possible strategy for Bush. The article also stated

that MOR delivered a copy of the poll to Fund for America's

Future. The complaint also cites a number of other articles,

including one in Human Events which states that the poll

specifically stated that Bush is the clear front-runner.



*a " on these articles* complainants classify the 9011 as Aft

ftort to "test the waters."

Complainants state that "the reports are conflieticg" as to

6oIs paying or will pay the $75,000 cost of the poll. One

° 'ar •ticle refers to the RUC commissioning and financing the poll.

Complainants state that

ftJhat is consistent with reports that officials
of the Republican National Committee planned the
poll in the spring of 19851 that the Chairman of
the Republican National Committee invited Vice
President Bush to suggest some questions for
inclusion in the poll; and, that additional
questions were developed by William Phillips, who
was then an employee of the Republican National
Committee.

O Subsequent articles state that RNC, MOR, and FAF will share the

17r cost of the poll. Complainants summarize by stating that it

appears that the poll will be paid for either by the RNC alone or

by some allocation among RNC, MOR, and FAF.

The complaint proceeds to list alleged violations. It cites

0 a possible violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a) (2) (C) with respect to

W a possible contribution by RNC to FAF, possible violations of 2

c_ U.S.C. S 441a(a) (2) (A) with respect to possible contributions by

the RNC and FAF to Georoe Bush's Presidential campaign, and a

possible violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) in the event that MOR

provided the poll for less than the usual and normal charge. The

complaint also cited the prospective application of 26 U.S.C.

S 9035, the section limiting Presidential candidates wishing to

qualify for matching fund payments to $50,000 in expenditures

from personal funds.
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compliainants also cited 11 C.I.R. S 100 7(b) (1) and
100.8(b) (1)wvioh provide that, ohile the term - contribution -

and expenditure" do not include receipts and disbursements
:  fo r

*testing the raters,'= these regulations provide for proper

recordkeeping and for treatment of the receipts and disbur*W 5

as contributions and expenditures if the individual subsequently.

becomes a candidate. While complainants do not mention this#

recent amendments to the above regulation sections provide for

application of contribution limits to "testing the waters'

disbursements even before a person becomes a candidate.

Complainants believe that they have presented a scenario

which makes it impossible for the RNC, FAF, or the Vice-President

not to have violated the Act. Pointing out that the reports

indicate that MOR delivered the poll to FAF and that MOR intended

to deliver a "very different version" of the poll to RNC, the

complainants state that compliance would involve $5,000 from the

RNC, $5,000 from FAF, and $50,000 from Bush, i.e., a total of

$60,000, against a bill for $75,000, and that, thus violations

must have occurred or are about to occur. Complainants state

that, in order to avoid such a result and to avoid the

"concomitant need" for Vice Presient Bush to prematurely

establish a campaign committee, "there is some nonsensical talk"

about allocating the cost between the RNC and FAF based upon the

number of questions requested by each with MOR absorbing some of

the cost because some questions were requested by neither

committee. Complainants maintain that because the full poll was



accepteld -by FAP' and because it rel.ates -eat IVly to abush

Presidential cintfldac~y, osc ~~e~~Iep il.Te

f urther, *aInta that,,tie _00"aio~ tha:t inserted question>9

or own is "ridic2lous," stating that vboe requesting the

pwl would review the formant andthe questions, and any questions

not specifically requested would be the "usual demographic

questions included in every poll.'

NOR* PAP, and the RNC have all requested extensions of time

in which to file responses to the complaint. This Office has

granted extensions and the replies are now due on March 6 and

March 7. Upon receipt and review of these responses, this Office

0 will report to the Commission with appropriate ecommendations.

0 Date e e
General Counsel

CD

cc
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CQMMSMoF , k LON-

COUSEL

FROM: 1 $blNaNJORIE W. EMMONS/ CHERYL A. FLEMINd2

DATE: MARCH 6, 1986

SUBJECT: MUR 2133 - FIRST GENERAL COUNSEL'S REPORT
SIGNED MARCH 4, 1986

The above-captioned matter was circulated by the Commission
Secretary's Office to the Commissioners on Wednesday, March 5,
1986 at 11:00 A.M.

0 There were no objections received in the Office of the
Secretary of the Commission to the First General Counsel's
Report at the time of the deadline.
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LMark ran3c.
Chief Counsel s

Micha A. Hes s
Rma" Davis
Deputy Chief Counsels

Charles N. Steele#: X*
General CounselFederal Election Cam !m . . -
999 9 Street, N. V.,+..
Washington, D. C. 2034r

ATTN: Kenneth A. Gross

4)Associate Generi Cots

Dear Mr. Steele:

This letter is in response to the aemlaint by the Conservative caucus
Political Action Comittee which allee, in part, that the Republican
National Committee (RNC) has violated certain sections of the Federal
Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended.

This letter is the response of the Republican National Committee pursuant to
11 CPR Section 111.6(a). This response will demonstrate clearly to the
Commission that no further action should be taken in connection with this

Ccomplaint because the complainant, the Conservative Caucus Political Action
Committee, fails to meet the statutory and regulatory requirements of the
Federal Election Commission. The complaint does not contain a clear and
concise presentation of facts which describe a violation of any statute or
regulation over which the Commission has jurisdicition. [2 USC Section
437g(a)(1); 11 CFR Section 111.4(d)3(4)).

Attached is a copy of an affidavit from William I Greener, III, Deputy Chief
of Staff for Political Operations of the Republican National Committee.
This affidavit clearly illustrates that the allegations in the complaint
from the Conservative Caucus Political Action Committee are simply
recitations of inaccurate newspaper accounts and do not provide a basis on
which the Commission could determine that the RNC has violated, or was about
to violate, the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971.

Very truly yours#

E. Mark Braden
EMB: jd
Enclosure

Dwight D. Eisenhower Republican Center: 310 First Street Southeast, Washington, D.C. 20003. (202) 863-8638. Telex: 701144



i, William I. Greener, 12p beiag firt duly sworn hera deos

and says:

1. I have personal knowledge of the facts contined herein and an

competent to testify thereto.

11? 2. I am the Deputy Chief of 8taff for Political Operations of the
0

Republican National Cmmittee (10C) and am authorised to ake this statement

on behalf of the Republican National Committee.

3. The Republican National Committee did commission Market Opinion

o Research (NOR) to conduct a survey and analysis of voter attitudes on a

variety of issues, including terrorism and international trade.

O 4. The Republican National Committee has never commissioned Market

Opinion Research (NOR) of Detroit, Michigan, to conduct a poll "of voter

support for Vice President George Bush in both the primary and general

elections for President in 1988."

5. The Republican National Committee did not commissiont nor have I

seen a document *designed to explore Bush's strengths and weaknesses with

the Republican primary electorate and the broader general electorate to rate

him against Dole, Baker, and Representative Jack Kemp, and to examine how

Bush can use such issues as terrorism and international trade to build

support for his prospective candidacy."

6. Information from this survey and analysis has been made available

to members of the Administration, members of the Republican National

Committee, and the general public through the 
press. __



7. z was appzoaobed in the late Oeor oft 1905 by LOe Atwater an4

asked if questions of interest to the Fund for 'Amriol's Future could be

added to the survey to bo conducted for the RUC by NOR. Pursuant to our

normal procedure wit such requests, it was acceded to with the express

statement the Repablican National Committee would not pay for, nor se, any

of the work done in this regard.

8. 4OR has proposed that the RHC pay $52,390 for the survey and analysis

which the RNC commissioned. The lNC will pay NOR $52,390 upon receipt of a

billing invoice.

0 ~ ~William I. GreenfAZ

Signed and sworn to before me this day of

o 1986.

My commission expires Rmf i a- Ulw N s15.
Cr
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Charles U. Steele, Esq.
Gonoral Counsel
Fderal Election Conmisolai
999 3 Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: NUR 2133

Dear Sir:

This letter is a Response on behalf of Market Opinion Research
Company (NOR) to a Complaint filed against it, the Republican
National Committee (RMC), the Fund For America' Future (FFAF) and
Vice President George Bush by The Conservative Caucus Political
Action Committee.

The attached Affidavit of Robert M. Teeter, the President of
MOR, in substance, shows the following:

The RNC commissioned NOR to conduct a political poll in which
the FFAF subsequently participated. The poll as finally consti-
tuted was to cover several broadly described issues with the design
of the questionnaire and the questions left to the expertise and
judgment of MOR.

The poll included questions on the 1988 election. These ques-
tions were included because NOR believed them to be appropriate and
within the authority granted to it to conduct the poll. The RNC
and the FFAF subsequently refused to pay for the 1988 questions on
the basis that the 1988 questions had not been authorized by them.

The inclusion of the 1988 questions, which arose from a
misunderstanding between the parties, resulted in a dispute on the
amount of MOR's bill for the poll. The parties have negotiated a
proposed settlement of the bill, with MOR to be paid in full except
for the 1988 questions, the cost for which is to be absorbed by
MOR.

The poll was done by NOR in the regular course of its business
with the intent to be paid in full for its work. The proposed
settlement of the bill by MOR was for business reasons and MOR did
not intend to make a contribution to anybody.

IT *P
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Yours very truly,

George H. Meyer
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Fpublic opinion polls*

- 4. Early in 1985, 1 was contacted in my capacity as the

President of MOR by Frank Fahrenkopf (the Chairman of the

Republican National Committee (RNC})and asked to conduct a poll for

CDthe RNC. The RNC is a long-standing client of MOR. I was told by

CDFahrenkopf to follow up on the issues and details of the poll with

c.Bill Phillips, Fahrenkopf's Chief ot Staff at the RNC. I was also

told by Fahrenkopf that the poll should include issues of interest

to the Vice President, and that I should talk to the Vice

President's staff for input for the poll.

5. Several days earlier, in a conversation I was having with

Vice President George Bush, he made a brief comment that I should

expect such a call from Fahrenkopf, who was going to commission MOR

to do a poll which would include questions of interest to the Vice

President. The Vice President did not say anything that indicated



or itIn any way ,h* * tb ?and or the It

had been a N *1..iwrl a io

p it was

that ~ -~the 1eulcan aW

expertise an judgment of NOR.

o 7. A couple of weeks or sOafter my mntioned discussions

with Fahrenkopf and Phillips, I iset with Lee Atwater (a volunteer

0 adviser to the Vice President) and Phillips to discuss a variety of

Stems, including the poll. Phillips agreed with my suggestion that

we delay doing the poll until the Pall so that any lingering ef-

M tects from the 1984 campaign or election would be gone.

8. AOR had no further discussions about the pol1 until the

too late Summer when I called William Greener, the RNC's Deputy Chief

of Staff for Political Operations, to advise the RNC that I thought

it was time to go ahead and do the poll. Greener agreed.

9. At about this same time and pursuant to my mentioned dis-

cussion with Fahrenkopf, I called Craig Fuller, the Vice Presi-

dent's Chief of Staff, and asked him what issues he wanted to

include in the poll. Fuller replied that the poll should cover the

issues of trade and terrorism.
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19 65 that 1 asked tbe NOR staff hstion-

naire 'for the pol wihth 010~

(a) to measure the Replican'; *WA coalitions one
year after the campaign.

(b) to measure the gene al: atti-4kiK, #4' * pe*cetion of
'0 the Republican Party including the of !.t* al maps.
C (c) to measure the national Lssue agenda including the

specific issues of trade and terrorism.'',

(d) to determine awareness, approval and perception of major
political figures.

(e) to determine the approval, perception and political sup-
port of Vice President Bush.

o 12. During this questionnaire design stage, I, gave a copy of

the draft questionnaire to Fuller, and he and I discussed the ques-

tionnaire with a focus on the trade and terrorism issues. A few

days later, Fuller suggested to MOR that it make three changes to

the questionnaire. These were a suggested change to a trade

question, the addition of names to the list of names on a question

which assessed the public's attitude on various public figures, and

suggested changes to a question which measured the qualities sought

in the next President. Some of these suggestions were accepted by

MOR.
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140 uer described in

paragraph 12, neither the US, tho VW tho Vice President or, in

fact, anyone ts N*, approved thtionnaire the design
of the specific questionnaire havinq en-left to NOR s expertise.

15. The questions in the poll reolating to the 1988 election,

including the "head on head* questions, were included by MOR be-

cause, based on my experience and Judgment and that of the NOR

staff, NOR believed them to be appropriate. NOR also believed that

all of the questions NOR used including the 1988 election ques-

tions were within the authority granted to NOR to conduct the poll,

although admittedly neither the RNC nor the FFAF had specifically

asked for questions relating to the 1988 election.

16. The interviews for the poll were conducted by NOR from

September 17, 1985, through September 25, 1985.

17. On September 19, 1985, MOR invoiced the RNC $70,000, the

agreed on cost for the poll. Nothing has been paid by the RNC on

the invoice and reminder invoices for the $70,000 have been sent to

it. The stage of MOR's work on the poll at which the invoice was

sent to the RNC is in accordance with MOR's normal business prac-

tice.

18. When the poll was completed MOR staff wrote two separate

analyses of the poll. The first analysis emphasized the perception
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19, The first analysis vs preented iy at a neeting on

November 13, 1985, which was one of aniber of metings I was hav-

ing at this time with the Vice Presideunt, his Chief of Staff

'C (Puller) and Atwater, and copies ofte n1ses gien to

0 them. Copies of the second analysis were delivered to Greener on

December 19, 1985.

20. In December, 1985, 4OR was advised by the RNC that it

would pay only for those portions of the poll on voter attitudes

V towards the issues, parties and major political figures and that

C the RNC would not pay for that portion of the poll relating to the

o1988 election since the RNC had not authorized those questions.
C

21. MOR was also advised by the FFAF at about this time that

the FFAF would pay for those portions of the poll on the perception

of the Vice President but that it would not pay for those portions

of the poll relating to the 1988 election since the FFAF had not

authorized those questions. This was the first time MOR became

aware that the FFAF would be paying anything for the poll. At this

same time MOR was asked by the FFAF to prepare a revised analysis
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issues ;,to be !oveld n the pl rrea deter.ned through discus-

sions rather th'an in riting, and the poll cam about over a rela-

tively long period of time with inpt from several sources.

23. ?olling its customary practice to resolve business dis-

putes with it clients by direct negotiations, NOR had negotiating

sessions with both the RNC and the FFAF. As a result, MOR has pro-

posed to settle the bill of $70,000 for the poll by agreeing with

o the RNC for it to pay $52,390, (a 74.8% portion of the poll),

covering only those questions which the RNC agreed it had autho-

rized NOR to poll, and by agreeing with the FFAF for it to pay

$4996, (a 7.1% portion of the poll), covering only those questions

concerning the perception of the Vice President. The balance of

the $70,000 bill, $12,614, (a 18.1% portion of the poll),

apparently will have to be absorbed by MOR. In making these

allocations, MOR used its normal and customary method of allocating

costs for multi-client polls. This settlement of MOR's bill is

consistent with MOR's normal and customary business practice in

resolving disputed work or charges with its clients, both political

and commercial. This poll was done by MOR in the regular course of
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Subscribed and sworn to bef*!.
me this o dAy of March 10Ut

TRACY PACIOREKo P, Momb County, Mico

iptar Public
0%,_ M , chiqan
My commission expires:

0
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Charles .Steele*, 3e=tee ral ecctnio n Co iJ9
9o e V 'rt Coi t
Washingtoft' D.C. 204,6$

ATTN: Kenneth A, Gros, Saquire
Associate General Counsel

Re: ("" 21.33

Dear Mr. Steele:

This letter, the enclosed' affidavits, and a letter f rom
Vice President George Bush Ar sub*4-ttoed by the Fund for
America's Future ("Fund") in response to a complaint filed vith
the Federal Election Commission on January 24, 1986 by The
Conservative Caucus Political Action Committee, denominated
Matter Under Review ("1MUR"1) 2133. The complaint alleges that

Co the Fund for America's Future has violated or is "about to
violate" the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,
and the Presidential Primary Matching Payment Account Act.1/
For the reasons set forth herein, the Federal Election
Commission ("FEC") should find no reason to believe that the
Fund has committed any such violation. This response reflects
facts drawn from the affidavits of Mr. Lee Atwater and Mr.

SCraig L. Fuller, as well as from affidavits filed with the
Commission by Mr. Robert M. Teeter and Mr. William Greener,
copies of which counsel for the Fund has received, and the
enclosed letter from the Vice President.

I. The Facts

1. Early in 1985, Frank Fahrenkopf, Chairman of the
Republican National Committee ("RNC"), decided to commission
Robert M. Teeter, President of Market Opinion Research, Inc.
("MOR") and his firm to conduct a poll for the RNC.

1 Not only is the Vice President not a candidate for any
office, but he has taken no steps to qualify as a federally-
funded candidate under the Presidential Primary Matching
Payment Account Act. That Act is thus completely inapplicable
to the Complaint before the Commission.
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Charles N. Steele, Esquire
Page Two
March 13, 1986

2. Mr. Fahrenkopf informed the Vice President that
was commissioning NOR to do a poll, and stated that he W*
desirous of including questions of interest to the Vin
President.

3. The Vice President, in the course of a more general
conversation, informed Mr. Teeter that he understood MI-.
Fahrenkopf would be calling him about a poll for the RfC. Mr.
Teeter was then directly contacted by Mr. Fahrenkopf, and asod
to consult the Vice President's staff for suggestions concern-
ing the RNC poll. Mr. Teeter accordingly spoke to Lee Atwator
(then a volunteer advisor to the Vice President and currently

14% Chairman of the Fund for America's Future), and to Craig
Fuller, Chief of Staff to the Vice President, to see what
issues they thought might be appropriate for inclusion in the

o poll. After these conversations Mr. Teeter decided to include
questions concerning the public perception of the Vice
President and the issues of trade and terrorism.

4. It was the common understanding of Messrs. Teeter,
Atwater and Fuller that the poll was an RNC poll, and that the
questions of interest to the Vice President were to be included

oD only because Mr. Fahrenkopf, for his own purposes, had
instructed Mr. Teeter to include such questions.

5. Mr. Atwater notified William Greener, Deputy Chief of
Staff for Political Operations of the RNC, of these conversa-
tions. At that time, Mr. Greener expressed a concern that the
RNC poll that had been commissioned from MOR might prove poli-

r tically awkward for the RNC because of the questions relating
directly to issues of interest to the Vice President. Mr.
Atwater accordingly indicated to Mr. Greener that if necessary
the Fund might be able to pay a portion of the costs of the
poll. However, it is Mr. Atwater's recollection following this
conversation that the MOR survey was an RNC project, and that
he expected the RNC to pay for it in full. Mr. Atwater was
never shown a draft of the MOR questionnaire, nor did he
approve any specific questions.

6. Mr. Teeter sent Mr. Fuller a version of a draft ques-
tionnaire for the RNC poll, requesting his comments. Mr.
Fuller reviewed it in its entirety and made three specific sug-
gestions to MOR, one of which concerned a trade and terrorism
question one a public perception question, and one a question
relating to qualities sought in a future President. Mr. Fuller
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was not asked to approve the. poll 40 ho. 44i not. do so# bt
,merely offered suggestions as. reques0ted, Mr.. Fu)ler anZ
occasion is consulted by pr6fessin 41 pollsters, inciUdi"
other RNC pollsters, seeking his reaction toiquestions, 'they
intend to ask, and thus was not surprised to receive the dra ,,
RNC survey, especially in light of the fact that it' contained, a
number of questions relating to the Vice Presidont. Mr, Fuller
was not shown a final copy of the questions before the poll
began or otherwise consulted again by NOR.

7. When MOR completed the drafting of the question-
naire, Mr. Teeter called Mr. Greener of the RUC and infor
him that the poll would cost $70,000,. Mr. Greener approved
this charge, but he did not receive a copy of the questio naire
in advance of the survey, or otherwise approve the specific

o questions contained therein.

8. When the poll was complete, NOR wrote two separate
analyses of the poll, one of which emphasized trade and terror-
ism, public perception and the 1988 election, and one of which
emphasized national issues, the national political parties, and
major political figures. Mr. Teeter has stated that it is not

oD unusual for MOR to prepare multiple analyses of polling data
for the various parties involved in a poll. Mr. Teeter
presented his first analysis to the Vice President and his
staff on November 13, 1985, and gave his second analysis to the
RNC when it was completed in early December, 1985.

9. The copy of the survey analysis sent to Mr. Fuller,
SMr. Atwater, and the Vice President contained the cover nota-

tion that the analysis was drawn from a poll commissioned by
the RNC. It was assumed that the 1988 Presidential questions
had been included at the direction of the RNC.

10. The RNC then advised MOR that it would not pay for
the portions of the poll concerning the 1988 election since the
RNC had not authorized those questions. The Fund also advised
MOR that it, at the request of the RNC, would pay for those
questions of the poll concerning the public perception of the
Vice President.

11. It was apparent to Mr. Teeter that there was a
serious but good-faith disagreement between MOR and the RNC as
to what questions should or should not have been included in
the poll. Accordingly, and following its customary business



0hairlew If St*0el.,'Zsquir.
Page F.our

0, Notch. 13), ItOU

pWpactice, for d~iute reso
reult . WXDoR ba*re toI.Survey except (a) t0ose
election, whih- wore hove
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lution, 14OR nOttiated with the , IMthe aymentpt 'othe survey. As a
bill the RC for all questions in the
relating to the 1988 Presidential.
r explicitly authorized by the EC,
elating to the public perception of
will be billed directly to the Fund.

12. The Vice President did not request or authorize any
polling relating to the 1988 election or any possible
candidacy.

S II. Summary

N This chronological review of the facts makes it clear that
the RNC commissioned a poll, and for its own reasons sought toC include questions of interest to Vice President Bush. Vice
President Bush's staff accordingly advised the pollster in
general terms of what sort of questions would be of interest to
them. Neither the Vice President nor anyone on his staff or
associated with the Fund commissioned the poll or authorized
1988 polling. When the questionnaire was prepared, however,
MOR included a series of questions related to the 1988 race,
mistakenly believing that those questions had been commissioned
by the RNC. When the poll had been completed, the Fund agreed,
at the request of the RNC and in order to ease the RNC's

0 position, to receive a bill from MOR for these questions
0concerning the public perception of the Vice President.

CC When Mr. Atwater originally told Mr. Greener that the Fund
would consider paying for a portion of the poll he did not
anticipate the sort of poll which MOR produced, with its empha-
sis on the 1988 election. However, the Fund is aware of the
difficult position in which the RNC now finds itself. The Fund
is accordingly prepared to pay MOR, in the sum of $4,996, if
the Commission determines that such pay- ment would be in
accord with the Federal election laws. The questions
identified by MOR for possible payment by the Fund relate only
to those questions attempting to measure the perception of
various personal characteristics of the Vice President, namely
trustworthiness, concern, leadership and competence. Knowledge
of such public perception is of value to the Fund in attempting
to schedule the Vice President's appearances on behalf of
Republican candidates in 1986.



The Feder4X Election' Camspaign Act Of 1971, as &*ended
("Act"), 2 u.S.C., ff 431-14$5I, Sates that "the term candifat*
means an ind ivtdual seeks _PRn!iOa o *Ot1*0t or

election, to ft . 41(,p., tsalElection comMISi16 a~ rog)ulettia 31 C... 003
o state that an Idividl becomes a candidateuponthe occasion

of any one of four ogarro"es:

the individual, receiving contributions or
making expenditures aggregating in excess
of $5,000; 11 C.F.R. S 100.3(a)(1);

o the individual giving his or her consent
to another to receive such contributions

0or make such expenditures;
11 C.F.R. § 100.3(a)(2);

Co the individual failing to disavow such
activity by another person after

Creceiving written notification by the
FEC; 11 C.F.R. § 100.3(a)(3); or

contributions or expenditures aggre-
gating more than $5,000 made through any
combination of the above three occur-
rences. 11 C.F.R § 100.3(a)(4).

Vice President Bush is not a candidate for public office,
and has not authorized anyone to receive contributions or make
expenditures on behalf of any potential candidacy.
Accordingly, he is not a candidate pursuant to 11 C.F.R. §§
100.3(a)(2) or (3).
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The Complaint implies that hntaat, in Aop Voy
becomes a candidate under t i
because NOR cond ted a, poll ' the of
the Vice President and hii, s* fh-it Jwwldge and vezs
provided with a co of one of *I yummaries,#. and
that the poll contained quest relting to the 19*908
Presidential election whicha a qoy 41d aid a potential
future candidacy by the Vice Pres.dent

Such an interpretation is in'or.et. The Vice Presiot
has stated that he did not requst or authorie such a pdL&,
and Mr. Atwater of the Fund and Mr. Fuller of the Vice
President's staff have stated that they did not either. Mr.
Teeter has stated that only the RNR%, and not the Vice
President, commissioned and authorized the' poll. Further,
neither the RNC, nor anyone else outside of NOR, authorized theo inclusion of questions concerning the 1988 presidential
elections.

No facts have been presented to demonstrate that the Vice
President commissioned the poll, or authorized the taking of a

r poll on behalf of any potential candidacy. The accompanying
affidavits demonstrate that he did not do so. The willingness

0 of the Fund to voluntarily defray a portion of the RNC's cost
by paying for those questions of interest to the Fund
(including only those which measure the public perception of

0 the Vice President, the Fund's founder and Honorary Chairman)
does not constitute authorization by the Vice President of any
expenditures relating to a potential future candidacy, nor of

cc any such expenditures by the Fund.

Thus, the allegation made in the Complaint that the poll
should be governed by 11 C.F.R. 100.8(b)(1) (the "testing the
waters" regulations) is contrary to the facts. The poll was
not an expenditure by anyone "solely for the purpose of
determining whether an individual should become a candidate,"
as the Complaint suggests.

The Complaint also states that the Republican National
Committee would violate the Act by paying more than $5,000 to
MOR for the poll. Implicit in this argument is the suggestion
that the Fund itself would be in violation of the Act by
allowing the RNC to pay more than $5,000 of the cost of the
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poll. The notion that it would be contrary to the Act for the
RNC to pay for more than a fraction of its own poll -is
ridiculous. The RNC conceived the idea of the poll,
commissioned MOR to do the poll, actively sought advice, ftom
the Vice President's staff as to what issues to include in the
poll, and authorized the payment of the full cost of the poll
before the actual survey began. The Fund's voluntary agreement
to pay for a portion of the questions (those allocated by NOR
to the public perception of the Vice President, the Fund's most
active campaigner) in no way alters the RNC's obligation to pay
for its own poll. Nor does the RNC's agreement with NOR to pay
the final bill submitted in any way violate the election laws.
This bill excludes the 1988-related questions (which the RNC
had not requested) from its allocation, as well as those
questions for which the Fund has voluntarily agreed to pay.

0
Finally, the Complaint suggests that MOR would be making a

corporate contribution by failing to seek payment for the cost
of all of the questions. Implicit in this is the allegation
that the Fund would be accepting an illegal corporate
contribution were MOR not to bill for unauthorized questions
contained in the RNC's poll. The complaint further suggests

o that "even if one were to accept the possibility that certain
questions were not specifically 'requested', it would be
because those questions related to the usual demographic

0questions included in every poll." This is demonstrably wrong.
As the affidavits indicate, no one outside of MOR authorized

an the inclusion of the questions relating to the 1988
presidential elections. It is accordingly these questions for

cwhich the RNC refused to pay -- not standard demographic
questions.

The allocation of the questions (and thus the charges for
them) was prepared by the professional staff of MOR in
accordance with their standard accounting methods. Such
allocation has been done on the basis of questions contained in
the questionnaire, which is a system of allocation recognized
by FEC regulations. See 11 C.F.R. §106.3. Nothing in the
election law requires anyone to pay for any goods or services
which were not requested or authorized. MOR's decision not to
bill the RNC for 1988-related questions was a business decision
taken in the ordinary course and following standard procedures.
Thus, there has been no corporate contribution to the Fund.
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Accordingly, the Fund hereby requests that the Comuisaton-
find no reason to believe that there is any violation of the'
Act.

Sincerely yours,

". "Jan W. Baran
"Counsel for The Fund for

America's Future

Vcc: Edith E. Holiday, Esquire
Counsellor
The Fund for America's Future

0D

Cr
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FederalElection commission
999 E Stret, -$WIN
Washington, DC. 20004:

Dear Mesdames and Sirs:

In response to a lettar to e f, the Federal Election
Commission's General Counsel dated January 31, 1986, please
be advised of the following:

1. I am not a candidate for any public office;

o 2. Although I was aware that the Republican
National Comittee was conducting a poll,
I did not request or authorize any polling
relating to the 1988 election or any
possible candidacy.

o Sincerely,

Bush
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Lee Atwater, being first duly sworn, depoes and says:

1. I am Lee Atwater, Chairman of The Fund for America's

Future ("The Fund").

2. The Fund is a multi-candidate political action

committee founded by Vice President George Bush in May 1985 to

assist Republican candidates and the Republican Party during

the 1986 election cycle.

3. I have served in the position of Chairman since

January 1, 1986. Prior to becoming Chairman of The Fund, I was

an unpaid political consultant to The Fund.

r% 4. In late Summer 1985, in my capacity as a consultant

o to Vice President Bush, I was informed that Mr. Robert Teeter,

President of Market Opinion Research ("MOR"), was preparing a

poll for the Republican National Committee ("RNC") at the

request of Mr. Frank Fahrenkopf, Chairman of the RNC, and that

Mr. Fahrenkopf was interested in including some questions

relating to public perceptions of the Vice President. These

public perceptions are useful to The Fund in planning appear-

ances by the Vice President on behalf of Republican candidates

and The Party during 1986.

5. Mr. Teeter and I discussed the possibility of

including questions concerning the public perception of the

Vice President, but at no time did I specify, request or



authorize polling regarding tkhe 19#IP ? *tial electicos y

NOR * Rather,, I relied upon the expertise of "NOR to formulate

questions concerning the Vice Pree$14eut, consistent with RWC1s

purpose in commissioning the poll.

6. At this same time, I notified Mr. William Greener of

the RNC of these discussions. He indicated some concern that

the Vice President and his staff had been invited by Mr.

Fahrenkopf to add issues to an RNC poll, fearing that it might

later prove politically awkward for the RNC. I therefore

indicated to Mr. Greener that The Fund might be able to pay for

a portion of this RNC poll if the inclusion of questions of

interest to the Vice President turned out to create political

problems for the RNC. By this I meant questions concerning

oD terrorism and trade, and the public perception of leading

Republicans, including the Vice President. At no time did I

specify, request or authorize the RNC to undertake polling

regarding the 1988 presidential elections. It remained my

understanding following this conversation with Mr. Greener that

this was an RNC poll, that the RNC was planning to pay the full

cost, and that the RNC, for its own reasons, wanted to include

questions on issues of interest to the Vice President.

7. I was not furnished a copy of the poll questions, nor

did I discuss the questions asked in the poll with Mr. Teeter

or anyone from MOR prior to the taking of the poll.

8. In November 1985, I received a copy of the poll

results from Mr. Teeter which on its cover specified that it
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pibc percepltion f; the Vice iPesident and trade and terrorism

9. As a political consultant, I am often briefed by

pollsters on the, results of polls commissioned by political

groups which assess the 1988 Presidential race. Because it was

an RNC poll, and because the questions concerning the 1988

Presidential election had never been discussed with me, I

assumed they had been commissioned by the RNC. It was not

until December 1985 that I learned that the RNC had not

commissioned these questions.

0 10. Also in December, the RNC requested that the Fund pay

for those questions in the poll which had been developed by MOR

as a result of discussions between Fund officials and Mr.

Cr, Teeter, and which related to public perceptions of the Vice

President.

11. I informed Mr. Teeter that The Fund had agreed with

the RNC to pay him directly for certain of the qustions in the

poll, but that it would not pay for any questions concerning

the 1988 Presidential elections because The Fund had neither

suggested, reviewed nor authorized such questions. I requested

that he submit to The Fund a bill only for those questions
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ally informed the officialS of The Fw for Atrica's Future,

including me, that he is not ,a c public office

o) and has not authorized anyone to take actions which might cause

him to become one.

0s dis~r'iwcosttuesrath

Sworn tornd subscribed b efore me

o this ,gn day of 1986.

Noy Public

My Commission expires: 4.. y
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frVic e Presi deat Georg*! Busb .. * ...

2. LastSumer, 1, i..omi b _Robrt~i- Teeter that

Frank Fahrenkopf of the ftpu..bli.--n NtoaCmittee 1NC)

i had commissioned Market Opinion Aoeircb ("iWOR") to do a poll

on a broad range of pub ic questions, . and issues, I was

r informed that Mr. Fahrenkopf 'wintod to include questions on

issues of interest to the Vice President. I subsequently

' suggested to Mr. Teeter that questions concerning trade and

0 terrorism be included.

3. 1 received a copy of the September 6, 1985 draft

~questionnaire that had been prepared for the RNC poll by MOR.

oc I read it through and then made three suggestions to Mr.

Teeter concerning the poll, commenting both on the trade and

terrorism questions of particular interest to tha Vice

President, and on two other questions which I felt could be

improved or broadened. One of these concerned adding two

names to a list of persons whose public perception was being

evaluated, and another involved a question designed to measure

qualities sought in a future President.
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4. As Chief of Staff to the Vice President# I have be

consulted by professional pollstoes inclu~ding other flC

pollsters, concerning questions they intend to ask, and

briefed on the results of completed polls. I accordingly was

not surprised to be asked to comment on 14r, Teeter's poll for

the RNC, and assumed others were being asked to review it as

well. I replied to Mr. Teeter in conformity with my standard

practice, commenting both on the issues of particular concern

to the Vice President (trade and terrorism) and on other

questions of more general interest.
0

V5. In responding to Mr. Teeter's request for comments#

I did not intend to promote any possible candidacy of the Vice

r~. President, nor did it ever occur to me that my actions should

oD be so construed. The Vice President has advised his staff,

qW including me, that he is not a candidate and has not author-

C,
ized anyone to take any actions which might make him one. I

considered it entirely appropriate for a Republican National

Committee poll to test public reaction to issues and to a

number of prominent Republicans, with particular attention to

the Vice President, the Party's second ranking office holder.

6. After responding to Mr. Teeter's draft questions, I

had no further discussions with him or with anyone from MOR

concerning the design of the poll, or the inclusion of any

specific questions. I was never shown a completed question-

naire before the poll went into the field. Once the results
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Sworn to and subsc bed before me
this VbJ day of _ 1986.

Notary Public

My Commission expires: |J44
C
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MARK H. SOLOMON
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Ma *b 14, 196

Jonathan Levin, EsqUiVre
Federal Election Coimission
999 E. Street, N.V.
Washington, D.C. 20463

4

Re: NUR 2133

Dear Mr. Levin:

Enclosed on behalf of Respondent Market Opinion Research
Company is a copy of the questionnaire used in the poll in the
above described matter. The questionnaire has marginal notations
made by NOR indicating which questions were allocated to the
Republican National Committee (RNC), the Fund For America's
Future (FFAF) and those which were not allocated to either client
(N/A)

Very truly yours,

George H. Mey

GHM:dms

Enclosure

FEC

CA - k
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E Anmmr (NA)

tesignatad 1mon Not In *W
No Tie Now/Call Back

(DM/AIN7/CB)

ennTom (R-T)
co NR Tenn. (N-Term)

Business Numb. (BUS)

72-Woring * ( DISCIS/ G)
I No-aring #

Iographic F.O. (G-F.O.)
11 eographic F.O. (G-F.O.)

Mon-Ragister Voter F.O. (V-F.O)
S No Male in household (N1H)

VP No Female in household (NF)

OPEN

co OPEN

0500 16
0501 17

117
17

[ 16
['16
[16[16t
( 16
[ 16

19 0502 18
19 0503 19
19 0504 20

19 0505 21
19 0506 22
19 0507 23
19 0508 24
19 0509 25
19 0510 26

[ 11 ( 12 [1 3 [ 14 1 IS [ 16 [ 17 [1 8 [1 9 0511 27
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19 0513 29
19 0514 30
19 0515 31
19 0516 32
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19 Q520 36
19 0521 37

NO. CALLS TO OMPLETE
VI 38-39

Phone Room:

LEGTH OF flWERVIW:

V2 41-42

Time Started: Tine Ended:

Detroit ...... I
Farmington. . 0 * 0 0 4 (40)
L ivonia . .. 0 0 0 0 0 5

DUE:

DESIGNATED NUMBER

01.
Original Call



Is there m 18-24 y old k
wti is a citise qt t L
living at this, ad*q.s?

Ye . . . . . . ."3PeO 0 0 0.

No (0010D0.B) . , .2
Ref usd/14L . . * 9

a. May W seak with hlb~

Yis, 18-24 year old bscomss
resondent (GO 1D O.1). • 1

qq Yes, I m (GO10 O.1) . • • 2
No (GO D0.W). 3
Refused/NA. 9 o o o o o 9

B. Are you a citizen of the United States
over 18 years of age living at this
address?

C Yes (GO I 1) . . . . . .
No* . ... . . . . . . 2
Refused/NA. ....... 9

a. Is there any male/female who is a
citizen of the United States living

at this address?
Yes . . * . * • • . 1

May I speak with hinVher? (After
you have ascertained that he/she is
an adult citizen of the United
States living at that address.

(GO M 0. 1)

No (TERMI[kTE). ..... 2
Refused/NA. . ...... 9

i m -AT =9 an imm

Detoi ;wly" Iointfione
4~ing a (sftit)

33 r~ ld a citizen, of the

boau ta $ a. citisen Of the United
stAtes lvingq at this ed&es

tb (GO 10O, M) o ••
OA
102

Oka
103

1B. Is there any adult (man/wan) who is
a citizen of the United States living
at this address available at this tine?

Yes ,. . . .* * . . . . . I
No (TERMIN&TE) . . . . . . 2
Refused/NA. .. . . . . . . 9

a. After you have ascertained that (he/
she) is an adult citizen of the United
States living at this address (GO 10
1)

OB
104

QBa
105

106-144 = EXTRA
145-153 SPECIAL
ECMO VARIABLES
(V18) 156-160 wEIGiTS

a* MW I apud with hi/he?

Yes, 18-24 year old bus
respoodsnt (GO WK 0.1) • • • • 1

YeS, - (00 1D 09 1). o o o o 2
No (W0 M0Q.IB). • o o o o o o 3
Refues/ . . . . . ...... 9
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u.#. W~onsl 92 -

Do you fel ,~ags in this Otry se
generally- gonin Inte right 4irection
or do you beal. thin"s 0,9e
seriously ftten etf an the. wong
track?

Don't 10. *

2. Generally, qaking, 4 you ta"s cur IM9 im........ 00 00 2
political yst 4*"r~l l* ~nS.
working fairly m l i 0 0ttb EiUt ,. .. • • .•
tim, or do you think thy r sd sig- I eS .0. • .- • • • .9
nif icant dhanges?

V

3. Htat kinds of changes do you think ned to be i? ( rl I AT LEAr M
REMINSES)

Q3H1

Q3M2
Q3M3
,Q3M4
Q3M5

4. Do you approve or disapprove ot the Strongly approve. . . . • . . . o o 4
way Ronald Reagan is haling his job Sawat approve., . .. .• 0 * • • 3
as President? (NAIT LOR RSONSE AND Scwwhat disapprove . . .. . . . . 2
ASK:) Would that be strongly Strongly disapprove ...... . . 1
(approve/disapprove) or just somewhat Don't know, . .. . . . . . . . . . 8
(approve/disapprove)? Refused/NA. . . . . . . * 9

5. Lo you approve or disapprove of the Strongly approve. . ..... . 4
way George Bush is handling his job Somewhat approve, ........ . 3
as Vice-President? (WAIT EOR RES"OSE Somewhat disapprove .. .. .. 2
AND ASK:) Would that be strongly Strongly disapprove .... . . 1
(approve/disapprove) or just somewhat Don't know, . ......... . . . 8
(approve/disapprove)? Refused/N. . ..... . . .. 9

* gK C

C..

Q2

Q4

Q5

I04 JO
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Now I'd like to read you some statements about various issues in the 11M i .1 am# W ir VW -ii :
you strongly agree, somewhat agree, somewhat disagree, or strongly disagree.

~Stranly Sae t lNX lGV04i,

6. The United States should never send troops
to fight in a civil war in another country,
even if accumuinist takeover is likely. 5 4 3 1

7. We should help only countries which are for
us and not help those which are against us. 5 :4, 1 _

8. It is all right for public schools to
start each day with a prayer. 5 4 3 1"I

9. If cities and towns around the country need
financial help to improve their schools, the
government in Washington ought to give them
the money they reed. 5 4 32 9 9

10. Claims about welfare abuses are greatly ex-
aggerated; most people receiving welf are
assistance truly reed it* 5 4 3 2 1

11. Labor unions have becone too big and powerful I
for the go~od of the country. 5 4 32 9

12. Black people in the country should be given Ispecial consideration for new jobs because of
past discrimination against them. 54 32 I .

I o W



t Thinking abotty foreign trade fo• aoment
13.' A lna o yu think that ttvu2 with2 bt

goods, bips the nitad S t .esl o I
or harts the United Statoin c"A ? *0.9

14. Over the next several years. do . . 3
think orcountry md bbottr Ottfxu h fe4*
with .ta1!trade u.t LOmS* .. .. . *... 1

in your area that have been hart 'b NO. * 1
foreign nniaetition? Ib t koow o 00.0.0.0.0.8

Mfs./NA ...: ... ...

16. Which of the following three choices do you think sthjuld be our country Is foreign
trade policy?

(RANC4IZE)r
a. Have no restrictions an foreign imports so Americans

can have the widest doice p •sible on
what to bay at the lowest possible price .• • 0 • 0 • o 1

b. Restrict foreign imports frau arvy country which
restricts our prodcsan d' trade freely with all

r otter ,ountries. . . . . . . . o . . . . 2

C. Restrict aiy foreign imports which threaten wrican
jobs even if they are from a country which doesn't
restrictoa r c .... . . . . . . . . . . . . 3

ofton I t ko o a. o o o o e e o o o e o 98

Refused/NA * . , . .a 0 , . . . . 9

i.~I

Q13

Q14

Q15

Q16



0

qr

C

21. Omap labor in foreign countries

22. The uslling of pods at lowe than
cost by foreign wmtonJes

2 1 8 9 Q17

Q18

Q19

Q20

Q21

2 1

2 1

2 1 8 9 Q22

17. P planing md ovio tu.$.ooaft~es .. * 4 3

18. Map dmads by hmuicm a
unions. 4 3

19. Better quality of forlgnprtif 4 3

20. Unfair trade policies of foreign
antries 4 3



~tt ~tcanifrdtri. *

bo A psi i rati wsese b1aboi

02

Dats .il . a *. 0. . . . * 0 Q23A

0



-00 00,%it lo

"mat't m. a Q3 B

W Mfuss2/ a o.... 0 0 0 0 0 0 .9

0

lqb
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r Int**o as, o.01

* 0 0 * 9 .

avoiding :a t ~
fx'f~og 1ot
country?)

S

*0 0 *eo .0
* .* 0 0 . * 0 69 ,into

0*

~

Q24

Q25
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Here are some statements about other issues in the country. For each on ". t- -" t .agree, somewhat agree, somewhat disagree, or strongly disagree.

(RANiOMIZE)

26. Cur economry and security wuld suffer
if we did not use military troops to
protect our interests in other parts
of the world.

27. our country has a moral obligation to
help people in other parts of the
world, even those in neutral or un-
friendly countries.

28. A woman should have the legal right
to have an abortion if she wants one.

29. The government in Washington should
see to it that every person has a job
and a good standard of living.

30. Tighter oontrols are needed in the
federal food stamp program, many people
now receiving food stamps don't deserve
them.

31. Labor unions are very necessary to pro-
tect the working man.

Neither
Strongly SawhAt. Nbw Di

5 4

5 4

5 4

5 4

2

X

2 .

5 4 3 2 1 $ 9Q31

II o "

5 4 3
2 9 "i " /", Q31
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320 Dt~nB t trria is noUtnu

uc the U.S.r QD W.ent
dui bt~iam.OW WgfUS
goveut an ignf1cu1~t0

Wh*Im.Uich qinion Is@Eto
yow: own?

-Whic hm been In U" rnoMW

.. . on, .W M u m , *O 't en1W1 0,nt sn.yidue
rnte./a 60 0 0 00

33. DoYou favor- a . . . .D .35 .. .. . .2
ists D on't know*. . . . . . eiI s. . . . 0 0 0. 00 0 0 . 9

V

34* Would yu favor or ppemilitary Favor *(GO M0 035) 6.0.#.2

action agairst terrorists hod oppos... (GO ID 0.38) . . .. . I
killed American citizens? Don't know. (GO 7D 0.38) . . . . , , 8

Pefused/. (O TD 0.38) . . . . . . 9

(ASK 0.35-37 ONLY IF FAMRS 0.33 Cit 0.34)
35. Would you favor or oppose military

action against terrorist osus if
innocent people in the mps re likely
to be killed or wounded in the attack?

Favor • 0 . o

Dn't know, .
Refused/h..

36. Would you favor military Favor against suspecte terrorists. 2
action against terrorists who are sus- Favor only as retaliation . • . • • 1
pected of planning an attack or only Favor neither . . . . . . . . . . . 3
as retaliation against terrorists who Don't know . .. .. . . ..... 8
have actually carried out an attack? Refused/NA. . . .. 0 * * a .* . . 9

37. Would you favor or qppose military Favor .. a * .0. . 0 0 * * . . . 2
action against governments which help Oppose. . a * 0 * 0 0 . . .. . 1
train and finance terrorists, even if Don't know. .9. . . . . . . . . . . 8
that reans risking a larger war? Refused/NA ... ... 9

(ASK ALL)
38. When terrorists are holding Americans Should negotiate. . .. . * *.. . . 2

hostage, do you think our government Refuse to negotiate . . . e I. 1
should negotiate with the terrorists Don't know. . * * * e e 9 e e . . 8
for their release or refuse to Refused/NA 0 * a . * .. . . . . 9
negotiate with the terrorists?

39. Do you believe terrorist acts are Individuals/Small groups...... 1
largely the acts o individuals and Foreign government. .. . . . . . . 2
small groups, or do you think that most Don't know. . . .. . . . . . . . 8
of them are being backed by same Refused/NA. ............. 9
foreign government?

2

.9 Q32

Q33

Qvi

* 6 6 660

O 6 6 60*

O 0 6 6 0

* 0 6 6 0

Q36

Q37

Q38

Q39



jo tu_ , ijm*'t stcaa1w

the~SUejo*t

usirq a

(RANMONZB)

40. Roald Peaga

41. George Bush

42. Robert Dole

43. Howard Baker

44. Jack Kaup

45. Pat Robertson

46. Jean Kirkpatrick

47. Walter Mondale

48. Ted Kennedy

49. Tip O'Neill

(Fmm KIM)o

(FXD MER)

(RECORD NUMBER)

(REC1ORD SUMER)

(RECORD NUMBER)

(RECORD NUMBER)

(RECORD NUBER)

(R-ECRD NUMBER)

(RECORD NUMBER)

aRMB 998 (R 999:

Don't know,
Rlef used/Nh,

Don't know.
Ref used/Nike

DonIt kww.
Refused/Nh.

DIn 't know.
Refused/N.

Don 't know.
Refused/NA.

[onnIt know.
Refused/NA.

DonI't know.
Refused/NA.

Don 't know.
Refused/NA.

DoXn't know.
Refused/NA.

Don't know.
Refused/NA.

(CONTINUED 0N NEXT PAGE)

0 10# 30 30. 40. XI~ so7 90

V V IVvezy C~~~14, Nft 1 r41 eyWla
vft 00vVWrbl Nelin

0

0

CD

r.

.998
.999

.998

.999

.998

.999

.998

.999

.998

.999

.998

.999

.998

.999

.998

.999

.998

.999

.998

.999

Q40

Q41

Q42

Q43

Q44

Q45

Q46

Q47

Q48

Q49

I



77 -.

ftSmi4cuu)ry Very warmp
9F-vc* ra9e 9 f V

v~~~RAb M. ti

4,
aRCE 998 CR 999:

50. jme JaoIm

52. G r Hart

53. Geraldine ftraro (FtUI-RM)-Km)

54. John Glenn

55. Jane Eonda

56. Jerry Falwell

57. Gerald Ford

58. J imy Carter

59. George Wallace

60. Lee Iacocca (EYE-A-(IOKE-A)

(FARD NUFlAEr)

(RECDRD NUMBER)

(RECORD NEWER)

(RECORD NER)

(RECORD NEWER)

(RECORD NEWER)

(RECORD NEWER)

(RECORD NEWER)

(RECORD NESER)

.998

.999

.998
.999

.998

.999

.998

.999

.998

.999

.998

.999

.998

.999

.998

.999

.998

.999

.998

.999

.998

.9

.999

Q50

Q51

Q52

Q53

Q54

Q55

Q56

Q57

Q58

Q59

Q60

DmnIt know.
Rfusd/NK,

Don't know.
Refusem/,.

Dm It know.
Refused/NA.

Don't know,
Refused/NA.

Don't know.
Refused/NA.

Don It knsow.
Refused/NA.

Don't know.
Refused/NA.

Don It know.
Refused/NA.

D~ I know.
Refused/NA.

Don It know.
Refused/NA.

Do I know.
Refused/NA.
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70" 6009

VVer .m,-

(AmDWg)

61. The Rupublicant Pfty'

62. Te IDm~ratic Ruwty

63. Liberals

64. Canservatives

(IX IN NL" CR C UZ 998 R 999:
DO) fsr us/ .MO.9)

[~n't jgnow..998
Don't know..998(IMMOOD wi ) P m dAIW..99

DonIt know,.998

(OD mmR) mtumd/k .. 999

Dan I't know. .998

(MO(WRD NU ) fused/m..999

0

qrC)

0

cc

Q61

Q62

Q63

Q64

71



QAQ4d %se@0' is srIng his

65, Of the S01lo0i b oe

66. Wahich, @* wwd y ci dse sovnd?

(.petd y tdrin, laders
Is in ... mownn118110tow~
Bee wrka wilt Pna&d Reaga
Has held a variety of veuxc

No second mantion
Dan't know
Pebfused/a

2
3
4
5

7
8
9

67. I will briefly describe four presidential candidte ad I'd like yu to
a tell me which cm mst, appeals to you,

flhe third (red below)
S And the fourth (road below)

(RANDOMIZE)

o a. Has the best personal qualifications for the job.. . . . . . * . . . . . .1b. Would step-W the pace of reducing government spending and st our
position in the world . . . . . . . . . . . . . . * . . . * . . . . . . . . .2

c. Is a fighter for making major changes in governmnt . . . . . . . . . . . . . .3
d. Considers reducing the federal budget deficits, the country's number oneeOpriority. . . .. . . . . . . . . .* ... * . . .4

None (VOLUJNTEERED). . (UL TO Q.69) .. . * . * . . . . . . a . . . . * . . . .5
. Lon 't know. . .e. . . (GO TO 0.69) .. .. ..... . . .. . . . . . . .* * 8

Refused/NA. . . . a . (GO TO Q.69). . .f . . . * . o . . a .9

(IF MADE A FIRST COQICE, ASK:)

68. Which one would you choose second?

(REPEAT IF NECESSARY/RANDOMIZE)

a. Has the best personal qualifications for the job.... . . . . . . * .. .1.
b. Would step-up the pace f reducing government spending and strengthening ourposition in the world .. .. . • • • • • • ... * .0 . . .a . .0 • 2
c. Is a fighter for making major changes in government . . . . . . . . . . . . . .3
d. Considers reducing the federal budget deficits, the country's rnmber cne

priority, . . .. .. . . . . . . . . • • • • • . .. . . . . . . . . . . 4No second choie . . . . . . . . ... . ........ 0000 *a00 000. 5
Don't know, . 8
Refused/NA.......................... .0.........09

Q6 7

Q68



I ~IS*1: .. ,'• i, :' i ,~ ..

"na as ,: "w 0,"0OW-: , f!"i4i w , !* YOU

06 %^07

to ae W- 14-

I RfMaint " lt
(mtIbte DCMIZ

It eodat la hi"orw uttel *Id ,

UM Ls I IA ma mp- Iv IIo omI on doy eAII toII

(an£

69. George Bush
(WORD NM)O

Dn't know, .
Refused/N16..

. . . .98
Q69

Don 't know. . o a. . 98
70. Jack Kemp _RefusecA. * * 0 *. . 99

(RECORD NUMBER)

Dn 't know, . .9. . . . 98
71. Ted Kennedy Refused/N. . .. . . . 99

(RECO)RD NUMBER)

Dn 't know. . . .s. . . 98
72. Gary Hart Refused/NA. .0.0 . 99

(REORD NUMBER)

0

Q70

Q71

Q72
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p .7)..
4 & 0 *

b. cb +. ...*0

- 1 t 0, . .0 .

o 4,0 0 o
V

(0 1D 0o75 ) .
(00ID 0.75).
(GOD 1 0.75).
(GOD T 0.75).
(GO 'V 0.75).
0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 * 0 0 0

l-b. Da t1e,. . . .* * * o o o o 2

Cam)? c, Howrd Sdir. * * * * * o * oo* 0 o 3do JaCko*.-- *. *.o... .... o4
-.Jam Kirkpatrick **o 0 o** : 00Do ,t kmow, , , , • •D Q98 • "a

IooRt know, . . . . (Go ) 0,78). •
I Mu d ..... (Go 0.'78).. 9

V ~VI

175. Who would be your second choice? Geocge Bush . * . a . . . . .0 0 1
( PAT NM IF NEZMSMY) Bob Dole. . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2

HcftM ard B .ker. .... o.... . 3
Jack KeWp . 0 0 0 0 *.. . . 4

0 Jeane Kirkpatrick . . a , o . , . 5
l:n't know. , . . .0 0 0.0..0. 8

%T (Go To Q.78) Refused/NA. . . . . . . . 9

(0.76 Not asked)

73.

74. lt

.9 Q73

Q74

Q75
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". f the primry eto select the
IRatiic on"Iit for ftVsidoft

held~de w~the Oidi-

you be Voing Tr (NOW 1AT T W
IN SNM ORM)?

Which wy do you loan A cf today-
tqd (M13&AT FMU. MW IN MIE

c. Guyor~Ey

do tA& Iso=
a" On't know,
I-v ,v

a* Ted Kennady

d. Lve Iaoa
[M't knmow.
bFaud/Mk

Here are on- general election rac for President that could be on the
ballot in 1968. For ch one, please tell m who you would ote for if
the election ere being held today and the people I mention were the
candidates.

a. Wtich way do you lean as cf today
WAM E )?

- toward (MEPFAT FULL NIES IN

(RANMUIZE RMcE/FV7E t4ES)

78. George Bush,
Republican

2

79. George Bush,
Republican

2

80. George Bush,
Republican

Td Kennedy,
DevoKcrat

Gary Hart,
Democrat

Lee Iacocca,
Denocrat

Don't know. .
Ref used/Nh..

Don't know. .
Refused/Nh..

Don't know.
Refused/NA.

* 0 . 0 .0 0 0 0 0 . 8
a 0 0 0 0 . . . 0 0 .9

Q78

Q79

Q80

Q77

.1

,4

.1N

.3

.4
8,9

0 • • • • • . . . . . 8
0 • • • a . . . . a . 9

0 0 0. 0. .0 . . . . . . 8
0 9. 0 0. 0 0. 0. . . ..9



A82.. Again, from all that. yo have hMv, red ad km about him, Iat we sm of
the, things you dan't like about oq. amh? (WS Rf AT LZMT 7W -- as~E)

tQS2 Ml
o ftQ82 23AQ82 .M43

-- $Q82 M4
vr AQ82 &M5

a. (IF DON'T KNOW CR NCIING, ASK:) Is there anything at all about George Bush

1 that concerns or bothers you? (What?)

doso's11,11 -1 IM



A7

g M .

vwud tWOW Owt CUIWI*~iU,'

*QSlb4.

QSlbM5

iv

1so ow 10S-th -YOU fhirk to
(~ 3 Ut *f..........S

82 .that a= the thnge
IRESL NS)

IbQ82 HI
16QS2 H2
*Q82 M3

bQ82 M4
6Q82 M5

yau think he might hl* pxwlcy? (SME )K sPECFic



has Wil~

83. * tiat0 With :,0 w~

84 hed ua 4pt o i

86.

87.

88.

89.

Abortion

Policies wmvOring xtrrit as

Ims Is rits

Ntioal sooamic Policy.

tell we

Cn-'t

9

3

3

3

3

2

2

2

2

2;

1

1
0

m

0

qo

Q83

Q84

Q85

Q86

Q87

Q88

Q89



hvw much three will-
i m le wher
pes' Vsibly cant

this trait?

, ,910

I I
bes.'tIan 't V

RPsOM It At Al
Mc as- Any FeuoFosLbly Co

(IWJOHKIZE fl h71E )W
WIIIN EI MWT)

Um um at CIRCE
DDor I~ft B ~IN)

98 La 99:

90. Ronald Reagan

FfAF 91. George Bush

0(--m, c N)

(ROON NN)

(RECORD NUMER)
92. Ted Kennedy

~M~ERN

93. Ronald Reagan

jPfA F 94. George Bush

(RECORD IUMBER)

(RECORD NUMBER)

(RECORD NUMBSER)
95. Ted Kenedy

Don't know. . 98

DRe It know. 98

Refused/NA.. 99

Don't know. 98
Refused/NA. 99

ln't know. * 98
Refused/NA. . 99

Don't know. 98
Refused/NA. . 99

Don't know. . 98
Refused/NA. . 99

(CONTINUED 04 NEXT PAGE)

Q90

Q91

Q92

Q93

Q94

Q95
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(OWN~USm)

0 2

I I
V14gn

WI7HIN 01H IT)
(m'aIT Lm ?UU at aRL, 98 OR
W Nr USE LZ )

96. kPnald Reagan

97. Geoge Bush

98. Ted Kennedy

99. Ronald Reagan

100. George Bush

101. Ted Kennedy

(RECORD NOMBES)

(RECORD N )

(RECORD NUMBER)

(RECORD NUMBER)

(RECORD NUMBER)

DI It know.

Dm It know,aefus /N..

Dmnt know.
Pafus d/N.

98
.99

DIm't know. . 98
Refused/NA. . 99

I't know. . 98
Refused/NA.. 99

Don't know. . 98
Refused/NA. 99

99:

0F

1wFgFo

Q96

Q97

Q98

Q99

Q1O0

QIO

• - - I
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102. Q mt CIOlitical imues,
describe ymIr1f a a 3b
cnsevtive, or a uodsra4
MSYMM M SKMS,) DO YO

~, g~& .xzwi4Y (liberal/onsrv
(liberal/conservative), or
(liberal/oonservatiVO)?

Fairly VV 0•

DnIt U ow*.0 o •

(BMTE 0.103 AND 0.104)

103. How would youa describe
an a liberal, a ceo rvativs ra
moderate? (ASKS) Would YUa * 31m' 9s
extremly (liberal/con@rvat1V*,
fairly (liberal/conservative) or just
slightly (liberal/conservative)?

104. How would you describe go u -
as a liberal, a onservative or a
moderate? Would you say te's
extremely (liberal/conservative),

, fairly (liberal/conservative) or just
slightly (liberal/conservative)?

0 (liberal/conservative)?

Vqr

brtre.y lbO 0 0 l
Fairly libes4Wa. • . *
Slightly libeal....

odrate. . . , . 0 0
Slightly Itiv .
Fairly aomserativ.0
Ecrely onmevat.ive
Dan It kno o o @ * *
Refused/N&. . . 0 0 0 0

Extremely liberal . .
Fairly liberal... .
Slightly liberal. . .
Moderate. . . 0 .
Slightly comervative
Fairly conservative .
Extremely conservative.
Dont knOo . o o o •
Refused/Nh. . ° • 0

* 0

•@

@0•

@0•

@0•

@0* 0

0

@0

* 0

@0

. 2

.3
04

.7- Q102

Q103

Q104
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(ViO)

18-*24 yous
3$o yum.
2s m ..

6044 0
4" ys.

Sa ed . 0

o o o o • 0 o o o 0 020,
• . • • • • • • . .30l.q

• • • * • • . • . . .30 85-86

• • • a • o • • a • .40

• • • • • • • . 65

M. it Is the l3t ge As ats l o aa yos m 1dmi ar low (om1 14). 1
Seim h4g sdmo1 ( .9--U)... 2
Qnuat~dIdg hoo. . .. . .. 3 EQFR
V'mtmaml udmo1/kwm1 Schol. 4 87
sam o - 2 ye cm' oo. .. s

m= -m t:m 2 yeam. 6
Ga awlh s. . . . . . . . . 7

~qt.E~L Rst ock o o o 0 0 o o o 8
a-EfMuad . € .&O .... . . 0 9

D10. Ars yOU =ntly. . . . (READ 1-51 OMo and locking fuU-tlms. . . 1 wVRIm
MW [.Y) m1 nd an rcking git -im.. . 2 89

,jo a oooo. . . .......... 3
Rtired . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4
Hcnumvif . . . . . . . . . . . . . 5

T11 OA ly laid off (OW ERED). 6

Other 7
(SPECIFY)

Refused/n. . . . • o • • • • • . . 9



MIA~i 0a 0 0 0 0

Sp' 3. . •.
.m.......

* 0

* 0

00•

00•

• 0

• •

* 0 0

* 0 0000

000

*n . wd wm king full-tim.
k "d and ,rking part-tim.

i . . o 0 0 0• 00 0 0 0
•3~f .o• ee.. •. •

.2
* .3
0.4
* 0

0.2
003

.04
005

awRwily laid ot (MULTiD). 6

Oter 7
DU -t kno. 8

hbm/t .. . . . . . . . . .9

O L3. ft= the MIDOLvi )Alt141 t~ wald YOU
may is as MR~ta, Um WOOL ry

wgi n emr in ywf~

C

WV13)

DIS. Dmss anya in yz r ehld do any
farring?

salarted ploye (nmgow, sal#sinn,

Processial (dotor, .K4lwr, CI) .04! (-rtr, frm
mchinist). . . . . 0 0 . 0 0 .05lbeucutiv (cOCp;rate ficer) . . .06

H ar . . . . . . . . . . * . .07
Services (Mws, Pxlice, military)o08
Hourly worker (laborer, typist) . .09
Student . . . . . . . . . 0 . . . 610
Education (teacher, oounselor). . .11
Other . . . . . . . . . 0 • . . . .12
Don It know. . . . . . * . . . . .98Refused/he. . . . . * . . * . . . .99

Othar uer kxfsehold . .

None * • 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Refusnd . * .

.1

.2

.3

.4

.8

.9

92

93

FARM
100



M89. is ya~w wrk 0
in the field
scia1 Wlf=* 9 * 0 0 3,103

~0 4-400

09 Wm arias in
(CID= A GC3 10S

L.or unea. * * * * * 0 0 0 0 0 0* 0

1mehmcs iasmitione & a 0 0 0 * * * 0 0 0

N*0 *@o0o0 0 0 0 0 0 060 60 00 0e* 0O *

Rsu~/ingile omsro kCulba14. . 0 0 0 *0 0 0 0 0 0 9 9



-%--Protestn . . .. .. .. ..Jewisho. . . . . . .0 0000O 1

Ottr -tc o,- 9#4
" nOthc/o <hstUW

Nhpo tid . . . 0 . . . . . . . 0 S
Anostic/Athei........ ,6
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Charles N. Steele, -#qu
General Counsel
Federal Election Coomisi
999 Z Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

ATTN:

so

00p
Kenneth A. Groiss
Associate General,

-.

"r f i

Re: MUR 2133

Dear Mr. Steele:

Subsequent to the fI1 Ii* , n march 1.3, 1986 by The Fund forAmerica's Future ("The ftti4d Qt areup'itse in MUR 2133, it was
discovered that the affidavit. of-r. 'Lee Atwater, Chairman of the
Fund, misidentified an individual at the Republican National
Committee.

Accordingly, enclosed is a corrected affidavit of
Mr. Atwater, and a revised Response of the Fund incorporating the
corrections in Mr. Atwater's affidavit. Only paragraph six of Mr.
Atwater's affidavit is altered., by changing the reference to the
person at the Republican National Committee with whom Mr. Atwater
had the described conversation from Mr. William Greener to Mr.
Bill Phillips. The Fund's response is similarily amended at para-
graph five of the facts, and in the second paragraph of the
Summary.

We regret
occasion.

any inconvenience that this correction may

Sincerely yours,

Jan W. Baran
Counsel for The Fund for

America's Future

cc: Edith E. Holiday, Esquire
Counsellor
The Fund for America's Future



10 atwe* Af4 :ft& irs duy vr' Wnd says:

1. , 1 ,4e Atwater, Ohaiaik;1eFund for America'*

2. The F'4und is a multi-candidate political action

committee found*i by Vice President George Bush in May 1985 to

assist Republican candidates and the Republican Party during

the 1986 election cycle.

3. I have served in the position of Chairman since

January 1, 1986. Prior to becoming Chairman of The Fund, I was

_ an unpaid political consultant to The Fund.

4. In late Summer 1985, in my capacity as a consultant

o to Vice President Bush, I was informed that Mr. Robert Teeter,

VPresident of Market Opinion Research ("MOR"), was preparing a

0 poll for the Republican National Committee ("RNC") at the

o
request of Mr. Frank Fahrenkopf, Chairman of the RNC, and that

Mr. Fahrenkopf was interested in including some questions

relating to public perceptions of the Vice President. These

public perceptions are useful to The Fund in planning appear-

ances by the Vice President on behalf of Republican candidates

and The Party during 1986.

5. Mr. Teeter and I discussed the possibility of

including questions concerning the public perception of the

Vice President, but at no time did I specify, request or
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He idicated *0*6, concer~n that the Vice Pt.~4~ aIdhi

had beon -invited by 4rt Fabrenkopf to add issues to an SNC'

pcIfaon hti ih an rv politically awkwra o

the INC. 1-therefore indicated to li.Phillips that Th'e FUnd.

might be able to pay for a portion of this RNC poll if' the

__ inclusion of questions of interest to the Vice President turned

N out to create political problems for the RNC. By this I meant

o questions concerning terrorism and trade, and the public per-

ception of leading Republicans, including the Vice President.

At no time did I specify, request or authorize the RNC to
O

undertake polling regarding the 1988 Presidential elections.

It remained my understanding following this conversation with

Mr. Phillips that this was an RNC poll, that the RNC was

planning to pay the full cost, and that the RNC, for its own

reasons, wanted to include questions on issues of interest to

the Vice President.
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issues,

9. As a Political consultant# I am o ten briefed by

pollsters on the. results of polls commissioned by political

groups which assess-the 1988 Presidential race. Because it was

an RNC poll, and because the questions concerning the 1988

Presidential election had never been discussed with me, I

assumed they had been commissioned by the RNC. It was not

until December 1985 that I learned that the RNC had not

commissioned these questions.

10. Also in December, the RNC requested that the Fund pay

for those questions in the poll which had been developed by MOR

as a result of discussions between Fund officials and Mr.

Teeter, and which related to public perceptions of the Vice

President.
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th SIa8 P" 4ntIA04 el.4ctl~om b*4oo" Fh und had neithz'

849"sted, rovive nor_ ai*Zh4tit *Uch qu Jton. I requoste4

that he *ubmit tolftwe und -a bill onily for those questions'

04ating 1bo plie perdOvtionsw of, the Vice President# for which-

The Fund-had volunteered to pay as a favor to the RNC.

12. As of this time, The Fund has not received a bill

from NOR or submitted payment for the poll, but it has agreed

to settle this dispute with OR by paying $4,996, which sum MOR

has determined constitutes The Fund's pro rata portion of the

questionnaire.

13. The Vice President has publically stated and person-

ally informed the officials of The Fund for America's Future,

including me, that he is not a candidate for any public office

and has not authorized anyone to take actions which might cause

him to become one.

_L~ Atwater

Sworn to nd subscribed before me
this / day of ai , 1986.

Notary Public

My Commission expires: _ -/-_
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Focderal Election Comi...i .!
999 E Street.. N.WI.:: 'i_

- .

Washington, D.C. 20463 :f: ,,

ATTN: Kenneth A. Oro"~~!, : :,, .: .., ,::,
C4Associate o narl - .._,. ,:

mom Re: UR 2:13

Dear Mr. Steele: E

This letter, the enclosed affidavits, a a letter from
Vice President George Bush' are -903' etd Aby. the Fund for
America's Future ("LFund") 'in t o a,' vomlaint filed0 with the Federal Electon Cosson on, anary 24, 1986 by
The Conservative Caucus Political Action CN.W.ttee, denoo-inated Matter Under Review (2"3R") 2133. The complaint
alleges that the Fund for America's Future has violated or i
Oabout to violate" the ederal Election Campaign Act of 1971,

as amended, and the Presidential Primary Matching Payment
Account Act.' For the reasons set forth herein, the Federal
Election Commission ("FEC") should find no reason to believe
that the Fund has committed any such violation. This response
reflects facts drawn from the affidavits of Mr. Lee Atwater
and Mr. Craig L. Fuller, as well as from affidavits filed with
the Commission by Mr. Robert M. Teeter and Mr. William
Greener, copies of which counsel for the Fund has received,
and the enclosed letter from the Vice President.

Not only is the Vice President not a candidate for any
office, but he has taken no steps to qualify as a federally-
funded candidate under the Presidential Primary Matching
Payment Account Act. That Act is thus completely inapplicable
to the Complaint before the Commission.
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1. The Facts

1. Early in 1985, Frrank Fabr~nkopf, 'Chairman of the
Republican National' committee (IRK", decided to commissi.onRobert M. Teeter, President, of Mark 'et Opinion Research, Inic
("NOR") and his firm to conduct a poll for the RNC.

2. Mr. Fahrenkopf informed the Vice President that he
was commissioning NOR to do a poll,. and stated that he. vaJ
desirous of including questions of interest to the Vice Preai-
dent.

b 3. The Vice President, in the course of a more general
conversation, informed Mr. Teeter that he understood

CV Mr. Fahrenkopf would be calling him about a poll for the Rk4C.
Mr. Teeter was then directly contacted by Mr. Fahrenkopf and
asked to consult the Vice President'. staff for suggestions
concerning the RNC poll. Mr. Teeter accordingly spoke to Lee
Atwater (then a volunteer advisor to the Vice President and
currently Chairman of the Fund for America's Future), and to
Craig Fuller, Chief of Staff to the Vice President, to see
what issues they thought might be appropriate for inclusion in
the poll. After these conversations Mr. Teeter decided to

0 include questions concerning the public perception of the Vice
President and the issues of trade and terrorism.

4. It was the common understanding of Messrs. Teeter,,
Atwater and Fuller that the poll was an RNC poll, and that the
questions of interest to the Vice President were to be
included only because Mr. Fahrenkopf, for his own purposes,
had instructed Mr. Teeter to include such questions.

S. Mr. Atwater notified Bill Phillips, Mr. Fahrenkopf's
Chief of Staff at the RNC, of these conversations. At that
time, Mr. Phillips expressed a concern that the RNC poll that
had been commissioned from NOR might prove politically awkward
for the RNC because of the questions relating directly to
issues of interest to the Vice President. Mr. Atwater accord-
ingly indicated to Mr. Phillips that if necessary the Fund
might be able to pay a portion of the costs of the poll. How-
ever, it is Mr. Atwater's recollection following this conver-
sation that the MOR survey was an ENC project, and that he
expected the RNC to pay for it in full. Mr. Atwater was never
shown a draft of the NOR questionnaire, nor did he approve any
specific questions.
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6. Mr. Teeter sent Mr. Fuller a version of a
questionnaire for the RZ4C poll, requesting hiscomE*
Mr. Fuller reviewed it in its entirety and made three spec&*A#
suggestions to NOR, one of which concerned a trade and terr*
ism question, one to a public perception question, and ono a
question relating to qualities sought in a future Presidet.
Mr. Fuller was not asked to approve the poll, and he did it
do so, but merely offered suggestions as requested.
Mr. Fuller on occasion is consulted by professional pollsters,
including other RNC pollsters, seeking his reaction to queo*-
tions they intend to ask, and thus was not surprised to
receive the draft RNC survey, especially in light of the fact
that it contained a number of questions relating to the Vice
President. Mr. Fuller was not shown a final copy of the
questions before the poll began or otherwise consulted again
by MOR.

7. When NOR completed the drafting of the question-
naire, Mr. Teeter called Mr. Greener of the RNC and informed
him that the poll would cost $70,000. Mr. Greener approved
this charge, but he did not receive a copy of the question-
naire in advance of the survey, or otherwise approve the

ff%. specific questions contained therein.

o 8. When the poll was complete, MOR wrote two separate
analyses of the poll, one of which emphasized trade and ter-
rorism, public perception and the 1988 election, and one of

nwhich emphasized national issues, the national political
parties, and major political figures. Mr. Teeter has stated

Othat it is not unusual for MOR to prepare multiple analyses of
polling data for the various parties involved in a poll.
Mr. Teeter presented his first analysis to the Vice President
and his staff on November 13, 1985, and gave his second analy-
sis to the RNC when it was completed in early December, 1985.

9. The copy of the survey analysis sent to Mr. Fuller,
Mr. Atwater, and the Vice President contained the cover nota-
tion that the analysis was drawn from a poll commissioned by
the RNC. It was assumed that the 1988 Presidential questions
had been included at the direction of the RNC.

10. The RNC then advised MOR that it would not pay for
the portions of the poll concerning the 1988 election since
the RNC had not authorized those questions. The Fund also
advised MOR that it, at the request of the RNC, would pay for
those questions of the poll concerning the public perception
of the Vice President.
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11. It was apparent to Mr. Teeter that there was i
serious but good-faith disagreement between NOR and the RaKi ,
to what questions should or should not have been inclu4ed i
the poll. Accordingly, and following its customary busi*" I.
practice for dispute resolution, NOR negotiated with the
and the Fund concerning the payment for the survey. Ao ,
result, NOR has agreed to bill the RNC for all questions it
the survey except (a) those relating to the 1988 Presidentil
election, which were never explicitly authorized by the RW,..
and (b) those questions relating to the public perception Of
the Vice President, which will be billed directly to the Fund.

12. The Vice President did not request or authorize any
polling relating to the 1988 election or any possible candi-
dacy.

--fo II. Summary

This chronological review of the facts make it clear that
the RNC commissioned a poll, and for its own reasons sought to
include questions of interest to Vice President Bush. Vice
President Bush's staff accordingly advised the pollster in

O general terms of what sort of questions would be of interest
to them. Neither the Vice President nor anyone on his staff
or associated with the Fund commissioned the poll or autho-
rized 1988 polling. When the questionnaire was prepared,
however, MOR included a series of questions related to the

CO 1988 race, mistakenly believing that those questions had been
commissioned by the RNC. When the poll had been completed,
the Fund agreed, at the request of the RNC and in order to
ease the RNC's position, to receive a bill from MOR for these
questions concerning the public perception of the Vice Presi-
dent.

When Mr. Atwater originally told Mr. Phillips that the
Fund would consider paying for a portion of the poll he did
not anticipate the sort of poll which MOR produced, with its
emphasis on the 1988 election. However, the Fund is aware of
the difficult position in which the RNC now finds itself. The
Fund is accordingly prepared to pay MOR, in the sum of $4,996,
if the Commission determines that such payment would be in
accord with the Federal election laws. The questions identi-
fied by MOR for possible payment by the Fund relate only to
those questions attempting to measure the perception of vari-
ous personal characteristics of the Vice President, namely
trustworthiness, concern, leadership and competence. Know-
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ledge of such public perception is of value to the Fund- .,
attewpting to schedule, the Vice President' s appearances: Qoa .

behalf of Republican candidates in 1986.

Throughout this period, the Vice President has reaffir Aoid
his prior statement that he is not a candidate for any offitoe,
a fact of which he has advised both his staff and the Fn.. ,1*4
The RNC's desire to include questions of interest to the Vice .
President, the Party's second highest public office holder, in
a poll which it commissioned, does not in any way change this
fact.

441 III. Legal Argument

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,
("Act"), 2 U.S.C. § 431-455, states that "the term 'candi-
date' means an individual who seeks nomination for election,
or election, to Federal office." Id. at § 431(2). The Fed-
eral Election Commission's ("FEC w regulations, 11 C.F.R.
§ 100.3, state that an individual becomes a candidate upon the
occasion of any one of four occurrences:

0 the individual receiving contributions or
making expenditures aggregating in excess
of $5,000; 11 C.F.R. § 100.3(a)(1);

the individual giving his or her consent
to another to receive such contributions
or make such expenditures; 11 C.F.R.
§ 100.3(a) (2);

the individual failing to disavow such
activity by another person after receiving
written notification by the FEC; 11 C.F.R.
§ 100.3(a)(3); or

contributions or expenditures aggregating
more than $5,000 made through any combina-
tion of the above three occurrences.
11 C.F.R. § 100.3(a)(4).

Vice President Bush is not a candidate for public office,
and has not authorized anyone to receive contributions or make
expenditures on behalf of any potential candidacy. Accord-
ingly, he is not a candidate pursuant to 11 C.F.R.
§§ 100.3(a)(2) or (3).
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he Complaint, iupl. that t-. Vice President in som* *0
becomes a. candidatei~44rsthe ues o 1100R.,03(i~$
because. NOR conducto4 a poll 'covwdissi oil" by the RNC of W~
the Vice President..nd his staff ha4d -owledge and we"e
vided with a copy o one of tVo analytical summaries, and t +t
the poll contained questionsrelatIng to the 1988 Presidential
election which alleedly would aid a potential future canWd

dacy by the Vice President.

Such an interpretation is incorrect. The Vice President
has stated that he did not request or authorize such a poll,
and Mr. Atwater of the Fund and Mr. Fuller of the Vice Presi-
dent's staff have stated that they did not either. Mr. Teeter
has stated that only the RNC, and not the Vice President,
commissioned and authorized the poll. Further, neither the

N RNC, nor anyone else outside of NOR, authorized the inclusion
of questions concerning the 1988 Presidential elections.

mm

No facts have been presented to demonstrate that the Vice
President commissioned the poll, or authorized the taking of a
poll on behalf of any potential candidacy. The accompanying
affidavits demonstrate that he did not do so. The willingness
of the Fund to voluntarily defray a portion of the RNC's cost
by paying for those questions of interest to the Fund (includ-

oD ing only those which measure the public perception of the Vice
President, the Fund's founder and Honorary Chairman) does not
constitute authorization by the Vice President of any expendi-
tures relating to a potential future candidacy, nor of any
such expenditures by the Fund.

Thus, the allegation made in the Complaint that the poll
should be governed by 11 C.F.R. 100.8(b)(1) (the "testing the
waters" regulations) is contrary to the facts. The poll was
not an expenditure by anyone "solely for the purpose of deter-
mining whether an individual should become a candidate," as
the Complaint suggests.

The Complaint also states that the Republican National
Committee would violate the Act by paying more than $5,000 to
MOR for the poll. Implicit in this argument is the suggestion
that the Fund itself would be in violation of the Act by
allowing the RNC to pay more than $5,000 of the cost of the
poll. The notion that it would be contrary to the Act for the
RNC to pay for more than a fraction of its own poll is ridicu-
lous. The RNC conceived the idea of the poll, commissioned
MOR to do the poll, actively sought advice from the Vice
President's staff as to what issues to include in the poll,
and authorized the payment of the full cost of the poll before
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the election, laws. TO aep . e Ibi y
tions (which oe RHeO ) i t rwu tedu its all d e
as well as those uestions forwhih the 1Nd ua voluntarily
agreed to pay.

Fionllys the Compoait Suggests that No would be oaking
a corporate contribution by ftilin s to seek payment for,
cost of all of the questions. Implicit in this is the allga o
tion that the Fund wou d. be accepting 4an il e corphora

Scontribution were N not to bill'for nauthO questions
contained in theios poll. he omplait further suggests
that "even if one were to accept the possibility that certain
questions were not specifically 'requested,' it Would be
because those questions related to the usual demographic
questions included in every poll." This in demonstrably
wrong. As the affidavits indicate, no one outside of NOR
authorized the inclusion of the questions relating to the 1988
presidential elections. It is accordingly these questions for

C which the RNC refused to pay -- not standard demographic
questions.

The allocation of the questions (and thus the charges for
them) was prepared by the professional staff of MOR in accord-
ance with their standard accounting methods. Such allocation
has been done on the basis of questions contained in the

Cr questionnaire, which is a system of allocation recognized by
FEC regulations. See 11 C.F.R. S 106.3. Nothing in the
election law requires anyone to pay for any goods or services
which were not requested or authorized. MOR's decision not to
bill the RNC for 1988-related questions was a business deci-
sion taken in the ordinary course and following standard
procedures. Thus, there has been no corporate contribution to
the Fund.
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hereby requests Vhtth oW#
that there is any, violation oftb

Sincerely yours,

Counsel for The Fund for
America's Future

cc: Zdith- X, Hoi. Esquire
counsellor
Tho fund forA Aerica's Future



T11 FMC

Chif unl on i

."A Hank'i

DeyChief Counsel s
MApeimesAil, I

Charles N. Stei, .

General Counsel r- r-
Federal Electon Cvansisson
999 z Street, N. W. €
Washington, D. C. 20463 "..

ATTN: Kenneth A... G rOs

- Associate General Counsel

-- Dear Mr. Steele:

This letter is in further response to the complaint by the
o Conservative Caucus Political Action Committee which alleges, in part, thatthe Republican National Committee (RNC) has violated, or is about to

violate, the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971 as amended, and the
Presidential Primary Matching Payment Account Act (sic).

The basic assertions upon which the Conservative Caucus complaint isbased are incorrect. The RNC did not commission Market Opinion Research
C. (MOR) of Detroit, Michigan, to conduct a poll "of voter support for VicePresident George Bush in both the primary and general elections for

President in 1988.' The RNC did not commission a document 'designed to
explore Bush's strengths and weaknesses with the Republican primary
electorate and the broader general electorate to rate him against Dole,
Baker, and Representative Jack Kemp, and to examine how Bush can use such
issues as terrorism and international trade to build support for his
prospective candidacy.*

The Republican National Committee commissions numerous polling firmsto conduct political survey research. In 1985 alone, the RNC commissioned
more than thirty-three (33) separate polls ranging from nationwide to
statewide to countywide. Each year the RNC expends hundreds of thousands of
dollars for polling information for its fundraising and political
operations. In 1985, the RNC paid MOR to conduct a variety of survey
research. Included in those surveys commissioned by the RNC with MOR was a
nationwide attitudes survey. This survey was commissioned for the use of

Dwight D. Eisenhower Republican Center: 310 First Street Southeast, Washington, D.C. 20003. (202) 863-8638. Telex: 701144
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the RNC for its own political and fundraisins urpowss, 04 in SUPPott Of
Administration policy objectives, The RNC has wroglar. annual bud0t ine
item for White House Support. A principal expeAityare in that &*COW* is
polling on behalf of the President and the Admiafs-ation. Poll data
commissioned and received by the IC is made available to all priftnpal
figures of the Administration, and RNC pers cel regularly Consult with
various Administration officials for their Uqput, as to issues to be *atined
in survey research. Often issues of particular interest to individUaL

members of the Administration are includod in our requests to our surVey
research consultants. The RNC did not commission a poll to advance or serve
the interest of any potential or actual presidential candidates. Materials
received from NOR pursuant to the RNC's commission to conduct a national
attitudes survey have been used by the RNC in multitudinous ways. The
analysis provided to the RNC is the type essential to the efficient and
effective achievement of the INC's political goals.

Of the surveys conducted for the RNC by opinion research firms in
1985, at least ten were conducted in a joint or 'piggybacking6 manner.
"Piggybacking" is polling jargon for the situation where a committee intends
to conduct a survey and makes the polling procedure available to another
committee to add separate questions of unique interest to it. The
additional cost involved is absorbed by the separate organization desiring
the unique questions. It is a standard technique that provides economiQ
benefits to all participants.

Pursuant to our standard practices, the Chairman of the RNC inquired
whether there were particular issues, such as trade or terrorism, of
interest to the Vice President and his office which they might wish to have

0 examined in the survey. Also, political questions uniquely of interest to
the political committee with which the Vice President is associated, the

47" Fund for America's Future, could be placed on the survey pursuant to our
standard "piggybacking* arrangements. This option was the responsibility of
the respective staffs to be addressed in accordance with RNC rules and

C policy. The RNC had, and has, no desire for, or interest in, any
information regarding the 1988 Presidential election. The Chairman of the

C. RNC did not request such information, and no one else at the RNC was
authorized to request such information from NOR. The RNC has not paid for,
and will not pay for, such information or analysis. It would not conform to
RNC rules or policy.

The RNC regularly includes in surveys it commissions questions
regarding the public perception of various political figures, including the
President and the Vice President. Similar public perception questions have
appeared in virtually all of the numerous national surveys conducted for the
RNC by a variety of polling firms since 1981. The usual public perception
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questions in reference to the Vice President are briof, general, thermometer
tests. These are not questions in. regard to the 1988 election but are
important in the fundralsing and political, planing: Of the RWe,

The INC's Lntent, at all time., in its dealings with Market Opinion
Research was to comission and receive a survey. for the Republioan National
Comittee's interes .s netm "an separate .or uique polling interest of any
other political committe.. The obligation for any such unique questions or
analysis lies solely with other organixations, The RIC had no knowledge of,
and will not pay for any, questions or analysis which are outside the
parameters of its intent.

In light of these facts, there is no basis on which the Commission can
find reason to believe that the RNC has violated sections of the Federal
Election Campaign Act of 1971.

Very truly yours,

E. Mark Braden

EMB:jd
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I. DAC KGOND)

On January 24, 19816, the Offi10e of the Gene'aZ Counsel
received a complaint filed by, Howard Ph-1ilips and-David Go
Sanders on behalf of the Conservative CauaUs Political Action
Committee against the above-named respondents. Enclosed with the
complaint were a number of newspaper articles, some of which are

referred to by the complainants.
The complaint pertains to a poll apparently commissioned by

the Republican National Committee ("RNC") and conducted by Market
Opinion Research ("MOR"). This poll, according to a Washington
Post article referred to by the complainants, was conducted for
the purpose of determining "voter support" for Vice President
Bush in both the presidential primary elections and general
election in 1988. The complaint refers to the article further,

quoting passages indicating that the poll was designed to explore
Vice President Bush's strengths and weaknesses among the
electorate, to rate him against other possible contenders for the
Republican nomination, to examine how Vice President Bush can use

certain issues to build support, and to make certain points
related to a possible strategy for Vice President Bush. The



article: also stat*d that, NOR- 4elivred* 'a oopy of the poll. to ?uand

for Mier Law s fruture, ("'FJW?' or I 'the Fund,*). The complaint also
cites a num0er Of Other articles, An luding one in Human Uvent,

which states that. t00e poll .eleal stated that Mr. BUShL'Is

the clear front-runner. Dat on the" articles, complainants

classify the poll as an effort to 'test the waters."

Complainants state that 'the reports are conflicting" as to

who is paying or will pay the alleged $75,000 cost of the poll.

One article refers to the RWC commissioning and financing the

poll. Complainants state that the article

is consistent with reports that officials of
the Republican National Committee planned the-- poll in the spring of 1985; that the Cha:irman
of the Republican National Committee invited
Vice President Bush to suggest some questions
for inclusion in the poll; and, that
additional questions were developed by
William Phillips, who was then an employee of
the Republican National Committee.

0
Subsequent articles state that the RNC, MOR, and FAF will share

the cost of the poll. Complainants summarize by stating that it

appears that the poll will be paid for either by the RNC alone or

Cr by some allocation among the RNC, MOR, and FAF.

Complainants also cited 11 C.F.R. SS 100.7(b)(1) and

100.8(b)(1). Although these regulations indicate that the terms

"contribution" and expenditure" do not include receipts and

disbursements for "testing the waters," they do provide for

proper recordkeeping and for treatment of the receipts and

disbursements as contributions and expenditures if the individual

subsequently becomes a candidate. Based on that regulation,
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version' of the poll to the RNC 8 a t a ifty

RWC ,pays more thane cost of the poll s 75,000,oth delivered to

IA?, theRNC will have violated 2 U.S.*C. S 441a and 'if Vice

President Bush becomes a candidate for President,' any payment to

NOR by the RNC or h in excess of $5,000 will violate section

441a. They further state that Vice President Bush will be

allowed to pay only up to $50,000 from personal funds if he

becomes a candidate receiving matching funds. The complainants

conclude from these assertions that, because the RNC can pay only

$5,000, PAP can pay only $5,000, the Vice President can pay only

$50,000, and the cost of the poll is $75,o00, this would leave

0 $15,000 unpaid for if the respondents complied with the limits.

Go Complainants conclude, therefore, that an excessive or prohibited

contribution must have been made. Complainants state that, in

order to avoid such a result and to avoid the "concomitant need"
for Vice President Bush to prematurely establish a campaign

committee, "there is some nonsensical talk" about allocating the
cost between the RNC and FAF based upon the number of questions

requested by each with MOR absorbing some of the cost because

some questions were requested by neither committee. Complainants

maintain that because the full poll was accepted by FAF and



s~ ~ca ~4po"Ible*. YT? "I maintain that tbe':
sulgvst ton that tNftX 4rtd I'R, 0

the' format and thettn aW i

t i, if ., ..

reqU*etid vould bie the "al.~~ah# sto inclew h1

NOR, PAP, and the 'RNC all eqet4extens ionw of time in
which to file responses to the complaint. This Office granted an
extension until March 6 for NOR and until March 7 for RNC and

FAF. The RNC's response was received on March 6. The responses

of NOR and FAF, however, were not received until March 12 and 13

respectively. On April 23, 1986, the RNC submitted a

supplemental response.

The responses make references to seven individuals involved

in conversations and transactions related to the poll. These

are:

1. Vice President George Bush;
2. Frank Fahrenkopf, Chairman of the RNC;
3. William I. Greener, III, Deputy Chief of

Staff for Political Operations for the
RNC;

4. Bill Phillips, Mr. Fahrenkopf's Chief of
Staff;

5. Lee Atwater, a "volunteer adviser" to
the Vice President, an "unpaid political
consultant" to FAF, and, since
January 1, 1986, Chairman of FAF (Att.
3, p. 13);

6. Craig Fuller, the Vice President's Chief
of Staff; and

7. Robert M. Teeter, President of MOR.

In response to the complaint, the RNC submitted an affidavit

from William I. Greener, III, Deputy Chief of Staff for Political

Operations of the RNC. He states that the RNC commissioned MOR
to conduct a poll related to various issues such as terrorism and

0
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Mr. Greener 8tates that, Win the a t- summer of 1985,' he
was approached by Lee Atwater fro P;W. Mr. Atwater, according

to Mr. Greener, asked him if 'questions of interest" to FAI could

be added to the survey. Mr. Greener states that he agreed to
such questions 'with the express statement the Republican

National Committee would not pay for, nor see, any of the work

done in this regard.'

Mr. Greener concludes by stating that "NOR has proposed that

the RNC pay $52,390 for the survey and analysis which the RNC has

commissioned" and that the RNC will pay MOR this sum upon receipt

of an invoice.

The response of MOR contained a letter from counsel and an

affidavit from Robert M. Teeter, MOR's president. The letter

summarizes the contents of the affidavit. Mr. Teeter states

that, early in 1985, the Vice President told him that he should

expect a call from Frank Fahrenkopf, the RNC Chairman, concerning

a poll to be commissioned by Mr. Fahrenkopf that would include

questions of interest to the Vice President, but that the Vice-

President had said nothing indicating that a poll was being

commissioned at his request. Mr. Teeter further states that

0

CD

Co
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ha davit further states that, a 00tiPlo of w mks or so"
later, Mr., Teeter,' mr. Phillips, and mr. Atwater (vhow Mr.
Teeter describes as 'a volunteer adviser to the Vice 0 dent")

met *to discuss a variety of items, including a poll." They
decided to delay the poll until the fall to avoid "any lingering

- effects" from the 1984 election.

Mr. Teeter states that, in the late summer, when NOR and the

RNC agreed that the polling should proceed, he asked Craig

Fuller, the Vice President's Chief of Staff, what issues he

wanted to include in the poll and Mr. Fuller replied that the

poll should cover trade and terrorism. At that time, Mr.
0 Atwater, who was by then a consultant for FAF, asked that the

C. poll include "whatever questions [Mr. Teeter] thought would be
appropriate to cover the perception of the Vice President." In

early September, 1985, Mr. Teeter asked his staff to draft the

poll questionnaire with five "issues," one of which was "to

measure the national issue agenda including the specific issues

of trade and terrorism" and another of which was "to determine

the approval, perception and political support of Vice President

Bush." Mr. Teeter states that, "during the questionnaire design

stage," he gave a copy of the draft questionnaire to the Vice
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addition of names to a list of names on a question which assessed

the public's attitude on various public figures, and suggested

changes to a question which measured the qualities sought in the

next president." (FAF's response, infra, indicates that two

names were suggested.) NOR "accepted" "some" of the suggestions.

After completion of the questionnaire, Mr. Teeter told Mr.

-- Greener that the poll would cost $70,000, the "customary" rate.

The affidavit maintains that questions relating to the 1988

election, "including the 'head on head' questions" were included

because Mr. Teeter and his staff "believed them to be
0

appropriate." MOR believed that these questions "were within the

0 authority granted to MOR to conduct the poll, although admittedly

neither the RNC nor FAF had specifically asked for questions

relating to the 1988 election."

MOR conducted the polling interviews from September 17 to

September 25, 1985, and sent a $70,000 invoice to the RNC on

September 19. When the poll was completed, MOR wrote two

separate analyses of the poll, one to be given to the Vice

Presidnet and his staff and the other to be given to the RNC.

According to Mr. Teeter, the first analysis "emphasized the

perception of the Vice President, the 1988 election, the trade
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A-Ulyas e106obasise. Voter attitudes on national issues, tbe

RpblIo*n and, DemCatip, tarti104 and major political 110is*
and it included perceptual maps relating to those issues.'

Copies of the f rst analYsis were presented by Mr. Teeter to viae
President Busb, his Chief of Staff (Mr, Fuller), and Mr. Atnwater
at a meeting on November 13, 1985, "one of a number of meetings

[he] was having" with these three men. Mr. Greener did not

receive a copy of the second analysis until December 19.

Mr. Teeter states that, in December, the RNC advised NOR

that it would not pay for *the portion of the poll related to the
- 1988 election since [it] had not authorized that portion.' FAF

informed NOR that it would pay "for those portions of the poll on

the perception of the Vice President but that it would not pay

for those portions of the poll relating to the 1988 election

since the [FAF] had not authorized those questions." (Despite

the fact that there was input from Mr. Atwater as to the poll

CO questions, Mr. Teeter claims that " [tihis was the first time MOR

W became aware that [FAF] would be paying anything for the poll.")

He states that FAF also asked MOR to prepare a revised analysis

to show how the Vice President might best help Republican

candidates in the 1986 campaign. (Att. 2, pp. 7-8)

Mr. Teeter states that, because it was apparent that MOR and

the RNC had disagreed over what questions were to have appeared

in the poll, there were negotiations as to payment. MOR has

proposed that the RNC pay for 74.8% of the poll, i.e., $52,390,
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resolving disputed work or charges, with Its lients, both

political and commercial.*

The response of FAF contains a detailed letter from its
counsel, affidavits from Lee Atwater and Craig Fuller, and a

letter from Vice President Bush. The letter and affidavits

contain some details additional to those presented by Mr. Teeter*

Counsel indicates that during the first conversation between Mr.
Fahrenkopf and the Vice President, Mr. Fahrenkopf stated that he

" was commissioning NOR to conduct a poll and that he was desirous
of including questions of interest to the Vice President.
Counsel asserts that the "questions of interest to the Vice

0 President were to be included only because Mr. Fahrenkopf, for

his own purposes, had instructed Mr. Teeter to include such

OD questions." Mr. Atwater states that in the late summer of 1985,

c Mr. Phillips "indicated some concern that the Vice President and

his staff had been invited by Mr. Fahrenkopf to add issues to an

RNC poll, fearing that it might later prove politically awkward

for the RNC." Mr. Atwater claims that he "therefore indicated

to Mr. Phillips that the Fund might be able to pay for a portion

of this RNC poll" if the addition of questions on such issues,

i.e., "questions concerning terrorism and trade, and the public

perceptions of leading Republicans, including the Vice President,
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Mr. puller .asex8to that, a tbho Vice President' ewChief. of

Staff, he has been 'consulted by professional pollsters,

including other SNC pollsters, concerning questions they intended

to ask, and briefed on the results of the completed polls,' and

that, therefore, he was not "surprised to be asked to commentO on

the poll. He states that he 'replied to Mr. Teeter in conformity

with [his] standard practice, commenting both on the issues of

particular concern to the Vice President (trade and terrorism)

and on other questions of more general interest.'

Counsel for FAF presents an extensive legal argument in

response to the complaint. Counsel asserts that the complaint

"implies" that the Vice President becomes a candidate under the

CD terms of 11 C.F.R. 5 100.3(a) (1) "because MOR conducted a poll of

O which the Vice President and his staff had knowledge," because

cc the Vice President and his staff were provided with a copy of an

analytical summary, and because "the poll contained questions

relating to the 1988 Presidential election which allegedly would

aid a potential future candidacy by the Vice President." Counsel

states that such an interpretation is incorrect, that neither the

Vice President, Mr. Atwater, nor Mr. Fuller requested or

authorized the poll, and that no one outside of the RNC or MOR

authorized the inclusion of questions concerning the 1988
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-the Vice PCesident, th@ un:,'~ founder and. Roniorary Chairmft
does not constitute authorization by the Vice. President of any
expenditures relating t a potential future osudidacy, nor of any
such expenditures by the Fund.' Counsel maintains, therefore,

that the poll was not for '*testing the waters" purposes.

Counsel characterizes the implication in the complaint that

the RNC violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a (a) (2) (A) by paying more than
_ $5,000 for the poll as *ridiculous.* He states that this was an

RNC conceived and commissioned poll and that the RNC rightfully
will pay for the poll with the exception of those questions

related to the 1988 Presidential election and those that FAF
agreed to pay for.

Counsel also rejects the argument that MOR, "by failing to
seek payment for the cost of all of the questions," is making a
corporate contribution. Counsel maintains that MOR paid only for
those questions that were not requested, that these were

substantive, not demographic, questions, and that the obligations

of the RNC, FAF, and MOR were based on an allocation of questions

by MOR's professional staff, based on 11 C.F.R. S 106.3. (Counsel

apparently meant to refer to 11 C.F.R. S 106.4.) Counsel

concludes by stating that "MOR's decision not to bill the RNC for

1988 related questions was a business decision taken in the
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thereofore, "there has been no *lon to tht*

?tand.'

Counsel also submitted a t1 Itzr.id.rt
stating that he is not a cand i4at* for a Oir "ff.ice "

that, although he was aware that teRC ws condting a ....,
he did not "request or authorize any polliq elating to the, 1-996

election or any possible candidacy.'

On March 17, 1986, this Office received a copy of the poll

questionnaire from MOR. The questionnarie contains marginal

7 notations by MOR denoting which questions NOR allocated to the

- RNC, which questions MOR allocated to FAF, and which questions

17 were paid for by MOR. There were 107 non-demographic questions.

(Although the last question is numbered 104, there are two sets

of question 23 and two sets of questions 81 and 82; each set is0
labeled as "Half Sample A" or "Half Sample B").

Seventy-seven questions, i.e., 72% of the questions, have

been allocated to the RNC. These questions include general

questions about the state of the nation and the government,

questions about the performance of the President and the Vice

President, 35 issue questions, 22 of which pertained to trade or

terrorism, questions pertaining to general feelings about

political figures, one of whom was George Bush, attitudes toward

both major parties and toward liberals and conservatives, four

sets of questions pertaining to attitudes toward the President,

the Vice President, and Senator Kennedy with the RNC paying only
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for 'references to theP#e 1dent and Senator Uenne4dr

questions pertaining to an ideological charastetia i 1 r

person being polled, the President, and the .Vioe #

Six questions, ie., 5.54 of the questions, we* tt#ibut64

to PAP. These questions0 pertained to perceptions v*rg* 3usb.

Two of these questions referred to the Vice President ione.

Four were part of the four sets of questions referring to the

President, the Vice President, and Senator Kennedy. The

remaining twenty-five questions, i.e., 23.4% of the questions,

were not allocated and the cost of them is being assumed by NOR.

These questions all pertain to George Bush and the 1980 election.

-- A review of the reports of the RNC, a monthly filer,

indicates that no payment has been made to MOR. Starting with

the 1985 Year End Report, the RNC has reported on Schedule D that

a debt is owed to MOR the amount of which "is undetermined at

this time." FAF, a quarterly filer, also has not reported a

payment to MOR. Unlike the RNC, its Year End Report does not

a disclose any debt owed to MOR.

cc II. LEGAL ANALYSIS

Section 100.7(b) (1) and 100.8(b) (1) of the Commission

Regulations provide that the terms "contribution" and

"expenditure" do not include "[flunds received" and "payments

made" "solely for the purpose of determining whether an

individual should become a candidate," i.e., funds and payments

for "testing the waters." These sections state that examples of

testing the waters activities are "conducting a poll, telephone
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will apply to any disbursements which were for the purpose of
testiwg the--waPters'6 for a psible Preidential candidacy by,

Vice President George Bush.

The accounts presented by the responden ts thus far indicte
that there was input fro PAY and from the Vice President and 1r.

Fuller concerning the issues and questions included in the poll.

It appears that this input occurred from the time of the
conception of the idea of the poll to the time of the review of
the drafted questions. Even before Mr. Fahrenkopf approached Mr.
Teeter about conducting the poll, Mr. Fahrenkopf had already

discussed the idea with the Vice President, and the Vice

President had informed Mr. Teeter that he should expect a call
from Mr. Fahrenkopf as to a poll which would include questions of
interest to the Vice President. Subsequently, Mr. Fahrenkopf

discussed a poll with Mr. Teeter, and Mr. Fahrenkopf stated that
the poll should include issues of interest to the Vice President

and that Mr. Teeter should obtain input from the Vice President's

staff. That is exactly what subsequently occurred. Mr. Fuller,

the Vice President's Chief of Staff, informed Mr. Teeter that the

poll should include questions on trade and terrorism, and later

participated in the poll drafting process by reviewing a copy of

the draft questionnaire, a questionnaire which included a number

of questions related to a Bush presidential candidacy in 1988.
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trade issue, one of the. issues *of interest" to the vice

President. These facts suggest a need for further inquiry as to

the extent of participation by the Vice President'or those acting

for him and as to the intent of the persons involved in

developing this poll.

The accounts presented also reveal that the Vice President

-- did receive the results of the poll and the analysis of the poll

results and that he received them well before the RNC. The

account of Mr. Teeter indicates that he was having "a number of

meetings with the Vice President, his Chief of Staff (Fuller) and

Atwater." He states that at a meeting with these three men on

C November 13, 1985, he presented them with an analysis of the poll

CO results; this analysis emphasized the perception of the Vice

C President, the 1988 election, the trade and terrorism issue and
other national issues. The analysis, therefore, appears to cover

the entirety of the questionnaire. The RNC the organization

which purportedly commissioned the poll, did not receive its

analysis, however, until December 19, over five weeks later. The

facts presented and a review of the poll itself indicate that the

entirety of the poll may have been drafted, conducted, and

analyzed as an effort to test the waters for a George Bush
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Section 106.4(b) and (c) of the Commission Regulations

state:

(b) The purchase of opinion poll results
by a political committee or other person not
authorized by a candidate to make
expenditures and the subsequent acceptance of

-- the poll results by a candidate or a
candidate's authorized political committee or
agent or by another unauthorized political

._ committee is a contribution in-kind by the
purchaser to the candidate or other political
committee and an expenditure by the candidate
or other political committee. Regarding the

0 purchase of opinion poll results for the
purpose of determining whether an individual
should become a candidate, see 11 C.F.R.

' 100.7(b)(l).I/ The poll results are accepted
by a candidate or other political committee

Oif the candidate or the candidate's
authorized political committee or agent or

cc the other unauthorized political committee--

(1) Requested the poll results before
their receipt;

(2) Uses the poll results; or

(3) Does not notify the contributor that
the results are refused.

(c) The acceptance of anX part of a
poll's results which part, prior to receipt,
has been made public without any request,

J/ Section 100.7(b) (1) extends the coverage of this provision to
non-candidates conducting "testing the waters" activity.



%~osibe aERL4Y . 1988i~l#S ad they never t t~ie

WOZ, the RNC , or WP r a .reftasal of those results. From the

fact,*, available thus far, -therefore, it appears that the Vice

President evs involved in the formulation of the poll and

accepted the contribution of those paying for the poll.

Section 441b(a) of Title 2 prohibits a corporation from

- making contributions and expenditures in connection with a

federal election, which includes Otesting the waters" activities.

See 11 C.F.R. SS 100.7(b) (1) and 100.8(b)(1). That section also

prohibits knowing receipt or acceptance of such contributions.
0

The cost of drafting questions, polling, and resultant analysis

o pertaining to a 1988 Bush Presidentialcandidacy was assumed by

MOR in an amount totalling $12,614.2/ It appears, therefore, that

Cr there is reason to believe MOR violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) by

2/ MOR asserts that this figure results from its allocation of
questions among the RNC, FAF, and MOR. Even if MOR could
allocate questions, there are further difficulties. Using MOR's
own allocation of the questions, it appears that MOR should have
paid $16,380, rather than $12,614, that FAF should be paying
$3,850 rather than $4,996, and that the RNC should be paying
$50,400, rather than $52,390. In any event, MOR's assumption of
any of the cost of the poll results in a corporate contribution.
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Despite the fact that the RUC claims that there is a dispute

over the amount it should be paying for the poll, RNC has already

incurred an obligation to pay a sum concomitant with its input

into the poll or with input ostensibly on its own behalf. The
0

RNC "commissioned" the poll and engaged in subsequent activity

C) with respect to the poll, thereby leaving no doubt that an

Co obligation to MOR has already been incurred. The evidence

3/ With reference to a receipt of MOR's possible contribution,
it appears that the Vice President had knowledge that he was
receiving information in connection with a possible candidacy,
that this information was coming from NOR, and that he was not
paying for this information, but it is unclear at this time
whether he knew enough of the circumstances of NOR's payments for
the poll to establish reason to believe that he knowingly
accepted acorporate contribution. An investigation of MOR's
alleged violation and the attendant circumstances of the poll
may resolve this question.
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conferred with RWC reprsentatives both dir*t, y 'and through his

representatives about the' ll. Because of his1noW1edge of -the

circumstances in this *atter, it appears that heha, also known

that the RNC was incurring an obligation greater:,than $51000.

This Office, therefore, recomends that the Comision find

reason to believe both that the RNC 4nd William J. NMoanua, as

treasurer, has violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a) (2) (A) and that Vice

President George Bush has violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(f).

Section 434(b) (8) of Title 2 requires a political committee

to disclose on each report the amount and nature of outstanding

debts and obligations owed by or to such political committee. In

his affidavit, Mr. Teeter states that, "[in December, 1985, MOR

was advised by the RNC that it would pay" only for certain

specified portions of the poll. Mr. Teeter states that "at about

this time," FAF stated that it also would only pay for certain

specified portions of the poll. The RNC reported a debt to MOR

in an uncertain amount starting with its Year End Report. FAF,

however, did not report any debt, even of an indeterminate

amount, to MOR on its Year End Report, which was the last report

it filed. This Office, therefore, recommends that the Commission

find reason to believe that Fund for America's Future and Roy G.

Hale, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. S 434(b)(8).
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Mr. Atwater into the drafting of the poll, the content of the

analyses of the poll, and the meetings involving the V1ce

President, Mr. Fuller, Mr. Atwater, and Mr. Teeter. Furthermore,

tn questions must be asked to further ascertain what is meant by

- issue areas "of interest" to the Vice President and what Mr.

Fahrenkopf's *purposes" were in asking Mr. Teeter to include

certain questions (as stated in FAF's response). Written

interrogatories would not be of great utility in the information0
gathering process. Considering the significant number of

questions and follow-up necessary the most desirable process for

CD gathering the information needed, is the deposition of witnesses

cunder oath.

This Office, therefore, recommends that the Commission

approve subpoenas for the deposition of five individuals: (1)

Mr. Fuller, the Vice President's Chief of Staff, who was involved

in the drafting process and in the receipt of a poll analysis;

(2) Mr. Teeter who has been involved in the process since the

conception of the poll; (3) Mr. Atwater, who has been actively

involved in the arrangements for the poll; (4) Bill Phillips of
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2. Find reaso t h. l 00g 1ush0
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2 U.S.C. # l1i (t(# (M

3. Find reason to believe that Vice president oarge Bush
IT violated, 2 tl.OCe 1 441*(Z)

4. Find reason to believe that the Fund for America's Future

and Roy G. Hale as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. S 434(b)(8).

o 5. Approve the attached subpoenas for deposition and documents.

6. Approve the attached letters.

C Ch

General Counsel

Attachments
1. Response from the RNC
2. Response from the MOR
3. Response from FAF
4. Copy of the poll sent by NOR
5. Proposed letters to respondents
6. Proposed letters and subpoenas to witnesses
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the MUC for its we political and fundraiSing pstpome, and In
Ads4ntration policyobjectives. The PAC has a reg6l0r amm4l
its aot White louse .a oo A principal t
polling on b ef ot k President and the iStstien. a

ooisindand received by the USC is ma avoiUKb to all, Pt
figures of the Adinistratioln, and MC peo amnel teglatly -
various AditlrsatiOm officials for their iqAst s to i5601
in survey rsearch, Ofton issues of particulat interest to 1*41
members of the Administration are included in oar requests to O-K
research consultants. h. MC did not co mssion a poll tO avi °* e
the Interest of any potential or actual presidential cmdidats.i jiii *
received from nO pursuant to the IC's c mission to conduct 4. $
attitudes survey have been used by the MC in mltitudinous eftys,
analysis provided to the EEC is the type essential to the offioit Md
effective achievement of the MUC's political goals.

Of the surveys conducted for the WEC by opinion research fit" In
1985, at least ten wre conducted in a joint or • piggybacking .R
OPiggybacking' is polling Jargon for the situation where a ott $Rt'S s
to conduct a survey and makes the polling procedure available to Mo6tbw
coittee to add separate questions of unique interest to it. Theo additional cost involved is absorbed by the separate organisatiom dAiing
the unique questions. It is a standard technique that provides eomomSO
benefits to all participants.

Pursuant to our standard practices, the Chairman of the RNC inquired
t%. whether there were particular issues, such as trade or terrorism, of

interest to the Vice President and his office which they might wish to have
examined in the survey. Also, political questions uniquely of interest to
the political committee with which the Vice President is associated, the
Fund for America's Puture, could be placed on the survey pursuant to our

C standard "piggybacking' arrangements. This option was the responsibility of
the respective staffs to he addressed in accordance with RNC rules and
policy. The RNC had, and has, no desire for, or interest in, any

Cr information regarding the 1988 Presidential election. The Chairman of the
REC did not request such information, and no one else at the REC was
authorized to request such information from NOR. The RNC has not paid for,
and will not pay for, such information or analysis. It would not conform to
REC rules or policy.

The RNC regularly includes in surveys it commissions questions
regarding the public perception of various political figures, including the
President and the Vice President. Similar public perception questions have
appeared in virtually all of the numerous national surveys conducted for the
REC by a variety of polling firms since 1981. The usual public perception
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and vwill not pay for any, questions or anllysis which are outside the
parameters of its intent.

In light of these f acts there is no basis on which the Camiision imn

find reason to believe that the INC hIs violated sections Of the pederal
Election Campaign Act of 1971.

Very truly your

.id

3. Mark araden
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CUaE* I"EU COUNSEL

MW ORIX V,-. "EM S/CERLA FLEMINGO

MhY: 29, 3984

OBJECTION: To MR 2133 - GENERAL COUNSEL'S REPORT
SIGNED MAY 23, 1986

The above-namd document. was circulated to the

Cotnisuion on Tuesday, May 27, 1986 at 11:00 A.M.

Objections have been received from the Commissioners

as indicated by the name (s) checked:

Commissioner

Commissioner

Commissioner

Commissioner

Commiss ioner

Commissioner

Aikens

Elliott

Harris

Josef iak

McDonald

McGarry

This matter will be placed on

agenda for Tuesday, June 3, 1986.

the Executive Session

X

X

: ii ik iI '&W N - A k Jft'4 A
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In the Matter of

totn.- 2133

Market Opinion Rosea 4b6.

The Fund for Amrica ': ro -. W
Roy G. Hale, as tre# trW -'-

Vice President George tAh )

CERTIFICATO

Lf I, Mary W. Dove, recording secretary for the, Federal Election

Commission executive session of June 3, 1986, do hereby certify that

the Commission took the following actions on MUR 2133:

1. Decided by a vote of 5-1 to take no action at
Sthis time against Market Opinion Research,

Inc.
0

Commissioners Aikens, Elliott, Harris, Josefiak, and
and McGarry voted affirmatively. Commissioner McDonald

o3 dissented.

01 2. Decided by a vote of 6-0 to find reason to believe
that the Republican National Committee and William J.

cMcManus, as treasurer, violated 11 C.F.R. § 100.8(b)(1).

Commissioners Aikens, Elliott, Harris, Josefiak,
McDonald, and McGarry voted affirmatively.

3. Failed by a vote of 2-4 to find reason to believe
that Vice President George Bush violated 2 U.S.C.
§ 441a(f).

Commissioners Harris and McGarry voted affirmatively.
Commissioners Aikens, Elliott, Josefiak, and McDonald
dissented.
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4. DOCI~AdYYt of54tU* so obe v

10 lO.7 (b) (1)

Cotuiaa jner ~iot, Mrri,,jo. efjik * McDonald#
and McarrI voted affirmat v . ly. Comia... . it
Aikens dissented.

5. Decided by a vote of 5-I to, take no action at this
time against the Fund for Murica'S, Future and
Roy G. Hale, as treasurer.

Conmissioners Aikens, Elliott, Josefiak, McDonald,

and McGarry voted affirmatively. Comijsione?
Ma Harris dissented.

6. Decided by a vote-of 6-0 to amend the subpoena for
Robert M. Teeter, President of Market Opinion-W Research, to request a cost analysis of its poll
results based on the Commission's regulations and
how it would be apportioned to Vice President Bush

o and the Republican National Committee.

Commissioners Aikens, Elliott, Harris, Josefiak,
McDonald, and McGarry voted affirmatively.

CD 7. Decided by a vote of 6-0 to approve the subpoenas,
as amended, for deposition and documents, and the
appropriate letters.

Commissoners Aikens, Elliott, Harris, Josefiak,
McDonald, and McGarry voted affirmatively.

Attest:

Date Mary w ove
Admini trative Assistant



FEOERM EL"ECTtON -,0MISS#1
WASWWGINSDC. 1*

Kr Craig L. Fuller
Old XXOUtiYC Offi1e0 Ruilding
Vuihington, D.C. 20501

i~iiRE: KUR 2233

Dear K. Fuller:

The Federal Election Commission, establi~bedin April, 1975,
I has the statutory duty of enforcing the ?erIlection Campaign

Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 ad 94i#Of Title 26
mom Internal Revenue Code of 1954. In connection with an
1investigation being conducted by the Commission, the attached

subpoena which requires you to produce docuints and to appear
.- and give sworn testimony on July 7, 1986, at 2:00 p.m. has been

issued. The Commission does not consider you a respondent in
this matter; but rather considers you a witness only.

o Since this information is being sought as part of an

7F investigation being conducted by the Commission, the
confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a) (12) (A) apply.

7 This section of the Act prohibits the making public of any
investigation conducted by the Commission without the express
written consent of the person with respect to whom the
investigation is made.

You may consult with an attorney and your attorney may
assist with the production of documents and be present with you
at the deposition. If you intend to be so represented, please
advise us, in writing, of the name and address of your attorney
prior to the date of deposition.

Pursuant to 11 C.F.R. S 111.14, a witness summoned by the
Commission shall be paid $30.00, plus mileage at the rate of 20.5
cents per mile. You will be given a check for your witness fee
and mileage at the time of the deposition.
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) MUR 2133

Old Itu w tffie building

r% Straeet, t.f., Was.Cgon 205001,beinnga 20 ~ n

pursuant to 2 U sC. S 437d(a)(3), and in furtherance ofts

investigation in the above-Styled matter# the Federal Election

Commission hereby subpoenas you to appear for deposition with

regard to a poll commissioned by the Republican National

Committee and conducted by Market Opinion Research, Inc. between

beSeptember 17 and September 25, 1985, which contained questions

pertaining to vice President George Bush. notice is hereby given

that the deposition is to be taken on July 7, 1986, at 999 B

Street, NW., Washington, D.C. 20463, beginning at 2:00 p.m. and

0 continuing each day thereafter as necessary.

Further pursuant to section 437d of Title 2, United States

Code, you are hereby subpoenaed to produce on June 27, 1986, at

the above stated location:

Copies of any and all documents and correspondence
in your possession pertaining to transactions and
communications made in reference to the poll
commissioned by the Republican National Committee
and conducted by Market Opinion Research, Inc.
between September 17 and September 25, 1985.
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Internal *I of, 19,2540. In onsos*%nitbst th attached

subp o which r *iOlt *you to pro e tnd to appear

and give vot testisOnY l at * au. has been
- issd. The Commission does not cons a respondent in

this matteri but rather considers you a witness only.

Since this infornation is being sought 
as part of an

o investigation being conducted by the Commission, the

confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. 
S 437g(a) (12) (A) apply.

This section of the Act prohibits the making 
public of any

O investigation conducted by the Commission without 
the express

written consent of the person with respect 
to whom the

C investigation is made.

You may consult with an attorney, and your attorney may

assist with the production of documents 
and be present with you

at the deposition. If you intend to be so represented, 
please

advise us, in writing, of the name and 
address of your attorney

prior to the date of deposition.

pursuant to 11 C.F.R. S 111.14, a witness 
summoned by the

Commission shall be paid $30.00, plus mileage 
at the rate of 20.5

cents per mile. You will be given a check for your witness 
fee

and mileage at the time of the deposition.
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TO, 8: 1 Phillips: • i

regard to a poll )omissioned by the Republican Committee and

%0 conducted by Market Opinion Research, Inc, between September 17

and September 25v 1985, which contained questions pertaining to

r Vice President George Bush. Notice In hereby given that the

-- deposition is to be taken on July Sp 1986, at 999 Z Street, N.V.,
Washington, D.C. 20463, beginning at 10:00 a.. and continuing

0 each day thereafter as necessary.

Further pursuant to section 437d of Title 2 United States

Code you are hereby subpoenaed to produce documents on iune 27,

or 1986, at the above stated location:

Copies of any and all documents and correspondence
in your possession pertaining to transactions and
communications made in reference to the pollcoamissioned by the Republican National Committee
and conducted by Market Opinion Research, Inc.
between September 17 and September 25, 1985.
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Mr. Lee Ateater.
324 N. Fairfax St4mt
Alexandria, VA 22i|)4

Dear Mr. Atwater:

- The Federal 232*ot m Cission, estab'Ished I April, 1975,
has the statutory'L dwty feugiuthfdel1etinCampaign
Act of 1971, as aet, Wmd, aind hpteto, 95;ad9 of' title 2 6,i

- Internal Revenue Cod* Of 1954. in -connoton ith an
investigation being conducted by the C ission, the attached

N subpoena which requires you to produce doeuments and to appear
and give sworn testimony on July 9, 1986, at 11:00 a.m. has been

oissued. The Commission does not consider you a respondent in
I r this matter; but rather considers you a witness only.

Since this information is being sought as part of an
investigation being conducted by the Commission, the
confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a) (12) (A) apply.
That section of the Act prohibits the making public of any
investigation conducted by the Commission without the express
written consent of the person with respect to whom the
investigation is made. You are advised that no such consent has
been given in this case.

You may consult with an attorney, and your attorney may
assist with the production of documents and be present with you
at the deposition. If you intend to be so represented, please
advise us of the name and address of your attorney prior to the
date of the deposition.

Pursuant to 11 C.F.R. S 111.14, a witness summoned by the
Commission shall be paid $30.00 plus mileage at the rate of 20.5
cents per mile. You will be given a check for your witness fee
and mileage at the time of the deposition.
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Tn the matter of )

TO: Lee &twa&ter
324 Fair fax street
hleXaurIa, VA 22314

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437d(a)(3), and in furtherance of its

investigation in the above-styled matter, the Federal Election

Commission hereby subpoenas you to appear for deposition with

regard to a poll commissioned by the Republican National Committee

and conducted by Market Opinion Research, Inc. between

September 17 and September 25, 1985, which contained questions

pertaining to Vice President George Bush. Notice is hereby given

that the deposition is to be taken on July 9, 1986, at 999 B

Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20463, beginning at 11:00 a.m. and

o continuing each day thereafter as necessary.

Further pursuant to section 437d of Title 2, United States

Code, you are hereby subpoenaed to produce documents on June 27,

1986, at the above stated location:

Copies of any and all documents and correspondence
in your possession pertaining to transactions and
communications made in reference to the poll
commissioned by the Republican National Committee
and conducted by Market Opinion Research, Inc.
between September 17 and September 25, 1985.
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Mr, William 19 Gren*. 111
Republican National dilti
310 First Street, SJ-
Washington, D.C. 20003

U: PWR 2133

1% Dear Mr. Greener:

" The Federal Zlection CoN.sisn, established in April, 1975,
has the statutory duty of enfooing the Federal Election Campaign

Act of 1971, as amended, nd Clb irs8 95 .and 96 of Title 26,
Internal Revenue Code of 1954. Tn connection with an
investigation being conducted by the Commission, the attached
subpoena which requires you to produce documents and to appear
and give sworn testimony on July 8, 1986 at 2:00 p.m. has been

o issued. The Commission does not consider you a respondent in

this matter; but rather considers you a witness only.

oSince this information is being sought as part of an
investigation being conducted by the Commission, the
confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a) (12) (A) apply.
That section of the Act prohibits the making public of any

investigation conducted by the Commission without the express
written consent of the person with respect to whom the
investigation is made. You are advised that no such consent has
been given in this case.

You may consult with an attorney and your attorney may
assist with the production of documents and be present with you

at the deposition. If you intend to be so represented, please
advise us of the name and address of your attorney prior to the
date of the deposition.

Pursuant to 11 C.F.R. S 111.14# a witness summoned by the

Commission shall be paid $30.00 plus mileage at the rate of 20.5

cents per mile. You will be given a check for your witness fee

and mileage at the time of the deposition.
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5?O: WJ244ea Z, ar.*~r. XZf

Washington, D.C.20003

Pursuant to 2 U.B.C. S 437d(a)(3), and in furtherance of its

investigation in the above-styled matter, the Pederal Ulection

Commission hereby subpoenas you to appear for deposition with

regard to a poll commissioned by the Republican National

N Committee and conducted by Market Opinion Research, Inc. between

September 17 and September 25, 1985 which contained questions

pertaining to Vice President George Bush. Notice is hereby given

that the deposition is to be taken on July 8, 1986 at 999 E

o3 Street, WN.., Washington, D.C. 20463, beginning at 2:00 p.m. and

continuing each day thereafter as necessary.

o Further pursuant to section 437d of Title 2, United States

Code, you are hereby subpoenaed to produce documents on June 27,
cc

1986, at the above stated location:

Copies of any and all documents and correspondence
in your possession pertaining to transactions and
communications made in reference to the poll
commissioned by the Republican National Committee
and conducted by Market Opinion Research, Inc.
between September 17 and September 25, 1985.
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AdIti ftate S* '0,*aehington, D.. '  ...

~ Ger9 aush,
Dear Mr. Vice Preside~ftnt' -

The Federal U on Jaur 31,
1966, of a complaint iZLjtag v 1.tl.@is ttttain sections of
the Federal Election IOU*o W 1 !A% a e (kbe
Act*). A copy of the 9$~ v t #404 to ya t tb t
time. We acknowled~ge "O~ f, ~oas e 1atOn f thti atter
which was dated March 13, It:~

Upon further review o the a*9.legation$ ,contained in the
complaint, the Commission, oJante.3, 1966, determined that there

- is reason to believe that you violated 11 C.,R. I100.7(b)(1), a
provision of the Commission Regulations, in connection with a
payment owed by the Republican National Committee for a poll which
may have been conducted to determine whether you should become a

Ocandidate for the Presidency in 1988. This section of the
Commission Regulations provides for the application of the limits
of 2 U.S.C. S 441a to the use of funds for testing the waters

cpurposes. You may submit any factual or legal materials which
you believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this

amatter. Please submit any such response within ten days of your
receipt of this notification. Statements should be submitted
under oath.

If you are interested in pursuing pre-probable cause
conciliation, you should so request in writing. See 11 C.F.R.
S 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the Of1ce of the
General Counsel will make recommendations to the Commission
either proposing an agreement in settlement of the matter or
recommending declining that pre-probable cause conciliation be
pursued. The Office of the General Counsel may recommend that
the pre-probable cause conciliation not be entered into at this
time so that it may complete its investigation of the matter.
Further, requests for pre-probable conciliation will not be
entertained after briefs on probable cause have been mailed to
the respondent.
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COMMISSION

Ju e 9, 1986 .

RN: NUR 2133
Republican National Committee
William J. Mcffanus, as

treasurer

Dear Mt. Uraden:

TYhb V*er0 210"ion Commission notified your clients on
4Jhooryfl,3Z,98, 6 Q966#o olf alleging violations of certain
sOtlois of toh ?aeral Zlection Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
(tb. Act) . A copy of the complaint was forwarded to your
client at that time. We acknowledge receipt of your clients
explanation of this matter which was dated March 6, 1986.

Upon further review of the allegations contained in the
rN complaint and information supplied by your clients, the

Commission, on June 3, 1986, determined that the Republican
National Committee and William J. McManus, as treasurer, violated

uq 11 C.F.R. S 100.8(b)(1) in connection with a payment owed for a
poll which may have been conducted in connection with determining

o whether Vice President George Bush should become a candidate for
the Presidency in 1988. This section of the Commission
Regulations provides for the application of the limits of
2 U.S.C. S 441a to the use of funds for testing the waters
purposes. You may submit any factual or legal materials which
you believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this
matter. Please submit any such response within ten days of your
receipt of this notification. Statements should be submitted
under oath.

If you are interested in pursuing pre-probable cause
conciliation, you should so request in writing. See 11 C.F.R.
5 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the Offle of the
General Counsel will make recommendations to the Commission
either proposing an agreement in settlement of the matter or
recommending declining that pre-probable cause conciliation be
pursued. The Office of the General Counsel may recommend that
pre-probable cause conciliation not be entered into at this time
so that it may complete its investigation of the matter.
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If you have any questions, pease contact Jonathan Levin,
the attorney assigned to this matter,p at (2 1102) 376-5690.

sincerely,

oan D. Alkens
Chairman

Enclosure
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Chief Counsel

Mlisef A. Hes
Reputhef D CoiseDeputy Chief Counsels

Joan D. Aikens, Chalt ,
Federal Election Cosdst"
999 a Street, N. W.,
Washington, D. C. 20463'

ATTENTION: Jonathan Lt+ n zoq.

.>

0)quo"&--

.4,L

'is

Dear Chairman Aikens:

I am writing in response to your letter of June 19, 1986, notifying my
clients of the Commission's initial action in regard to a complaint alleging
violations of certain sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971.

The Committee examining the prospective sites for the 1988 Republican
National Convention and the summer meeting of the Republican National
Committee are occurring in St. Louis, Missouri, this week. The employees
and officers of the Republican National Committee with whom I would need to
discuss a response to your letter will not be available until the week
beginning June 30, 1986. For this reason, I am requesting that the time to
respond to your action be extended by one week.

If you should have any questions in regard to this matter, please do not
hesitate to contact me. Thank you for your consideration.

Very truly yours,

E. Mark Braden

EMB:jd

Dwight D. Eisenhower Republican Center: 310 First Street Southeast, Washington, D.C. 20003. (202) 863-8638. Telex: 701144
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pursuant to 2 U.S.C. 43744a)(3), and in furtbIre its

investigation in the aboe-tyl matter, the 1Pedaeral 3lefte -

Commission hereby subpoenas you to appear for deposition with

regard to a poll commissioned by the Republican National Comilttee

and conducted by Market Opinion Research, Inc. between

September 17 and September 25, 1985, which contained questions

pertaining to Vice President George Bush. Notice is hereby given

that the deposition Is to be taken on July 7t 1986, at 999 3

Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20463, beginning at 10:00 a.mo and

continuing each day thereafter as necessary.

Further pursuant to section 437d of Title 2, United States

Code, you are hereby subpoenaed to produce on June 27, 1986, at

the above stated location:

1. Copies of any and all documents and
correspondence in your possession pertaining
to transactions and communications made in
reference to the poll commissioned by the
Republican National Committee and conducted
by Market Opinion Research, Inc. between
September 17 and September 25, 1985. These
copies should include, but not be limited to
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or Market Opinion Resarc N^TT .F.me IS#'1S6

Jonathan Levin, Esquire
Federal Election Comission.
999 E. Street, NW.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: X=R 2133
Narket Opinion Research Company

W. Dear Mr. Levin:

Now" As we discussed on Wednesday in connection with the Federal
Election Commission Subpoena to produce documents,, I am enclosing a
list of the contents of the "Sampling Department Job File" and the
"Data Processing File" and some representative pages from each.
The "Sampling Department Job File" contains material and procedures

N- to determine a reliable national sample of adults for a poll while
the "Data Processing File" contains material and procedures to pro-

0 cess the raw data obtained from the poll. Both of these files con-
9sist of important and highly sensitive proprietary trade secret

information of the Company on how a poll is taken and not informa-
tion regarding the substance of the poll. Because of the proprie-
tary trade secret nature of this material and because we do not

M believe it is relevant to the subject of the Federal Election Com-
mission's investigation, we would request that Market Opinion
Research Company not be required to produce these files.

In the light of the new Subpoena production date of July 3,
1986, we would very much appreciate it if you would advise us as
soon as possible whether this is acceptable. Assuming it is accep-
table, would you also kindly be sure that the enclosed representa-
tive pages do not become available to the public. Thank you.

Yours very truly,

Geoge H.M ?'

GHM/rg
Enclosures



JAN W. $"RAN
(20$~ 4804lSO

Jonathan Levin, 3p ire
Office of General Counel.
Federal Election Comission
999 E Street, N.W.

Ic Washington, D.C. 20463

0 Re: MUR 2133

Dear Mr. Levin:

This office represents Craig L. Fuller, Lee Atwater and
Bill Phillips in connection with the above-captioned matter.
Enclosed please find executed Statements of Designation of

N Counsel from these individuals confirming our representation.
We also represent the Fund for America's Future in this
matter as previously confirmed by letter to you from me dated
February 10, 1986.

O In response to the subpoenas dated J'ne 18, 1986 to
Mssrs. Fuller, Atwater and Phillips, which were modified by
mutual agreement for a return date of July 3, 1986, I hereby

cr submit the additional enclosed documents:

1. Memorandum of July 1, 1986 by Craig L.
Fuller and attached documents (11 pages).

2. Letter of July 2, 1986 from Lee Atwater
(1 page).

3. Letter of July 2, 1986 from Bill Phillips
(1 page).



it is W,1 MY uArtar*n9'nq tat youa wil Jo',i
OO ir mattioR tb~t botn~ have 'he
provide differ44os
follows:

1. Deposition of Mr. Fuller: Au9us t 14,.
10:ot00 a.m.

2. Deposition of Mr. Atwater: August 15,
9:00 a.a.

3. Deposition of Mr. Phillips: August 18,
10:00 a.m.

I look forward to receiving your confirmation of this0deposition schedule.

Sincerely,

Jan W. Baran
C5 JWB/njl

Enclosures
cc: Craig L. Fuller

Lee Atwater
C: Bill Phillips

John Schmitz, Esquire
Edith E. Holiday, Esquire
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The, indrsig*W her~ Wrhe 44n . an, Wiey A
Rein, 1776 K Street, N.V., Wa hit#tp, DOC. 20006,
(202)429-7330, as my counsel in - eVeincattlb t*:et
and authorize him to receive, 4 n f t ad4 o4ft
communications from the- Comm t ion +d- t :o *!t on. my b*1f
before th4 Commission. I-further designate- With go .. liday
and John Schmitz as co-counsel.

CRAIG L. FULI*

June 25, 1986

0000
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#?AET OFAT 1G Afl Or COUSUL

._'hA'Ondros4gIItd -hereby: desigae on V., Baran, VWilY &
Rein,, ' 7 61 K. Street, B.Vw., sisgton, DIC. 20006,
(2 0 2 -7 33 0, as my counsel. inth e above-captioned matter
n4Mtho*tize him to receiveany notifications and other

comtMuications from the Commission and to act on my bealf
before the Commission. I further designate Edith E. Roliday
as co-counsel.

BILL PHILLS

June 25, 1986



WASHINGTON

July 1, 186

MIIORANUM FOR EDE HOLIDAY

FROM: CRAIG L. FULLER

SUBJECT: NOR Survey Document CO
Attached please find the only documents in my possession
related to the Market Opinion Research survey.

Thank you.

Attachment

OFFICE OF rkHE VICE P*0oe"811NT
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* FROM KATHY SNIfE

*Craig Fuller has the, to34pvi* n0t tdt oete
questionnaires

1. A great questionnaire*.

2. Page 2, item 16:

Please consider s10ittng i.o. omnies are not
competitive-with forei nufactre.

3. Page 5:
Please consider adi the list of name Pter

Uberroth and Pat Robertson.

4. Page 6:

I know you are reluctant to add any additional
questions, but I would like you to consider a slightly
different approach to the successor line of questioning.
Something like the following:

0 Since RR cannot serve a third term, some people are
'considering who best could follow RR. Please tell us

whether you agree or disagree that the next President
oshould be:

1. Experienced in federal government;

2. Conservative;

3. Able to articulate new ideas;

4. Respected by foreign leaders;

5. Someone now in government;

6. Someone who worked with RR;

7. Someone who would keep America competitive;

8. Someone who would strengthen U.S. defense
capabilities;

9. Someone who would spend more to help to poor;

10. Someone who whould provide more help to farmers;
(There may be more or better questions. Perhaps you and Lee
could play around with these ideas.)
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National #2 - Onibu"
Questionnaire #1

k -l500
sh ,r 6 1985
Do you feel thing Vn th0cot generally going
in the right di.ete an Or. 00 YM wtthings have
pretty seriously go t t on the rong track?'

Generally speaking, ow yon t ko political system
and government are do ut n g 0t"r late p
time, or do you think itad $e I sax icant chn Ts

3. (IF NEEDS CIIEAK; htknds of chngs o
you think ned to be mFa? (P iB FOR AT LEAST TWO
SPECIFIC RESPONSIS)

4. Do you approve or disapprov, of the way Ronald Reagan
is handling his job as President? (WAIT FOR RESPONSE
AND ASK:) Would that be strongly (approve/disapprove)
or just somewhat (appre i rove)?

5. Do you approve or disapprov. of the way George Bush is
handling his Job as Vice-Preident? (WAIT FOR RESPONSE
AND ASK:) Would that be atongly (approve/disapprove)
or just somewhat (approve/disapprove)?

Now I 'd like to read you some statments about various
issues in the country. For each one, please tell me if you
strongly agree, somewhat agree, somewhat disagree, or
strongly disagree.

RANDOKIZE

6. The United States should never send troops to fight
in a civil war in another country, even if a
communist takeover is likely.

7. We should hlep o countries which are for us and
not help those which are against us.

8. It is all right for the public schools to start
each day with a prayer.

9. If cities and towns around the country need
financial help to improve their schools, the
government in Washington ought to give them the
money they need.

10. Claims about welfare abuses are greatly
exaggerated; most people receiving welfare
assistance truly need it.

11. Labor unions have become too big and powerful for
the good of the country.

12. Black people in the country should be given special
consideration for new jobs because of past
discrimination against them.



Y~rkot ational Draft

13. l M~~ ~ ' ~'vithotbe

14., Has<,

15. Is wi !h doa-.yl thdino

s , have the cie possible -on

0 f* oyn p.ub trf ree with all

C etAte~ oeg eto, -which threaten
Americn lob even i by refrom a country which
doesn't restrict our prMadc ts

As you may know, we have a foreign trade deficit. This sme
that we are buying more from foreign countries than we are
selling to then. I'm going to read you some things, and for

each one, please tell me how much you think each one has
contributed to the trade deficit- a great deal, a fair

o amount, very little, or not at all.

cc:
16. Poor planning and management by U.S. companies
17. Wage demands by American labor unions
18. Better quality of foreign products
19. Unfair trade policies of foreign countries
20. Cheap labor in foreign countries
21. The selling of goods at less than cost by some

foreign companies

22. Do you think our limits on foreign imports should be
greater, about the same, or less than they are now?



- arket Opi Research U.S. National Draft •

23. Which of the following statements co- closest to Fftrc
opinion:

ROTATE

a. The Japanese are competing untairly .ith Aierap
industries

OR

b. American indLstries are blaing the Japanese for
their own mimaaement and excessive labor costs

Here are some statements about other iSSUes in the Con=-.
For each one please tell me it you sftronly agree, somewat
agree, somewhat diagree, or strongly disagree.

RANDOMIZE

24. Our economy and security would suffer if we did not
.. use military troops to prot our interests in

other parts of the world.

25. Our country has a moral obligation to help people
in other parts of the world, even those in neutral
or unfriendly countries.

26. A woman should have the legal right to have an
abortion if she wants one.

0 27. The government in Washington should see to it that

Vevery person has a job and a good standard of

living.

28. Tighter controls are needed in the federal food
stamp program, many people now receiving food

cstamps don't deserve them.

29. Labor unions are very necessary to protect the
working man.

International terrorism is another issue which has been in
the news recently...

30. Some people say that there really is not much the U.S.
government can do to reduce terrorism. Others say the
U.S. government can significantly reduce
terrorism. Which opinion is closest to your own?



a, rket Opinion Research U.. National Draft#

31. Do you favor or oppose the United States takingmilitary action against terrorists?

32. (IFOPPOS, :K) Would you fgvor0 0r opo
military action avainst terrorists who had MZI"
American citizens?

33.0 IFFVOR EITH11R 31 OR 32, ASK:) Would you favor or,oppsemilitary atin gans errorist ams-t o,
children in the camp. are likely to be killed or
wounded in the attack?

34. (IF FAVOR EITER 31 OR 32, ASK:) Do you favor miltry
action against terrorists who are suspected of plan-s..
an attack or only as retaliation against terroriatt's
have actually carried out an attack? ("Both" coded as a
volunteered response)

35. (IF FAVOR EZITHR 31 OR 32, ASK:) Would you favor or
'4' oppose military action against governments which help

train and finance terrorists, even if that means
risking a larger war?

36. When terrorists are holding Americans hostage, do you
think our government should negotiate with the
terrorists for their release or refuse to negotiate
with the terrorists?

37. Do you believe that the recent hijacking of the TWA
airliner and other recent terrorist acts are largelythe acts of individuals or small groups, or do you

gr think that most of them are being backed by some
foreign government?



Xa!rWet Opinion

VVI'd like you,

! '!+!ii ,Unt vo Ab
ocold.

xZ YOU don' t bavftimi +++ person, :just4.

fte first person
about his/her usi

fool

RANDOMIZE

38.
39.
40.
41.
42.
43.
44.
45.
46.
47.
48.
49.
50.
51.
52.
53.
54.
55.
56.
57.
59.

Ronald
George..
Robert
Howard
Jack KM
Janes hP
Jeanne
Walter "00,0007Ted K0DfL7

Tip O'NellJeosse 3aoken~i

Mario cCo

Geraldine Ferraro
John Glenn
Jane Fonda
Jerry Falwell
Gerald Ford
Jimmy Carter
George Wallace
Lee Iacocca

I also have some groups of people to get your feelings
about. The first group (is/are) _. How do you feel
about them using a zero to one hundred scale?

RANDOMIZE

60.
62.
63.
64.

The Republican Party
The Democratic Party
Liberals
Conservatives



Market opinpon Research u~.National Draft4

Thinking ahead to 1988 for a moment.

0.+ S Ronald Reagan is serving his second tern as Yves, -
and cannot run for a third term. Is thereaIae
partioular, you would lik, to see be the ne xtft PtM I.
of the United States? (Who?)

66a As YOU ay know, George Bush may be a candidate foW
Presdentin 1988.9 On a sero to ten Scale, hr

means you would n consider voting for aeo" .
for President and ten means you would definite y-,.
for G40r Bush for President, where would you pl&O0
yourself on this scale?

67. In the presidential primary elections in 1985 to selot
eaoh party's candidate for President, assuming
state had one, would you be nore likely to vote in the
(ROTATE: Republican or Democratic) primary or neither
one?

680 IF REPUBLICAN #3KAY ASK: I f the primary
election to slOt the Republican candidate forlogo President were being held today and the candidates
were (RANDOMIZE NAMES), would you be voting for7, (REPEAT LUT NAKS IN SAKE ORDER)?

RANDOMIZE

a. George Bush
go b. Bob Dole

c. Howard Baker
d. Jack Kemp
e. Jeans Kirkpatrick

a. IF DON'T KNOW OR REFUSED, ASK: Which way
do you lean as of today -- toward (REPEAT

cFULL NAMES IN SAME ORDER)?

69. IF DEMOCRATIC PRIMARY, ASK: If the primary
election to select the Democratic candidate for
President were being held today and the candidates
were (RANDOMIZE NAMES), would you be voting for
(REPEAT LAST NAMES IN SAME ORDER)?

RANDOMIZE

a. Ted Kennedy
b. Gary Hart
c. Mario Cuomo
d. Lee Iacocca

a. IF DON'T KNOW OR REFUSED, ASK: Which way
do you loan as of today -- toward (REPEAT
FULL NAMES IN SAME ORDER)?



7O0. George 8"Aht

71. George Diashe
Republican

72. George BUh,
RepubliCan

OR

OR

Deaoerat

Lea Zacop,
Deort

Thinking about George Bush for a mosent..

(HALF SAMPLE A)

73A. From all that you have heard, read and know about him,
what are amei of the things you 14 * ##" aboqt George
Bush. PRODE FOR AT LEAST TWO RESPONSES

74A. Again, from all that you have heard, read and know
about hiu, what are same of the things you donet like
about George Bush? PROBE FOR AT LEAST TWO RESPONSES

a. IF DON'T KNOW OR NOTHING, ASK: Is there anything
at all about George Bush that concerns or bothers
you? (What?)

(HALF SAMPLE B)

73B. If George Bush became President in 1988, what are the
areas you think he would handle particularly
well? (PROBE FOR SPECIFIC RESPONSES)

74B. What are the areas you think he might handle
poorly? (PROBE FOR SPECIFIC RESPONSES)

11



Market Op Research National Drait #i

I'm going to read a list of issues to you and, for a A
14,04 e tell moe it you think o e Shwould handle i
*$Ue pretty much as Ronald Reagan so would handle'i
better, or would not handle it as vell.

RANOKZZ

7. Our relations with the Soviet Union
76. The federal budget deficit
77. Taxes
78. Abortion
79. Policies concerning minorities
80. Women's rights
81. National economic policy

Here are some character traits and I'a going to ask 70*Mv
Much three well-known people possess each one, We viT e
a zero to one hundred scale where 100 means the person
possesses the trait an much as my person possibly can, and

0) zero means the person doesn't possess it at all.

Let's start with (TRAIT). How would you rate (NAM) on this
trait?

RANDOMIZE TRAITS/ROTATE NAMES WITHIN EACH TRAIT

Honesty

82. Ronald Reagan
83. George Bush84. Ted Kennedy

Concern
C

85. Ronald Reagan
86. George Bush
87. Ted Kennedy

Leadership

88. _____Ronald Reagan
89. George Bush
90. Ted Kennedy

Competence

91. Ronald Reagan
92. George Bush
93. Ted Kennedy



Market Opitni; Research

so" ae 6m statements can

ca watagree, WOWevh

94. bush has the kind ot
to have.

9S, Bush ]loos like a Pw~w14t
968. 3uh, as PresSL4ent, wvotii ul
97. lsh sounds like a t46t
9o. lush, as Presidlent, voul a~e

99. Bush acts like a Prosident.

Backs-ound Questions

0* 100. Party identification
101. Past Party identification
102. Past voting behavior
103. Registered voter
104. Ideology
105. Age
106. Education
107. Employment status
108. Occupation
109. Health, education, welfare occupation

110. Marital status111. Spouse employment status
112. Union/teacher household
113. Farm household
114. Religion
115. Frequency of church attendance
116. Reborn

c117. Income
118. Race
119. Sex



Dear Jant

In respomm to yoiur tqest, I 'y r6 vi*04 my
files for metials prttaining to the poll too ssioned
by the RNC whic~h is th ubject of the 13C eoolaint.
No documents exist ii. the files ,which appear to be
responsive to the supoea. Please feel free to contact
me should you have any further questions.

Sincerely,

0

Bill Phil ips
Executive Director

1200 18TH STREET, N.W., SUITE 300, WASHINGTON, D.C. 2 (202) 842-1986

" yG. Hahe. Tsin



JanW~. sar~an. qa
Wiley mn
1776- X SItrt, lN.W.
,Washinqt~v, -D.C. 20006

Dear Jan:

I have searched all docent s in my possession
and find none that are rela tt o the , ona issued
to me by the FEC.

1200 18TH STREET, N.W., SUITE 300, WASHINGTON, D.C. 20036 (202) 842-1986

Pd for by The Fund For Anmim' Fuhm
Ry G. Hae, 7h mw
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Jan W. ran, 2squite
W ley a *iR
1776 1 S xeU* " D.. 0
Wash ingt,.' D.C. 20006

REl t WA 2133

Dear Mr. Baran:

Pursuant to your phone conversations on June 24 through July
1, 1986, with Jonathan Levin of this Office, the depoitions of
Craig Fuller, Lee Atwater, and Bill Phillips hbave. he
rescheduled. The deposition of Mr. Fuller is nov swbeduled for
Thursday, August 14, 1986, at 10:00 a.m.p the depositl iOn for
Mr. Atwater is now scheduled for Friday, August 15, 1986, at 9:00
a.m.; and the deposition of Mr. Phillips is nov scheduled for
Monday, August 18, 1986, at 10:00 a.m. These depositions will be
held at the Office of the General Counsel.

If you have any questions, please contact Jonathan Levin,
the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-5690.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Deputy General Counsel



.. . . . . . .' !. ./ / 'ii .' . . ;
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Pursrant to Your pbon0 oonverationl onu 17, 1966, with
Jonatani Lrvin of this Office, the dFpottion of William I*
Greener, Ul, is no Oebduled for Thur dy UJuly 31, 1986, at
10:00 ama. This deposition will be held *t the Office of the
General Counsel.

If you have any questions, please contact Jonathan Levin,
the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-5690.0

Sincerely,

0 Charles N. Steele
Genera Counsel

Deputy General Counsel
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O Dear Mr. eyer:

cm Pursuant to your phone conversation o O une 24, 1986, with

Jonathan Levin of this Office, the depottio* , your client,

Robert x. Teeter, is now scheduled for tenday, July 30, 1986, 
at

11:00 a.m. This deposition will be held at the Office of the

General Counsel.

If you have any questions, please contact Jonathan Levin,

o the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-5690.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General ,ounsel

Deputy General Counsel



Jonathan Itevin, q. .
Federal hootion eo..5.40p
999 a Street, g. .
washington, DC 20463

1B3:

Dear Mr. Levin:

This letter is to notify you that 3.
Republican National Commite,-'Wil1
Thursday, July 31st, at 10:00 a.m.

If you should have any questions in
hesitate to contact my attorney.

.Nrk Braden, Chief Counsel of the
be representing me at my deposition on

regard to this matter, please do not

Very truly yours,

William I. Greene III

Dwight D. Eisenhower Republican Center 310 First Street Southeast, Washington, D.C. 20003. (202) 8638600. Telex: 70 11 44

C

.m 2133

bo
,

IOU



tkCEIVEV 4Trj~

...

L eMark rd e n. .
Chief Coune a. T

RandaUton~adaisvgston 
rnrneec t h

DePutY Chief Counsels

Jonathan Levin, ng ... .
Federal llcton cisiond h
999 3SreN ._
cashington, DC 20463

Dear Mr. Levin:

Attached are copies of anmy ta all docUMOtS and correspondence in the
Possession Of William I. Greene* 11nio , a .Re publican national
Committee pertaining to transactions an" ocamanicattons in ref erence to the
poll allegedly commissioned bV the Republican National Comittee and
conducted by Market OpiniOn Research, Inc.,, between September 17 and
September 25, 1985.

The employees of the Republican National Committee have made a diligent
effort to procure all such documents, and I have every reason to believe
that the enclosed materials represent all such items in the Committee's
files. If, at any time, we should discover in the Committee's files that
there are additional documents, which we do not believe at this time exist,
they will be promptly provided to you. The only correspondence or documents

C pertaining to the poll not produced pursuant to the Commission's request are
direct attorney-client communications in response to the Commission's
enforcement action, so they are unquestionably privileged and will not be
produced.

If you should have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact my
office.

Very truly yours

E. Mark Braden

EMB:jd
Enclosures

Dwight D. Eisenhower Republican Center: 310 First Street Southeast, Washington, D.C. 20003. (202) 863-8638. Telex: 701144
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Mr. Robert ~ .K.

Market A tdo
550 Wash *a t • ingt n r
10th Floor
Detroit, M 426.

Dear Bob:

I am in receipt ofia bi~1 f r Market Opinion Research for0 $70,000 for the recent national survey of voter attitudes
conducted for the RINC by NOR.

Vr As you know, there has been some past confusion surrounding
this poll and the questions within it. Further, both of usagree that the RNC in no instance authorized questions
pertaining to the 1988 presidential contest and we do not
intend to pay for those questions.

0D Will you please advise me as to what the cost of the poll
is for those questions on voter attitudes toward the partiesand issue and major political figures is, excluding the 1988Oquestions, and we will pay you accordingly.

Thanks for the extensive briefing. You can believe it willbe a useful part of our Achievement '86 planning.

I look forward to seeing you next time you're in town.

Very truly yours,

William I. Greener, III

CC: Robin H. Carle
E. Mark Braden
Jay Banning %. ' h5316 (747 )

Dwight D. Eisenhower Republican Center: 310 First Street Southeast, Washington, D.C. 20003. (202) 863-8600. Telex: 70 11 44
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We survey at adults in the United States was

ainion foserch ftr the Re ublean National a

ppss of the surwy an:

uj~r

7b assess personal and -related mre@

To investicate voter supr t for Vice-PresiIn#.
Bus h &a Bot the primary an oenera

tions for Prsident TnF 1988.

To map the national issue agenda, especially with
respect to the iortant issues of foreign trade and
international terrorism.

Research Desion

Sample/Field

Fifteen hundred (1500) telephone interviews were administered to a

clustered, probability-proportionate-to-size random sample of U.S.

citizens, 18 years old or older living in the continental United

States. The interviewing was conducted between September 17th and

25th, 1985.

G~Jb1
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Due and payable by
Term:N. October 9, 1985

Job No.
P85040

voter analysls.
$70,000.00
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AGREEMENT

Septemboer 9, 1985MaktO l 1d
aMallon Corporation. of Detroit, Micblpn (-M CmC) NA

MORC and client agree that MORC shall conduct a public opinion survey ("survey) for duet m do'
following term and conditions.

I. Conduct of Public Opinion Surwy
(a) Thesurveyshallconsistof n t lU S than fift en hu 'r/n a-d (1lr l0 - dlBlhir rWsInterviews adinistered to a DrobAbit in mltsh

States pouai o 14.

(b) MOBC will submit the questionnaire and population sample for the survey to client for approval prior
to the commencement of interviews. The specific details of the survey as to timing, questionnaire content, and
population sample to be surveyed (except as otherwise specified in paragraph I (a) shall be mutually agreed upon
by the parties as circumstances may require. In the event the parties fail to agree, client shall have final authority to
determine the subject matter content of the survey and the population type to be sampled while MORC shall have
final authority to determine the specific wording of questions on the questionnaire and the specific individuals
within the given population type to be sampled. MORC shall not be obligated to ask questions of persons inter.
viewed in addition to those included on the approved questionnaire or to provide data or interpretations with respect
to topics or types of issues not covered by the questionnaire. MORC will proceed with a survey only after it receives
notice of the client's approval of the questionnaire and the population sample.

(c) Payment as required by paragraph 2 having been made to MORC, the survey to be conducted by MORC
shall be commenced by MORC within ten days after wntten or oral approval by client of the questionnaire and
the population sample, or September 11. 1985 whichever date is later.

(d) k report of the results of the survey in the customary form used 1), MORC shall Ie delivered to client not

later tha.n fctohpr 9 for preliminary report

2. Fees and Paywnt

Client agrees to pay MORC for the survey, a fee of sovPnty thniiand dol are
($7O_000) which is due and payable by October 9. 1985

.. th, t m df\ overdiie shatl bear interest at eJLhteen percent .tnmua) rate

CIV

CIV

V

V

C

MARK T OPINION RESEARCH



aMo ORC
Mr. Wiln Bre v Market Opinion Research
Republican Natoa Ct t550 Washington Blvd.
310 First Street, OE. Suite 1000
Washington, D. C. 20003 Detroit, Michigan 48226

Attn: Robert Teeter
o (c) Thi* Aeme rePwen the tr, arement behien the pues and supereds any Md a pdo

agr emets written or veral and my be amnded mly by wrIttMn lnument signed by both paies.
(d) The prnouns "it" and "Its" sal inclde the prmm. "he , "she ard "them and the singlar slWlo include the plura, and vice versa. The word "survey sha include the word "subsequent survey or "surves" where

evident from the context.
(e) This Agreement shall be binding on the respective administrators, executors, heirs, successors or assigns

cc of the parties.
(f) This Agreement shall be construed in accordance with the laws of the State of Michigan.

(g) If any one or more of the provisions of this Agreement are held illegal. invalid or unenfoceable, the
balance of the Agreement shall remain in full force and effect.
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50 W ASHIjGN BOUL.EVARD, DETROIT, MICHIGAN 482261 (313) 9(3-2-a-si

t4.1 Cm ltt. OCTOBER 18. 1965

-inn

STATEM.NT

Invom Number

12927

Total

Amount

S70e000.00

SO, 000.00
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'"t relo of the Rpa *b9)4th

o.~ia fog the, Gop dentiarl "40, Z .in fact

bee4iensea this su0blit With 'Au - W&M Q dtoo
during the past mot'o that 'We might 'th te tst steps toward
i.nsurng the INC' a candidate nuetrality, ad, at ,e.sam time,-pro-

vitng out -Party leaders, on an equal' os, ie informaton

and resources available from the Coftittee.

You and I agree our focus during the next year ought not to be

198, but rather the important elections of 1986. The stakes have

never been higher. It is absolutely essential that we retain control

of the U.S. Senate and achieve gains at all other levels.

The unfortunate incident this week involving the mistaken im-

r pression that the RNC commissioned and paid for a poll exclusively for

0 one Presidential candidate is illustrative of the type of misunderstand-

ing that must be avoided.

As a further indication of the type of confusion that surrounds

c our efforts, one only needs to look at b1hese consultants and pollsters

who work with u* and are also official or unofficial advisors to one

or more of those who might run for the Presidential nomination in 1988.
4f C*1qLWb f'T at AOPBA&h',How best to handle this, and other matters, J W!

During our past discussions about how best to minimize and elim-

inate these problems, I asked you and other potential candidates, to

designate a representative who would interface with the RNC. Obvious

topics for us to address would include the 1988 convention, possible



YOU "Ua" i~dioate4 that orrt, f~t)e eig

ooro~A Pollift i it eential that t~4s ad~o Wtgbegin
Withs ai-. ," pr iat c off.icials as SOOn a *  ible

I intend t* SC., eale the first Meti09,g of this grop sometim

in early January. In the next 10 days, I vil3 contactlyu with more
of the details as to th. exact date and scope of the meeting. If you
want to change your representative, please let me know at your earliest
convenience.

All of us at the RNC look forward to working with you in the
VF upcoming months. Together, we can assure the goals we share for the
_ 1986 election are reached.

Should you have any questions, please feel free to contact me.
0 It is vital that we get the job done in 1986.

CO

Sincerely,

FF
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ctnd&iEates for t he G(fOp~a

thiS Subect Wi t~YOU

towrax insuring. be th t pro-
vtdin our Party Aa:deMt i r-010=08

availablA from the Comittee

YOU z agr Our of s ng the net yar ought to be

198, but rather the important elections a 19816. The staes have

never been higher. It La absolutely essential that ye retain control

of the U.S. Senate and W,achiV a iO 1.ve!0.
'Ph 43 tN- an Uini f 11t~ tIi,. Las ar MAosiitaken imi-

pression h on L=r. aer ; that the RNC a poll exclusively for

one Presidential candidate. ._____, 0 -06 c-__sa

The fact is that we conducte one of our ordinary natio 1 voter

surveys and allowed the Vice Pr ide t's people to "piggy- ck" some

W questions of interest to th . We ave seen neither th questions or

CC the results on the pigg back" ques ions. We have er been asked to

pay for these questi /ns. In fact, as of this da , we have not seen

the results on t questions that e paid to ave asked.

The na ure of the problem s a sims e clerical error. When the

pollster epared the books cont iningthe questions of particular and

politi al interest to those wor in with the Vice President, a sentence

ind cating the study had been d e for the RNC was contained. As noted

earlier, this just is not the truth.
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that w_______ va whoyo
Obviosly, t tm for

certain aa 0 heno *nor the
At the ame t yo rve tom

strictly nuetral tatters pertaij

11r

~Jb Wemu~st sk

tba IW ~C is being
S8 aintion.

wuas ~ ~ n o~,iiP ur first tIng on X
If you want to con s 7 r than

please me know at your ea iest convenience.

All of us at the RNC look forward to working with you in the
upcoming months. Together we can assure the goals we share for the

1986 election are reached.

Sincerely,

&46F -
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William I. Greener, III
Deputy Chief of Staff
for Political Operations
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U N SYLZYRRXR
i-IBSu-POLLS s B6 f 5.

;4PPO.LL Danus Hors! & hoTIST FROM BUse's POTENTIAL RIVALS
UV DOMALD N. ROTHMUR
Uj.lP POLtTkICAL OnTE'~"MAMMNSON (AP) I ipiiTT ~4Lg usi-N
ABOUT VICE PRESIDENT t1ORE IlPS0IS PtESbSgEUTIL PROSPECTS MRS BRAUS
UO31.S Of PROTEST MEIMESPy FR* I93S POTmaa. RIVALS MIIO SAm TME
SURVEY As * TILT TOiMD lBUSH N TUa ,161 WAcE.
TiERE ALSO HAS A SUESTION MINETNER BUSH'S POLITICAL ACTION COMMITTEE
WOULD VIOLATE FEDERAL CTION LOOS If I PAID PART OF THE COST Of
THE POLLS '

, I DES TO EVSHIS RIVARLS WERE CONTENDING THE VICE PFESIDENT'S
'q F OLIT IR.L ACTI .,N Ct HMITTEE k8.'Lr VIOLATE FEDERAL LAW IF IT PA.ID HORE
qTHAN H 9AH5!" TOAR:D THE COST OF THE SURVEY. h OSH ADVISER SfAILiv THAT

WAS AN INCORRECT IHTERPRETATION OF THE L.R,
FRANK J. FRHRENXOPF' JR., CHAIRfMAN OF THE REPUBILICAN NATIONAL

C. OHHITTEES SAID HE GOT AN A GdRY CALL FROM SENATE MAJORITY LEADE BOr
i DOi.E, WHO: DEMRHCE', ''MHWRT THE HELL IS GOING ON?'

lr THE CHAIRHAN SAID HE A ESURED DOLE$ WHO HAS His EYE ON THE i
PRESIDENTIAL HMZIHRTIONl• THAT THE FAFITY -OVLD fE I "-C[ AIATE
NE. TRRL ; IN THE RA .E.

Le E~~ T L C ~A E FF T fE E YhF E ~'R I r . 'D CiV -2 1 1
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'E". ..E :IF THEY r Am-"-CYEf': ' S r FEN.C :F UZi. THE
&, . #L n. . .n- L- r.
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SENT-OUT WITH At COVER LETTERI WIHt SAm;0 I"'HIS S1UR'ViY! , $~I IT# #
. THE. UNZTED STATES riAs C NDUCTE+ BYI HRRKET ePZ|INO Rgn$:i ,#*.

"To ASSESS.PERSONAL RO +OD-RELATED P ERCEFPTIONS OF G[0+IIu +t,$ ttoR
TO COMPARE PUPBLIC PERCEPTIOM OF ss)l WIlTH THOSE OF PRlSIVT+ ft% !,N

"'To INVESTIGATE VOTER SUP+OR~T FOR VICE PRESIDENT GEO.RRI BU% I

ROTH THE PRIMAlRY AtID GENERAL ELECTION FOR PRESIDENT Itt 1+.++:

ITPORTSNt ISSUES oF FIFEINR TRUC An I NTERNRTIONRL. TERR"ORISft

,.fl THE SU RVEY OF j,5 'i PEOPLE fiAS C.OHD CTED IN SEPTEMBER,
LEE ATHRTERI FORHER DEPT, MWITE HOU$E POLITICAL DIRECTOR AurP NON A

PRIVATE CONSULTANT A D ADVISER t# SUSl SAID THE COVER LETTER 0As? "

EGROSS CLERICAL ERROR HE SAID TiE LETTER HAS EANT ONLY TO. DESCRIE

ql" THE BUSH PORTION DF THE LETTERa

J. AMES CARNNON, WIHO RUNS THE REPVLIcARN MAJORITT FUND, A POLITICAIL

ACTION COSHITTEE SET VP BY FORMlER SENAfTE MAJORITY LEADER HOWARD U.
, RER JR.S S£ID HIS LEGAL ADVISERS SAID IT WAS A SLAM0 DUNK OF A

0 VILOATIRE P , F ELECTI ON LAS FOR THE US H P. TO PAY FOR THE POLL.
TWATER SAID THE VOTH PVC's ATTORNEI REVIESIED THE POLL FiND bU EiRE

GOING TO PAY FOR'?1 ESTIONS THAT DEAL NTH USH S IMAGE AND ALL THAT

KIND OF STUFF.1HE SAID THAT ERE NOT P AYING FOR ANYTHING ABOUT I98ONA AND ADDED

THT FUANY POLITICAL ACTIDE COITTEE WANTS TO SEE HOf THEIR OAItRRN

SR PRITNCIPnTA sPOKESMAN LOOSS 1  R
GRTOP OFFICIAL OF THE BusT.ER $A SPEAKIN ONLY OT CONDITION HE NOT l

IDENTIFIED, SAID THAT Turts .- tt ,T 5011E 188 STUFF IN THERE AtN N1i0

sAYs, '0oPS, I WENT TOO FAR FRORt THE FEC STANDPOINT1 AND I GUES
THELL HAVE TO EAT THT STUFF.
FEDERAL ELECTION LAW S PROHIBIT A POLITICAL ACTION COflITTEE FROM

CONTRIBUTING ̂ORE THAE $5S PAK TO A CYNDIDATE5 INCLUDINO TO A

POTENTIAL CANDIDATE TESTING THE WATERS IN PREPARATION FOR A POSLRILE

PRESIDENTIAL CSHP A LOK.
RP-NV-t2- H 4- 5 i EHTST

i

FEEA ELCTO LAW .RMD 8PLTCLACINCMITEFO

COIBUIGMR HN$90 O0 ADDTIICUIGT

POTENTIAL~~~~. CADIAT .ETN THE WAESIRPRTINFRAPSI
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96 fbat"" "mesoontoswjN

Utors?
vice Pnide's PAC, wh wwe go measi
momymatol MMUs

?61 thik tat it uaa of PAC fiends for t pol
i e ol a uleat, a far aita coaribe-
m.mreomnsmd. Many of u ve mo&ne "
*a pmoud it w he VMd mUivl for
IV* So"e and Kew asAdfie and other

qWAm flcae .ekm,. so for she 'U Ped-
4d"tcnali Clarly, we have Warned that we

ave do insy k h pawnl, and spk-
i fr m14. I've gswen my Ia dim to
3IhP AC."

sh im a. athae o s cntiud mony
newal. bw b-" so awo Mo

-

To asnealet. you know tha thy cated the PAC
for M and would use its fuds toward the Pei"
dmial race in some fot. I rteay ca't sy I'm
surprised tat Ithe poll) hpperd. Howe. if I
wee a me* conributor. I would fee dt my

lds were being mimused, ia may who Pve
did so with the abe4ut. aam ta she PAC's
primay work was in d 19 campins, withM ' •

t be dik wit only after the formeW was ova."
M thepollmy beavolV ioflthewakwawd

Various Pau o ncan i rla ul i
a major violation of the fedel electon laws for I
malendidae pitical aci commine-e-
custy what the Bh Fund b-so coatribue moe
than 53,00 to any po"cd candidte. The lush
Frd was eapected to pY 1 mor than this sum
for Bas shae of thu eay-

at oft @W amt edel- ew m

awaywit*na oteMV hep~aw"40"
lg re eip Mb ein of doe Ustl"
SNOW
jim Cwon. who is tyin$ t mk Howard

Baker siden,hee been QeDWas sayingh 114POlN
is a "slam dak" violtio of the feerl laio
laws. "'ve seen ti poll,"heuld, "g5 114016i

11101 3 o il the0 way."
Wall, B's not oe thot we arse with HoIwd

Ima peo. l, %We ta's ja how te surver
ra. Fromsheadlaltu IPS lsthed d'r

Vice 01lnt'I I5IUlkl Th paI
wenM hlew Am lmR m I rail as Vis FrM

~~~~~~~146 hoieli i a lner e te w

The fact that Bush is head of a task iorce On
international terrorism, the survey notes at one
point. "could be of great benefit to hun when dis-
custing this issue. Thi issue is surely one that
will be aound i 1968. and it provides Bush with a
good opportunity to demonstrate his strength and
molve oa the ist as well as his breadth of experi-

earn."
On the faew of thing. Bush's PAC - The Fund

for America's Future - would seem to have tras-
aid both the ethical and legal boundaries for

mulicandidae PAQ. and Fund officials are

akledy massing they never asked Ter for the
s mue questlons dealing with 196. Ron Kaufman.

the Fund's political director, actually told us: " We
did n in any way, shape or form ask for or

. j..adMMg.OaA 4030d on 'U for us."

Thu. to say the least. is difficult to swallow, but
then it is difficult to fully swallow much of what
anyone connected with the poll is saying.

The precise role of the Republican Nanuonal
Commimee in this whole episode is stU unclear.
Last week. the survey was leaked around town,
and, al things turned out, the "Foreword" strong-
ly suated that the RNC had actually commis-

siond and pow for the entire pro-Bush poll.

The "Foreword" to the survey (see photo) said
the poll "was conducted by Market Opinion
Rsearch for the Republica National Commit-

e." Nowhere in the "Foreword" - or. in fact, in
the over 100~a document - was Bush's Fund
for America's Future ever mentioned.

The major purposes of the survey, the

"Foreword" wenl on. were three. "To asss per-

;ti 4n uA5 S e N M AIIII
6 1 1

60M61L CuiLit*S. The Mile

M Mum 4plmin 0" Job-giioO lUtio" ad

* mN e00r AI @oow e .0 6211 b r mw 111.11 1M
& NS a"U :ea1M' WAom *-

NS -- US"OWS MOMs *4115 &"W INSii Ol

bulil i ou iilC jdcI II Cptu1 )Iii co I5 ic Bush,and to onijmir pubit, l'cr+.ptiui ,,I tlsho with
those of PleIdcnt kra al. Ti uis .tsauiite voter

support lot Vicc Presdent (Gcotgc bu.ih In both the
primary and lgeneral clecion,% loi President in
1968. To map the naional imue agcnda, especially
with rspect to the istuitark i tsueb ol Ieoigo

trade and intenrationAl teriorsim."
Bush's rivals. who got wind ul thc 1h'll, were

livid. Kansas Sen. Robicat Dole i,,dl remarked
that he "didn't know that the kNC hjd become

Bush headquarterb. "
When Iewsmen bg An to itquire whether the

RNC had commissioned a $75,.000 poll solely on
behalf ot Geogle Rush lot the 1986 ele, sons -thus
violating its supposed neutrality aid I lic eletion
laws to booI-RNC ollwials, altei conicieilg with
Bush backers. Teeter AIId others. sIuitcdC tIAt the
report that was leaked had been piepuied for (he

Bush PAC only.
The "ForewUld." ihcY Insisted, 4uti0111d a

'cleical" 'l' o( lit lathii to tncnton thit the I'utd
for America's huture ia clearly -191Ced 1) dIarC

the #ost of the poll, I e, pay for the questions it
had asked for. It was sdid that an entslseh dilterent
report -uppusedly to be delivered this week-was
being put together for the RNC.

Nevertheless, skepticsisn exuded ini many
quarters, and none of the explaatiowu, ofiLCIl or
otherwise, get llush's l'AC off the hook Any way
you look at it, The Fund I r FAleIK.'\ II uIt hAs
misled is constrtutos Into tliilkas ihat the

money raised was ioling iu aid lepulpi.4is calidi-
datle in 196 wid hias alisios cerlaaill %hulaled the
fedeal ection laws. Whsy doesn't itac of those

publc issue law iins tes tie issues n, Itrodl

IL 0 1P 08
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The remaining part of the poll.
which specificall tests Bush's po-
litical strength compared with that
of his probable competitors, will be
paid for by Bus 's political acnor.
cornmi::ee. the Fund for America s
Future, according to Greener anc
to Robert Teeter. who conducted
the poll.

Teeter, who runs Market Opin-
iw-. Rcerch. supports Busn

After 'an afternoon of private
meetings to discuss bow the poll
was developed. Teeter, Greener
and othe!- Buis!h backerz provided

Alu~w, a PGO .OW

ai

walk nasp i '-f

ag a taedd o oQ '(
obwn bw, -m .m

Pmdd pa.O a bye C.

ad mdli *a-a dte-

Fe ew w.Adt do t Db'a
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The d 32 Th'IWakl.do-

can pimwy" etlme t ad the
broader tdemtscoate to rie
fac t, t ie. aUw Rep.

Jacik Kep --and "-exme bow Bush cuae ucouas-
terrorism and/mternatarml trade tobuild support forhis prospeciv
candidacy.

The document is not only a po-,"
hitical assessment o.4 Bust, but also- -
a campaign strategy paper. It says:'It is very important as the 1988
campaign begins and [President]Reaan's tenra come t a close to
dine us" how percepaon a of Bush

and Reagan are related. wherethere Are dfferences and how Bush
can both taneadvantae of public
uid spoill to rhrd R oaga s and be
t e devolopis own i oang. p .- -

Teeter said yesterday tat a very o
different version of the PO as th be
provided to the RNC. The costhe
sd, will be about 7500 0. but he
to ,-, deeo is ow .; g • . ..r

Teeter', sa-d yeteda that avry

i

~y

-~ ~

(4

qr

~2.

*J ~li



..... t e Go? Pii.t4 l $a Z$*. In

andreources avalable fros the ccmte.,

You and I agree our focus during the next year ought not to be

tot

1988, but rather the important elections of 1986. The stakes have

never been higher. It s absolutely essential that we retain control

MC of the U.S. Senate and achieve gains at all other levels.

-- The unfortunate incident this week involving the mistaken im-.

pression that the RNC commissioned and paid for a poll exclusively for

0 one Presidential candidate is illustrative of the type of misunderstand-

~,ing that must be avoided.
1As a further indication of the type of confusion that surrounds

our efforts, one only needs to look at ese consultants and pollsters

who work with a and are also official or unofficial advisors to one

or more of those who might run for the Presidential nomination in 1988.

How best to handle this, and other matters, .. ...................

During our past discussions about how best to minimize and eli-

inate these problems, I asked you and other potential candidates, to

designate a representative who would interface with the RNC. Obvlst

topics for us to address would include the 1988 convention, possible
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coacr:n mill:~)~ it essential tbot tugs ad: boo @ouuaitte bogjin

Meeting ith Me a04 pa C official* As soon as is fesilbe.

I intend to schedule the first meetiag of tis group soamtime

in early January. xn the next 10 days, I will ontact you with more

of the details as to the exact date and scope of the meeting. if you

want to change your representative, please let me know at your earliest

convenience.

NY All of us at the RNC look forward to working with you in 
the

qW upcoming months. Together, we can assure the goals we share for the

1986 election are reached.

IShould you have any questions, please feel free to contact me.

0 It is vital that we get the job done in 1986.

Oqr

C

Sincerely,

FF
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viding our Party I* to t am resources

available from the O t-S,

You and I agree our t0ms015 4rin the. 1e ,t, yerOught Lot to be

1988, but rather the important o*lctions-of 19*6. The stakes have

never been higher. it is absolutely essential that vs retain control
NNW

of the U.S. Senate and achieve ga2 kt all other lols.
-- sba -, 4 1 4.. .CThis J6 No SM I W 4Wwas O .o wwwwwm"000A-mi staken its-

pression -.-,b'_-...-n q -tie- that the IMC 4"La poll exclusively for
pressioL Iiw bz4 Mzre thth M dCAo one Presidential candidate. CL _-l" ..tuL-, hi_ i" --- t .s a

& The fact is that we conducte one of our ordinary natio 1 voter

surveys and allowed the Vice Pr ide ts. people to "piggy- ck some

questions of interest to th . e ave seen neither th questions or

the results on the pigg 4ack" ques ions. We have ver been asked topay for these queot, os. In fact./ as of thi , w e have,, not seen
the results on t questions that/we paid to ave asked.

The na ure of the problem *s a sip e clerical error. When the,/

pollster epared the books cont ining-7the questions of particular and

politi al interest to those wor inj'w/ith the Vice President, a sentence

ind cating the study had been d e for the RNC was contained. As noted

earlier, this just is not the truth.
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strictly ftetral mttors pertaining ion.

I want. c o 'i ouar first ing on
If you Want to co ot soo oe than _ _ __ .

please me know at your ea iest convenience.
All of us at the 1NC look forward to workingwith you in the

upcoming months. Together we can assure the goals we share for the

1986 election are reached.

h'IL tAi W&U . Sincerely,
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OP 'POLL OuRNS NOW. I' OTES? FIN 9VS0 POT5NTIAL II VALSOrl D!ONALD.I N. ROINIE Ii1POI, '1a~ n.a6ua
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*OWLS OF PROT!sT R EI irkesT Fill rol5 uIIT t alas io am lB
SURVEY ASO TILT T "S b ' IN Tiog 1111 wRCI.
TutE ALSO WAS A URSTION STNINTE BUSH'S POLITICL ACTION COHITTEE

*4" WOULD VIOLATE FEDERAL ELECTION LAS IF IT PAID PART OF ToE COST OF
THE POLL. 'a.

RADES TO I VE1' RIVALS WERE CONTENDING THE VICE PRESIDENT'S
POLITICAL ACTION COMMITTEE WOLLD VIOLATE FEDERAL LAU IF IT PAID MORE

•: THAk $50ee TONARD THE COST OF THE SURVEY. R BVSH ADVISER SLIC THAT
WAS AN INCORRECT INTERPRETATION OF THE LAM.

. FRANK J. FRmREtKoPF JR.t CmAirmAk OF ITE REPUBLICAi NTIONAL
COMMITTEES SAID HE GOT AN ANGRY CALL FROM SENATE MAJORITY LEADER Bor

0 ROLE9 WHO DEHMADEDI "MHAT THE HELL IS SOING ON?"
' THE CHAIRMAN SAID HE ESSURED DOLE$ #HO HAS HIS EYE ON THE 988

Ct PRESIDENTIAL NDMIHNTION, THAT THE rAFTY NOLr'LD E LCAiHDIOATE

NEUTFURAL-  IN THE PA..E.

(nLE TCLc FAH8FEu:KFF THE St'VEY KAS 'PAID FPCR AND "INEO tYL - L. . F,
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lITi it LITTLi LIKE ft DUMP TRUCK- RiDINi PiSIY4vtc ON A ic

NHPOLLSTER ROSEltrCY lITER COlWILt 0T V III0

SENT OUT WiTH COVER LITTERg ,HICH SI "THIS #O
TilE UTzED STATES HAS 'CONDUCTED BY *AVE Ozsoa lsa VRkw

RIPULICAN O ATtOTL, CONMTTEE. Ti nAltJOR PURPOSES OF Ti lURVEY M.it:Z

"To aSISS.PaRsOmAL AND 'O-R'IL.aTED PERCEPTIONS OF GiEO RGEusHl AND
TO COMPARE PUBLIC PRCEPTON OF BuSH oIro THOSE OF PaESI$HT , R.

"4To INVESTIGATE VOTER SUPPORT FOR, ViCE PRESIDENT GEoRe t USH IN

BOTH THE PRIHARY AND GENERAL ELECTION FOR PRESIOENT IN $ IN ,

"TO MAP THE NOTIONAL ISSUE *SENAoI ESPECIALLY WITH RESPECTTO THE

IMPORTANT ISSUES OF FOREIGN TRADE AND INTERNATIONAL TERRORISW.
10

f'n THE SURVEY OF J9500 PEOPLE HAS CONDOCTEO IN SEPTEMBER.

LEE ATUfTERI FORMER DEPUTY UNITE HOUSE POLITICAL DIRECTOR IND 'OU A

PRIVATE CONSULTANT AND fiVISER #S4 SAID TOE COVER LSTTSR '#1S "al

GROSS CLERICAL ERROR,. ! ME SaID ToE LETTER iAS PEANT ONLY TO DESCRIBE

THE BUSH PORTION OF THE LETTER*

- JAMES CANNONs MNHO RUNS THE REPUBLICAN NA:ORITY FuNot A POLITICAL

r ACTION CONITTEU SET UP BY FORmER S NATE KAJORITY LEADER HomnRD H.

BAKER JR.S SAID HIS LEGAL OVIERS SAID IT HAS " A SLAM DUNK OF A
VIOLATION"' OF ELECTION LAWS FOR THE BUSH FRC TO PAY FOR THE POLL.

S ARTNATER SAID THE BUSH PfiC'S ATTORNEYS REVIEWED THE POLL AND "NE'RE

GOING TO PAY FOR'fUESTIONS THAT DEAL NITI BUSH'S IMAGE AND ALL THAT

e, KIND OF STUFF.el

HE SAID THAT "INEORE NOT PAYIN FOR ANYTHING ABOUT 1988" AND ADDED

THAT " ANY POLITICAL ACTIAN CORHITTEE #ANTS TO SEE NON THEIR CHfIRRAN

AN) PRINCIPAL SPOKESHRN LOOKS.1*

TOP OFFICIAL OF THE BUS,...lC. SPEAKING ONLY ON CONDITION HE NOT aE

'DEXTIF1ED SAID. THAT Tu16w:4 ;'VT SONE '88 STUFF in THERE No Now

Says$ 'OOPS, I VENT TOO FAi F*O9 THE FEC sTANooINT1 AND I GUESS
NE1LL HAVE TO EAT THAT STUFF."5

FEDERAL ELECTION LAWS PROHIBIT A POLITICAL ACTION COMMITTEE FROM

CONTRIBUTING MORE THAN 15s TO A CANDIOTEI INCLUDING TO A

POTENTRAL CANDIDATE TESTING THE WATERS IN PREPARATION FOR A POSSIBLE

PRESIDE.NTIAL CRHPFAIGN.

AP -N Y -2 -f4 -9511 £7S T
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The fact th Bush is head of a task force on
lmimdeml ofrorim. the survey notes at one
poIit "midi be of great beneflt to hu when ds-
e ie isme.... This iue Is surely one thaI

SIs omdi ION. and It provides Bush with a
pW oe wouly to domonstrate his treqph ad
eiolsodsah ime as well as his breadth of expari-

am"

08 111 IM of dhmp. Bush's PAC - The Fund
for Anmem' Futur - would seem to have tramw
9i111d M 1e ethil and lgal boundarli for
muisldWe PACs. and Fund officials are

b suuull they never asked Teeter for the
guIm uemoM dealing with 1961. Kot Kaufman.

M Fud's P oi s director, actually told us: "We
id mt MN my way, shape or form ask for or
...... a.. ± SNO on 'U for us."

1it. to my die least, is difficult to swallow, but
tdmk It i dilfi to fully swallow much of what
own Gommed with the poll is saying.
TM palee role of the Republican Natonal

Oe inm h .s whole episode is sull uncear.
5i week I e survey was leaked around town.
"nd OAM turaed out, the "Foreword" strong-
lI wum dt the RNC had actually corned.

mdi paid for the entire pro-Bush poll.
TM "lFoeword" to the survey (bee photo) saud

as Pa "was cseduced by Market Opinion
Reb for th Republican National Commit-

ws.e Nowhere is W "Foreword" - or. in fact, in
she lm O S0W document - was Bush's FuNd
Ow Amtlm's Futre ever mentioned.

The major purposes of the survey, the
Foresord" west on. were tee: "To asse Pe.

I11P 8 b

ou0 16 saw J o - aic ,' LCp a o Uaa. oi 4 :k)l C Slush ,amd to conquit pubi) perteptiulu %#I 1ubii with
hoe of President kr-. . n. To Hii-.CtiA 1e voter

support for Vice Pr¢sdciai Gioc buit in both the

primary and geai eclionsb tot Presiden is
196. To map the naionad iuuu &#cda, cape;tUly
with respect to the 1iipolanu ibsues of foreign
trade snd interutional terrorism."

Bush's rivals, who sol wind of the pull. were
livid. Kansis Sen. Rube Dole ac.idly remarked
that he "didn'l know that the kN( hud become
Bush headquafr tr."

When newsmen bcgn to inqwu whether the
RNC had commissaucd a S5.0sA poll solely on
behalf of Georlc Buh lu the 98ll8ciions -thus
violating its suppose neutrality aid te election
laws so bot-RNCo ol l. afte comlerrui i with

Bush backers, Teesci -ald otllrs iiiid that the

report that was leaked had been ptcpred for the
Bush PAC only.

The "Foreword." they insited, Lonulned i
"cleical" rror in failig¥ to mention thAt the Fund
foe Americ's Future hiad clearly agqicedi to share

the cot of the poU, i , pay for the uesiolu, it
had askd for. Ii was said that an entirely different
report.-suppowdly so be delivered this weck-was
being pu together for the UNC.

Nevertheless. skpl.anm exuded I ton many
quarters. and none of the csiplanslioll, oliNt4 of

otherwise, get Duh's PAC off the hook Ally way
you look at it. The Fund br America's Future has
mi its coitributou. into thinking tha the
money raised was oili to aid Rcpubli~u caus-
data in 1986 ai ha atalubt certa ily violated the
federal elation laws. Why doesn't one of those
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Funo forA. -bgwe .. hW4- .r is i uam e.Afa T1e PAC.8a -
6Wam of federal electic lawtai "m ~ Twz~tW of lbS
James Cannon, who run Baker',& PODl obaindW iY. The WiAsingto.
Republican Majority Fund. P~s MwxmY Is descuibed as a

Accompanying the poll is a cover POll commiWsooed bY the RNC. lie
letter describing it as being f.said that the deicxfiption was a cler-
nanced by the RNC with three pur- 'ca error ana that the cm~ was, in
poses, .including an examination '*,f _-fact, the version that was provided
voter support for Vice President to Bush'sL PAC.
George Bush in both the primary The 82-page document is de-
%ftA r s _t - __. . ignpiit 'dv A,4



JAN W. SARIAN
(100 "-330 :,

Charles no Steele, Zsqul."e
General Counsel
Federal 3lectlga Comlsim
999 3 Street, .K.V.
Washington, D.C. 20463

ATTN: Kenneth A. Gropss. 1V
Associate General.

Re: MUR 2133

Dear Mr. Steele:

Subsequent to the filing on March 13, 1986 by The Fund forPAmerica's Future ("The Fund") of a response in WN 2133, it wasdiscovered that the affidavit of Mr. Lee Atwater, Chairman of theFund, misidentified an individual at the Republican National
Committee.

Accordingly, enclosed is a corrected affidavit ofMr. Atwater, and a revised Response of the Fund incorporating thecorrections in Mr. Atwater's affidavit. Only paragraph six of Mr.CAtwater's affidavit is altered, by changing the reference to theperson at the Republican National Committee with whom Mr. Atwaterhad the described conversation from Mr. William Greener to Mr.Bill Phillips. The Fund's response is similarily amended at para-graph five of the facts, and in the second paragraph of the
Summary.

We regret any inconvenience that this correction may
occasion.

Sincerely yours,

Jan W. Baran
Counsel for The Fund for

America' s Future

cc: Edith E. Holiday, Esquire
Counsellor
The Fund for America's Future . .......



14*~tvtew be~gfirSt. duly swrdeposes 6,0says:

I * 1. au Lee Atwater, ChUafn of The Fund for Amrica'

Futre 4 'The Fund").

2. The lund is a ulti.-candidate political actioi

oinnn:ttee founded by Vice President George Bush in May 1985 to

assist Republican candidates and the 
Republican Party during

the j1986 election cycle,

3. have served In the position of Chairman since

january I, 1986. Prior to becoming Chairman of The Fund, I was

-" an unpaid political consultant to The Fund.

4. In late Summer 1985, in my capacity as a consultant

0
to Vice President Bush, I was informed 

that Mr. Robert Teeter,

President of Market Opinion Research 
("NOR"), was preparing a

poll for the Republican National Committee ("RNC") at the

request of Mr. Frank Fahrenkopf, Chairman 
of the RNC, and that

Mr. Fahrenkopf was interested in including some questions

relating to public perceptions of the Vice President. These

public perceptions are useful to The 
Fund in planning appear-

ances by the Vice President on behalf 
of Republican candidates

and The Party during,19
86 .

5. Mr. Teeter and I discussed the possibility of

including questions concerning the public perception of the

Vice President, but at no time did I specify, request or



FthjrtAopfr I ew the I "a presidoetial Ol6tsOns._ W

*a*. athe t 1 *1ed Upon~ th iW poEut5 Of *aR to £om4ta

'*tcisQoE% the vice president consistent with IVC*61

1p1rpose I n 00A, xssioncing the pol.-:.

6. at tbls sam time, I notified Kr. Bil1 PhilIlIips,).

Tahrenkopf' 0 hief of Staf f at the MeC of these discussion$.

ne indicated same concern that the Vice President and his staff

had been invited by Ir. ahrenkopf to add issues to an RNC

poli, fearing that it might later prove politically awkward for

the vNC. I therefore Indicated to Kr. Phillips that The Fund

might be able to pay for a portion of this RNC poll if the

inclusion of questions of interest to the Vice President turned

out to create political problems for the RNC. By this I meant

questions concerning terrorism and trade, and the public per-

ception of leading Republicans, including the Vice President.

At no time did I specify, request or authorize the RNC to

undertake polling regarding the 1988 Presidential elections.

It remained my understanding following this conversation with

Mr. Phillips that this was an RNC poll, that the RNC was

planning to pay the full cost, and that the RNC, for its own

reasons, wanted to include questions on issues of interest to

the Vice President.



7. was not furbishbed copy of ~ ~ ~etose

4±4'L I 4iacus, the question,$&5 S)X44in the p1 w.'ith Ur. I

or anyone froM *Olt pttot to the ak ing oil -the po1.

8. In November 1985, I received a copy of the spkolI

results f romMr. Teeter which on Its @Ove pcifiLed t~t 4
was conducted for the 'RUC. Mr. Teeter briefed me on the poll,

results, which Included analysis relating to the 1988 Prosieae-

tial election questions, as well as questions concerning the

public perception of the Vice President and trade and terrorim

Nj issues.

9. As a political consultant, I am often briefed by

pollsters on the results of polls commissioned by political

groups which assess the 1988 Presidential race. Because it was
0

an RNC poll, and because the questions concerning the 1988

Presidential election had never been discussed with me, I

assumed they had been commissioned by the RNC. It was not

until December 1985 that I learned that the RNC had not

commissioned these questions.

10. Also in December, the RNC requested that the Fund pay

for those questions in the poll which had been developed by NOR

as a result of discussions between Fund officials and Mr.

Teeter, and which related to public perceptions of the Vice

President.



4W I

lie I W~ovaed WI* t 4.W it~

-the =MC to, pay Uim 4Idrecy orE Uant~~~t@5

poll. but that it vould Poky ~ yowi~ua

the .1988 Presidential-elations be*caue The 1fzd had naitber

suggOsted, reviewed E1or uthorizeSsu *twbque~tAOt . eqse

that be submit to The Funda bill:0nly for those quti"Ons

relating to public perceptions Iof the Vice PreaLdent, for -which

The, lund had volunteered to pay as a favor to the WOC

,12. As of this tie the Fund has not. received a bill

from NOR or submitted payment for the poll, but it has agreed

to settle this dispute with NOOR by paying $4,996, which sum NOR

has determined constitutes The Fund's pro rata portion of the

questionnaire.

13. The Vice President has publically stated and person-

ally informed the officials of The Fund for America's Future,

including me, that he is not a candidate for any public office

and has not authorized anyone to take actions which might cause

him to become one.

Lee Atwater

Sworn to and subscrj~bed before me
this /~day ofA *4. 1986.

Notary Public

My Commission expires: _________



JAN W. SARAN ~ .'

404ar.les, It. 041e.. 90"11",

Genkeral Cttr~al Iection Commiaio
999 Street., m.w.
Vas ngto,. D.C. 20463

ATTE:Kiatt A. Gross*.
Asomiate Geneti -064"

Re: H 2133

-' Dear Mr. Steele:

This letter, the enclosed affidavits, and a letter from
Vice President George Bush are sublmitted by the Fund for
America's Future ("Fund') In response to a complaint filed
with the Federal Election Commission on January 24, 1986 by
The Conservative Caucus Political Action Committee, denom-
inated Matter Under Review ("MUR") 2133. The complaint
alleges that the Fund for America's Future has violated or is
"about to violate" the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,

Sas amended, and the Presidential Primary Matching Payment
Account Act.' For the reasons set forth herein, the Federal
Election Commission ("FEC") should find no reason to believe
that the Fund has committed any such violation. Ths response
reflects facts drawn from the affidavits of Mr. Lee Atwater
and Mr. Craig L. Fuller, as well as from affidavits filed with
the Commission by Mr. Robert M. Teeter and Mr. William
Greener, copies of which counsel for the Fund has received,
and the enclosed letter from the Vice President.

Not only is the Vice President not a candidate for any
office, but he has taken no steps to qualify as a federally-
funded candidate under the Presidential Primary Matching
Payment Account Act. That Act is thus completely inapplicable
to the Complaint before the Commission.



, E Steele ooire.

1966

1. Early in, 1965o reak Vahrankopf 0Cbirman of the
. pib)4 Oz in eil~i ~ostions tte oRinterdecided to, Voi ,

R 3ezM. Teer, irost dent, *n trket Opinion aer lu
r) and hisa firto ond=t a: 1ol for the MIC

a. a ro n Fao rnkopf informd the Vice president tht hbe
comissioning R to do pollle and stated, that , e van

roua of including questions of interest to the Vice Presi

3. The Vice President, in the course of a eore e"mral
tIP ohersation io Mr. Teter that he undestood

Mr. lahreukopf would be calling his about a poll for the Vice
Mr iTeeter vas then directly contacted by Mr. rahrnkopf and
asked to consult the Vice Presideant'. staff fo r suggestions
concerning the eC Poll. Mr. Teeter accordingly spoke to Lee
Atwater (then a volunteer advisor to the Vice President and
currently Chairman of the Fund for America's Future), and to

sCraig Fuller, Chief of Staff to the Vice President, to see
what issues they thought might be appropriate for inclusion in
the poll. After these conversations Mr. Teeter decided to
include questions concerning the public perception of the Vice
President and the issues of trade and terrorism.

4. It was the common understanding of Messrs. Teeter,
Atwater and Fuller that the poll was an RNC poll, and that the
questions of interest to the Vice President were to be
included only because Mr. Fahrenkopf, for his own purposes,
had instructed Mr. Teeter to include such questions.

5. Mr. Atwater notified Bill Phillips, Mr. Fahrenkopf's
Chief of Staff at the RNC, of these conversations. At that
time, Mr. Phillips expressed a concern that the RNC poll that
had been commissioned from NOR might prove politically awkward
for the rC because of the questions relating directly to
issues of interest to the Vice President. Mr. Atwater accord-
ingly indicated to Mr. Phillips that if necessary the Fund
might be able to pay a portion of the costs of the poll. How-
ever, it is Mr. Atwater's recollection following this conver-
sation that the NOR survey was an RNC project, and that he
expected the RNC to pay for it in full. Mr. Atwater was never
shown a draft of the NOR questionnaire, nor did he approve any
specific questions.
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Charles N. Steele, Zsquire
April 1, 196
Page 3

.6. Nr. Teeter sent Mr. Fuller a version of a
questionnaire for the NC poll, requesting his co
Mr. Fuller reviewed it in its entirety and made three se
suggestions to NOR, one of which concerned a trade and
lea question, one to a public perception question, and:O
.uestion relating to qualities sought in a future ]resi*

Fr. Puller was not asked to approve the poll, and he d1& t,
do so, but merely offered suggestions as requeslt
Mr. Fuller on occasion is consulted by professional pollste v
Including other RHO pollsters, seeking his reaction to i ,
tions they intend to ask, and thus was not surprised .t f
receive the draft RNC survey, especially in light of the fact
that it contained a number of questions relating to the Vivo
President. Mr. Fuller was not shown a final copy of the
questions before the poll began or otherwise consulted again
by NOR.

7. When NOR completed the drafting of the question-
naire, Mr. Teeter called Mr. Greener of the RNC and inform
him that the poll would cost $70,000. Mr. Greener approved
this charge, but he did not receive a copy of the question-
naire in advance of the survey, or otherwise approve the
specific questions contained therein.

8. When the poll was complete, NOR wrote two separate
analyses of the poll, one of which emphasized trade and ter-

o rorism, public perception and the 1988 election, and one of
which emphasized national issues, the national political

cparties, and major political figures. Mr. Teeter has stated
that it is not unusual for MOR to prepare multiple analyses of
polling data for the various parties involved in a poll.
Mr. Teeter presented his first analysis to the Vice President
and his staff on November 13, 1985, and gave his second analy-
sis to the RNC when it was completed in early December, 1985.

9. The copy of the survey analysis sent to Mr. Fuller,
Mr. Atwater, and the Vice President contained the cover nota-
tion that the analysis was drawn from a poll commissioned by
the RNC. It was assumed that the 1988 Presidential questions
had been included at the direction of the RNC.

10. The RNC then advised MOR that it would not pay for
the portions of the poll concerning the 1988 election since
the RNC had not authorized those questions. The Fund also
advised MOR that it, at the request of the RNC, would pay for
those questions of the poll concerning the public perception
of the Vice President.



WILEY & REIN
Charles N. St**le, Esquire
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1. It was apparent to Ar. Teeter that there v.serious but good-faith disagreement between NOR and the
to what questions should or should not have been Includ
the poll. Accordingly, and following its customary buti t !4%
Prlactie for dispute resolution, NOR negotiated vith theU
a the lund concerning the payment for the survey.
result, NOR has agreed to bill the RNC for all questions i-
the survey except (a) those relating to the 1980 Presid t3
election, which were never explicitly authorized by the |..
end (b) those questions relating to the public perception of
the Vice President, which will be billed directly to the fVt d.

0 12. The Vice President did not request or authorize anypolling relating to the 1988 election or any possible candi-
dacy.

SI. Summary

This chronological review of the facts make it clear that
Nthe RNC commissioned a poll, and for its own reasons sought to

include questions of interest to Vice President Bush. Vice
0 President Bush's staff accordingly advised the pollster in

general terms of what sort of questions would be of interest
to them. Neither the Vice President nor anyone on his staff
or associated with the Fund commissioned the poll or autho-
rized 1988 polling. When the questionnaire was prepared,

co however, NOR included a series of questions related to the
1988 race, mistakenly believing that those questions had been

ccommissioned by the RNC. When the poll had been completed,
the Fund agreed, at the request of the RNC and in order to
ease the RNC's position, to -receive a bill from MOR for these
questions concerning the public perception of the Vice Presi-
dent.

When Mr. Atwater originally told Mr. Phillips that the
Fund would consider paying for a portion of the poll he did
not anticipate the sort of poll which MOR produced, with its
emphasis on the 1988 election. However, the Fund is aware of
the difficult position in which the RNC now finds itself. The
Fund is accordingly prepared to pay NOR, in the sum of $4,996,
if the Commission determines that such payment would be in
accord with the Federal election laws. The questions identi-
fied by MOR for possible payment by the Fund relate only to
those questions attempting to measure the perception of vari-
ous personal characteristics of the Vice President, namely
trustworthiness, concern, leadership and competence. Know-
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ledge of such public perception is of value to the f1w64 4
t attmting to schedule the Vice President's appearances 6h.

behalf of Republican candidates in 1986.

Throughout this period, the Vice President has reaffiwsa
his prior statement that he Is not a candidate for any of*#4
a fact of which he has advised both his staff and the l ala.
The RNC's desire to include questions of interest to the Vt
President, the Party's second highest public office holder, ini
a poll which it commissioned, does not in any way change thi,
fact.

III. Legal Argument

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,
("Act"), 2 U.S.C. J§ 431-455, states that "the term 'candi-

"T date' means an individual who seeks nomination for election,
or election, to Federal office." Id. at 5 431(2). The Ved-
eral Election Commission's ("FECWT regulations, 11 C.F.R.
§ 100.3, state that an individual becomes a candidate upon the
occasion of any one of four occurrences:

0
the individual receiving contributions or
making expenditures aggregating in excess
of $5,000; 11 C.F.R. I 100.3(a)(1);

the individual giving his or her consent
to another to receive such contributions

cc or make such expenditures; 11 C.F.R.
§ 100.3(a)(2);

the individual failing to disavow such
activity by another person after receiving
written notification by the FEC; 11 C.F.R.
I 100.3(a)(3); or

contributions or expenditures aggregating
more than $5,000 made through any combina-
tion of the above three occurrences.
11 C.F.R. I 100.3(a)(4).

Vice President Bush is not a candidate for public office,
and has not authorized anyone to receive contributions or make
expenditures on behalf of any potential candidacy. Accord-
ingly, he is not a candidate pursuant to 11 C.F.R.
$I 100.3(a)(2) or (3).
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No facts have beon presented to demonstrate that the Vice
President commissioned the poll, or authorized the taking of a
poll on behalf of any potential candidacy. The accompanying
affidavits demonstrate that he did not do no. The willingness
of the Fund to voluntarily defray a portion of the RNo's cost

oby paying for those questions of interest to the lund (includ-
in only those which measure the public perception of the Vice
President, the Fund's founder and Honorary Chairman) does not

o constitute authorization by the Vice President of any expendi-
tures relating to a potential future candidacy, nor of any
such expenditures by the lund.

O Thus, the allegation made in the Complaint that the poll
should be governed by 11 C.F.R. 100.8(b)(1) (the "testing the
waters" regulations) is contrary to the facts. The poll was
not an expenditure by anyone "solely for the purpose of deter-
mining whether an individual should become a candidate," as
the Complaint suggests.

The Complaint also states that the Republican National
Committee would violate the Act by paying more than $5,000 to
NOR for the poll. Implicit in this argument is the suggestion
that the Fund itself would be in violation of the Act by
allowing the RNC to pay more than $5,000 of the cost of the
poll. The notion that it would be contrary to the Act for the
RNC to pay for more than a fraction of its own poll is ridicu-
lous. The RNC conceived the idea of the poll, commissioned
MOR to do the poll, actively sought advice from the Vice
President's staff as to what issues to include in the poll,
and authorized the payment of the full cost of the poll before
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the actual survey began. Tho fund' a volu-tary agreemen txpay for a portion of the question (those allocated by NO it
the public perception of the Vice President, the Fund's moat
active campaigner) in no way alters the JNC'a agreement with
NR to pay for its own po11. Nor does the M' a agre
with NOR to pay the final bill submitted In any way viOlatethe election laws. This bill excludes the 1988-relatod uWe.
tions (which the RNC had not requested) from its allocatione
as well as those questions for which the Fund has voluntarily,
agreed to pay.

Finally, the Complaint suggests that NOR would be makingas a corporate contribution by failing to seek payment for Ihe
cost of all of the questions. Implicit in this is the alleg-

w tion that the Fund would be accepting an illegal corporatecontribution were NOR not to bill for unauthorized questionsCl contained in the RNC's poll. The complaint further suggests
that weven if one were to accept the possibility that certain
questions were not specifically 'requested,' it would be
because those questions related to the usual demographic
questions included in every poll." This is demonstrably
wrong. As the affidavits indicate, no one outside of NOR
authorized the inclusion of the questions relating to the 1988o presidential elections. It is accordingly these questions for
which the RNC refused to pay -- not standard demographic
questions.

The allocation of the questions (and thus the charges for
en them) was prepared by the professional staff of MOR in accord-

ance with their standard accounting methods. Such allocation
has been done on the basis of questions contained in the
questionnaire, which is a system of allocation recognized by
FEC regulations. See 11 C.F.R. § 106.3. Nothing in the
election law requires anyone to pay for any goods or services
which were not requested or authorized. MOR's decision not to
bill the RNC for 1988-related questions was a business deci-
sion taken in the ordinary course and following standard
procedures. Thus, there has been no corporate contribution to
the Fund.
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1 Iam Lee Atwater* : hi Et~I for eda

Putre("The Fund")

2. The Fund is a multL-PC-a
ri "'ti4 mqif'

I. oadttee founded by Vice PresIdeNt awrij awh to *aw18 to

ass mist Republican cad tes and the Ow, UQ. A1at16F Uwlng

C4 :the 19S6 election cycle.

3. I have served in the position of Chairman Ii

January 1, 1986. Prior to becoming Chairman of The Fund, I was

an unpaid political consultant to The Fund.

4. in late Summer 1985 in my capacity as unpaid

political consultant to The Fund, I asked r. Uobert Teeter,

President of Market Opinion Research, to "piggyback" some

Squestions relating to public perceptions of the Vice President

on a poll comuissioned by the Republican National Comittee

("The RNC"). These public perceptions are useful to The Fund in

planning appearances by the Vice President on behalf of

Republican candidates and The Party during 1986. At no time

- did I specify, request or authorize polling regarding the 1988

Presidential elections by Market Opinion Research. Rather, I

relied upon the expertise of Market Opinion Research to

formulate questions concerning the Vice President appropriate

to The Fund's activities.



5.S 0 W-s ot~use ~ f -tbo Poll Vonstim* ,

"W"'quohu ttfsOW n poll Utt U* Tftt

or, anyof from Ntkot opinion Research prior to, 1 th ai&

6. InPov -04S. .... 2O teOeed a *QWo th -1011

results ftrom Hr. VOW& which. on its cover: specified:ta it,

was conducted for Th K.Kr. Tooter brieted son 01the poll

results which included nalysis relating to 1*8 Presidefntia

election questions as well as queotions requste4 by me for The

Fund concerning the public peroepti o of the Vice Presidont.

7. As a political consultant, I an often briefed by

pollsters on the results of polls camnissioned by political

groups which assesses the 1988 Presidential race. secauIe my

copy of the poll results stated it was conducted for The RUC, I

assumed that the questions concerning the 1988 Presidential

election had been comissioned by the The RNC. It was not

until December 1985 that I learned The RNC had not commissioned

these questions either.

8. At that time, I informed Mr. Teeter that The Fund

would not pay for questions which were unauthorized concerning

the 1988 Presidential elections and have requested that 
he

submit to The Fund a bill only for those questions authorized

and relating to public perceptions of the Vice President. 
As

of this time, The Fund has not received a bill from Market

Opinion Research or submitted payment for the poll.

Lee Atwater



'Lee Atwatert being fi.rst duly swon *poses *and says:
1. I aL Lee Atwater, Chairman of The Fund for America's

Future ("The lW ,

2. The Fund is a multi-candidate political action

committee founded by Vice President George Bush in May 198-5 to

assist Republican candidates and the Republican Party during

the 1986 election cycle.
40D

3. I have served in the position of Chairman since

January 1, 1986. Prior to becoming Chairman of The Fund, I was

an unpaid political consultant to The Fund.

4. In late Summer 1985, in my capacity as a consultant

oD to Vice President Bush, I was informed that Mr. Robert Teeter,

President of Market Opinion Research ("MOR"), was preparing a

poll for the Republican National Committee ("RNC") at the

r~quest of Mr. Frank Fahrenkopf, Chairman of the RNC, and that

Mr. Fahrenkopf was interested in including some questions

relating to public perceptions of the Vice President. These

public perceptions are useful to The Fund in planning appear-

ances by the Vice President on behalf of Republican candidates

and The Party during 1986.

5. Mr. leeter and I dsc _zsse the poss_,b~Lit,,v cf

e S .- . at. nc _E z=i: _ _ v, C. s . _ E .
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~E t*ire_ I relIo tat h ~~** Q ofrulat

4*tiofl# @nohilg' tbe Vie president-,0n4st1t vith RMC a

puwpose in Comuisiolnito' the, poll.

6 At thi. ..-- time. z n fe" 'eener of

the RNC of these discussions. e toi e some COncern that

the Vice President and his staff had been invited by Mr.

Fahrenkopf to add issues to an RNC poll, fearing that it might

later prove politically awkward for the RNC. I therefore

indicated to Mr. Greener that The Fund sight ,be able to pay for

a portion of this RNC poll if the inclusion of questions of

interest to the Vice President turned out to create political

problems for the RNC. By this I meant questions concerning

03 terrorism and trade, and the public perception of leading

Republicans, including the Vice President. At no time did I

specify, request or authorize the RNC to undertake polling

Cregarding the 1988 presidential elections. It remained my

understanding following this conversation with Mr. Greener that

this was an RNC poll, that the RNC was planning to pay the full

cost, and that the RNC, for its own reasons, wanted to include

questions on issues of interest to the Vice President.

7. I was not furnishes a copy, of the pc. -11ues- cns, nor

5 discusC the ouestions asv-e: in the Do!. w_'h Mr. .ee-= -

±r: . -r.-e er "=, . - cc.- -v : ~:_ -- :e,. -_:e : .-re .--= f-=- .D 7 7%_ 9 r -8 E.. '= L c e V:: -&d -_f al
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9. As a political con~sultant, I am of ten briefed. by

pollsters on the re*alts of p. 011i commIssioned by political

groups which assess the 1988 Presidential race. Because it was

an RNC poll, and because the questions concerning the 1988

Presidential election had never been discussed with me, I

assumed they had been commissioned by the RNC. It was not

until December 1985 that I learned that the RNC had not

cor .issioned these questions.

10. Also in December, the RNC requested that the Fund pay

for those questions in the poll which had been developed by MOR

as a result of discussions between Fund officials and Mr.

Teeter, and which related to public perceptions of the Vice

President.

11. I informed Mr. Teeter that The Fund had agreed with

the RNC to pay him directly for certain of the qustions in the

p1l1, but that it would not pay for any questions concerning

Ite 1968 Pres:dentiai electi:ns because The Fun5 had neither

s.:"ested, rev.ewe- nor a~thor:ed sn :uet.recueste

t " 
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ally intorood~ the off icicle of 1rhe Ak for Amer ica 0 uture,

i ncluding' 'at~ -that -be is :not 'a. vand1404t. fo*Any Public off ice
04 and has not authotlzod ayoeto tke actions which migqht cause
v him to become one.,

C) rbe Atwater

Swor n topnd subscribed before me
C4 this day of ,Ag. 1986.

My Commission expires: y



Upon Fneoamtios an bo, ,epblim national
Usmtte ciisdb ke pioRsarch, Of betroit,.

) Michigan, to ccM a poll o "oter support fo Vice President
Geor ush in both te fz.ty genae .s for

d t o of the ne of the poll

is reporedly containe in the ' of tranmittal of the poll
from Market Opinion Research to the Republican national

" Committee. See, 3dsall, RN Polls voters entiment on Bush, The
Washington Post* December 14# 1 at A3* That article further
described the poll, as follows:

|-%The 82-page document is designed to explore Bush's

strengths and weaknesses with the Republican primary
electorate and the broader general electorate, to rate
him against Dole, Baker and Rep. Jack Kemp (R-N.Y.),
and to examine how Bush can use such issues as
terrorism and international trade to build support for
his prospective canddacyl

- =The document is not y a political assessment
of Bush, but also a campaign strategy pape It says:

* 'it is very important as the 1988 campaign begins
and [President) Reagan's term comes to a close to

"1

THE CONSERVATIVE CAUCUS POLITICAL ACION COMMTrFEE
lhd p1 & MWlft M M a-"M" nowaf
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Reportedlyt NrCO Teeter said he had agreed to that art
gZn summary, it appears that the Republican wational
paid, or intends to pay, for the entire poll or. alt
that the cost is to be allocated, in *me dubious Las
betwen the Republican National Commttee. Fund for
Future and Market Opinion Research. Zt appears that,
pays for all or some portion of the poll, the Federal 3
campaign Act of 1971t as amended, and the Presidential t
Payment Account Act will be violated.

The Republican National Comittoe, as a natte
party comnmittee, may contribute no more than $5,00000
nulticandidate committee in any calendar year and no more a
$5,000.00 to any candidate and his authorized political
committees with respect to any election for Federal office0 2
U.S.C. 441a. Fund for Americaos Future, as a multicandidate

CD committee, may contribute no more than $5000.00 to any ...aidate
and his authorized political committees with respect to a I

election for Federal office. 2 U.S.C. 441a. market Oit
Research, as a corration, may make no contribution to: a,'9*ral
candidate or political committee and must charge a Federal

IV candidate or political committee its usual and normal chare for
its services. 2 U.S.C. 441b and 11 CPR 100.7(a)(l)(iii)(3). Zn
the event Vice President Bush becomes a candidate for nomination
for election for President and qualifies for funding under the
Presidential Primary Matching Payment Account Act, Mr. Bush may

C not expend more than $50,000.00 from his personal funds in
connection with his campaign. 26 U.S.C. 9035.

mSections 100.7(b)(1) and 100.8(b)(1) of Title 11 of the
Code of Federal Regulations provide that the terms *contribution*

01t and 'expenditure" do not include funds received and payments made
solely for the purpose of determining whether an individual
should become a candidate. Activities described as being
permissible under those exemptions include conducting a poll.
The cited sections of the Regulations go on to provide that the
individual (Mr. Bush, in this case] must keep records of all such
funds received and payments made; and, if the individual
subsequently becomes a candidate, the funds received and the
payments made are contributions and expenditures subject to the
limitations, prohibitions and requirements of the Act and must be
reported with the first report filed by the principal campaign
committee of the candidate.

With reference to the foregoing limitations and
regulatory requirements, it will be recalled that a full copy of
the poll was reportedly delivered to Fund for America's Future by



Market Opinion Research. in fact, Mr. Teeter is reported 
saying that *a very different version of the poll
povided to the Ram.* MS 'al, ftE.R

mbThe Washington Post. Decem ber14j jI at A37.idAngry, if the Republican National Committee pa 1000#500000 Of the Cost of the poll delivered to Fund for.
Future, the Republican national Comittee will violate 3 .
441a.. Further, by reason of 11 CYR 1O0.7(b)(1) and l00, (b34l),
If Vice President mush becomes a candidate for PresiLdenb "payment to Market Opinion Research by the Republican io
COmmittee, or by Fund for America's Future, in excess of
$5,000.00 will violate 2 U.8.C. 441a. Vice President Sub, asthe benefactor of the poll. may pay Market Opinion ResewOb forthe cost of the pollp but* if he becomes a candidate subjtat to
the Presidential Primary matching Payment Account Act, th i"ton the amount he may expend for that purpose from his peron
funds is $50,000.00. 26 U.S.C. 9035. in summary, and i9 the
assumption there have been no other transactions, the Rep iann National Committee may pay $5,000.00, Fund for Americat' *'uure
may pay $5,000.00 and Vice President Bush may pay $50,000.00, a
total of $60,000.00 against a bill for $75,000.00.

in an apparent effort to avoid the foregoing result and
- the concomitant need for Vice President Bush to authorize thepremature establishmeht of a campaign committee to pay theN, balance of or all the bill, there is some nonsensical talk about
o allocating the cost of the poll between the Republican NationalCommittee and Fund for America's Future, based upon the numrber ofquestions in the poll requested by the entity to be charged, and

some ludicrous talk about Market Opinion Research absorbing aportion of the cost because some questions were requested by
neither committee. Because a full copy 6f the poll was delivered
to and accepted by Fund for America's Future and because the

Cr entire poll relates to the potential candidacy for President of
George Bush, no such allocation is possible. The poll was
designed in consultation with the Vice President, his advisors
and consultants. It is the content of the poll and the identity
of he who benefits from the poll which counts; not who was
working for whom at the time the questions were designed or when
the orders were given to the polling company. Further, the
suggestion that Market Opinion Research inserted some questions
on its own and, thus, should bear the cost of those questions, is
ridiculous. The format for a poll and each individual question
are carefully written, reviewed and analyzed before the poll is
taken. Even if one were to accept the possibility that certain
questions were not specifically "requested', it would be because
those questions related to the usual demographic questions



ILcluded in every poll. Without the answers to those
b.poll results would be eaningless and, as such* are L 01"@

ery poll and the cost of a poll alvays inoludes the @05*
S sociated with those quesions. In any event. notihsta
e requested or did not request speifoic questioss. it

that the entire poll was made available to end was 6ce01
Fu;d for America's Future for the ultimate benefit of GeorgeRush. . . .

For the reasons stated, the Federal Election Cosin
should undertake an exhaustive examination of the facts which,Tave rise to the development of the poll and of the poll itself u

should determine the true purpose of the poll and the identt;
of the person benefited and, it should see to it that the full1

cost of the poll is paid in a manner that is in compliance with
the provisions of the Federal Blection Campaign Act of 1971, as

o amended, and of the Presidential Primary Matching Payment Account
Act*

Very truly yours,

TZ COMNSRVATIVE CAUCUS
loom POLIT CAL ACTION COMMITTEE

By: rsIS

STATE OF VIRGINIA )
COUNTY OF i0 0. ) s s:

A''

Sworn to before me by HOWARD PHILLIPS under penalty of prejury

and subject to the provisions of section 1001 oZ Title 18, United
States Code, this day of 1986.

Notary Public

My Commission Expires:_r M 8.18?
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Charles ..-Ste* ION ..

unero. Cuensel 00:
Federal zlecti0@
999 B Street, Now.
Washington# D.C. o 4*~

ATTN: Kenth A.
Assocat ere OtR

Dear Mr. St*ee

Subsequent to thiO1UI on mych1 ~ 96 b Fund for
America's Future ("Tha fund') of a responsO in iWR 2133, it was

discovered that the affidavit of Mr. Lee Atwater Chairman of the

Fund, misidentified an individual at the Republican National

Committee.
0

Accordingly, enclosed is a corrected affidavit of

Mr. Atwater, and a revised Response of the lan4 incorporating the

corrections in Mr. Atwater's affidavit. Only paragraph six of Mr.

Atwater's affidavit is altered, by changing the reference to the

person at the Republican National Committee with whom Mr. 
Atwater

had the described conversation from Mr. William Greener to Mr.

Bill Phillips. The Fund's response is similarily amended at para-

graph five of the facts, and in the second paragraph of the

Summary.

We regret any inconvenience that this correction may

occasion.

Sincerely yours,

• "Jan W. Baran
e Counsel for The Fund for

America's Future

cc: Edith E. Holiday, Esquire
Counsellor
The Fund for America's Future
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Z4 Atwpater, boig. first. duly, iowon, deposes and says:

. I an LeO Atwater, Chairman of The Fund for America's

FPuture ("The Frund").

2. The Fund is a multi-candidate political action

cowittee founded by Vice President George Bush in Hay 1985 to

assist Republican candidates and the Republican Party during

the 1986 election cycle.

3. 1 have served in the position of Chairman since

January 1, 1986. Prior to becoming Chairman of The Fund, I was

-- an unpaid political consultant to The Fund.

4. In late Summer 1985, in my capacity as a consultant

0 to Vice President Bush, I was informed that Mr. Robert Teeter,

President of Market Opinion Research ("NOR"), was preparing a

poll for the Republican National Committee ("RNC") at the

Crequest of Mr. Frank Fahrenkopf, Chairman of the RNC, and that

Mr. Fahrenkopf was interested in including some questions

relating to public perceptions of the Vice President. These

public perceptions are useful to The Fund in planning appear-

ances by the Vice President on behalf of Republican candidates

and The Party during 1986.

5. Mr. Teeter and I discussed the possibility of

including questions concerning the public perception of the

Vice President, but at no time did I specify, request or
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-. . At this same time, I st iflir. William Greenr, of

th RNC of these discussions. Be indicated some concern that

the Vice President and his staff had been invited by itr.

Fahrenkopf to add issues to an RNC poll, fearing that it might

O later prove politically awkward for the RNC. I therefore

indicated to Mr. Greener that The Fund might be able to pay for

a portion of this RNC poll if the inclusion of questions of

interest to the Vice President turned out to create political

problems for the RNC. By this I meant questions concerning

o terrorism and trade, and the public perception of leading

Republicans, including the Vice President. At no time did I

specify, request or authorize the RNC to undertake polling

cregarding the 1988 presidential elections. It remained my

understanding following this conversation with Mr. Greener that

this was an RNC poll, that the RNC was planning to pay the full

cost, and that the RNC, for its own reasons, wanted to include

questions on issues of interest to the Vice President.

7. I was not furnished a copy of the poll questions, nor

did I discuss the questions asked in the poll with Mr. Teeter

or anyone from MOR prior to the taking of the poll.

8. In November 198:, I received a copy of the poll

results from Mr. Teeter which on its cover specified that it
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tio.3 election questt Oft, a S well *e ue09ot5conewim the,

public perceptioi'of the Vice President and trade and terrorism,

issues*

9. As a polittcal cosultant, I am often briefed by

pollsters on the results of polls comissioned by political

groups which assess the 1988 Presidential race. Because it was

an RNC poll, and because the questions concerning the 1988

Presidential election had never been discussed vith me, I

assumed they had been commissioned by the RNC. It was not

until December 1985 that I learned that the RNC had not

commissioned these questions.

10. Also in December, the RNC requested that the Fund pay

for those questions in the poll which had been developed by NOR

as a result of discussions between Fund officials and Mr.

Teeter, and which related to public perceptions of the Vice

President.

11. I informed Mr. Teeter that The Fund had agreed with

the RNC to pay him directly for certain of the qustions in the

poll, but that it would not pay for any questions concerning

the 1988 Presidential elections because The Fund had neither

suggested, reviewed nor authorized such questions. I requested

that he submit to The Fund a bill only for those questions



IS. The via* president ha~ Opw&0aly stated and person-
ally informed the officials :of Th*e- Fund for America's Future,

including 0001 that he: as t date for any public office

CY and has v"ot -authprized anyone to take actions which might cause

him to become one.

Sworn to nd subscri edbgfore me
this I! day of !, 1986.

y Nov i o xpi r.

My Commission expires:ItANIyej4
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coumittee fnddby' Vice ftesident feoqpg Mobs in Nsy 1985 to

assist Republiacaniae l4eUpaa n W0'Sr~ig

the 1986 election cyole.

17 ~ 3. I have served in the pos ition of Chairua *ultje

January 1, 1986. Prior to becoming Chairman of The Fund, I was

an unpaid political consultant to The Fnd.

0 4. In late Swimmer 1985 in my capacity as unpaid

political consultant to The Fund,, I asked Mr. Robert Teeter,

President of Market Opinion Research, to include some questions

relating to public perceptions of the Vice President on a poll

commissioned by the Republican National Committee ("The RNC").

At this same time, I notified Mr. William Greener of The RNC of

this request. These public perceptions are useful to The Fund

in planning appearances by the Vice President on behalf of

Republican candidates and The Party during 1986. At no time

did I specify, request or authorize polling regarding the 1988

Presidential elections by Market Opinion Research. Rather, I

relied upon the expertise of Market Opinion Research to

formulate questions concerning the Vice President appropriate

to The Fund's activities.



tio~stb .
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results from 1rW Toter which on it over, specified that -it
was conducted -for The m* 3 Ift Kr. etsr briefed me on the poll
results which inldmdmatwar lngto 2968 President.al
election questions as 00ll asqtuestin requested by mse for The

Fund concerning thes puRlU promwtion of the Vice President.
7. As a political consultant, I am often briefed by

pollsters on the results of polls capissioned by political

groups which assesses the 1988 Presidential race. Because my

copy of the poll results stated it was conducted for The RNC, I

- assumed that the questions concerning the 1988 Presidential

election had been commissioned by the The RNC. It was not

until December 1985 that I learned The RNC had not comissioned
r

these questions either.

8. At that time, I informed Mr. Teeter that The Fund

rwould not pay for questions which were unauthorized concerning

the 1988 Presidential elections and have requested that he

submit to The Fund a revised analysis and a bill only for those

questions authorized and relating to public perceptions of the

Vice President. As of this time, The Fund has not received a

bill from Market Opinion Research or submitted payment for the

poll, but it has agreed to settle this dispute with MOR by

paying $4,996 which sum MOR has determined consitutes The

Fund's pro rata portion of the questionnaire.

Lee Atwater
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C*44ML. Fuller, being f i rt &I' worn~ *is 4 sa:

on ' a Craig Le W uud I M tb*,V fof-stff

for Vice President o,0rge Rus

2. Last -Suur. I a~ u4-rd 'by Robett Teeter that
Frank Fahrenkopf of the Republican NatinlCoittee ("RNC")

had commissioned Market Opinion Research ("NOR") to do a poll

on a broad range of public questions 'a issues. I was

informed that Mr. Fahrenkopf wanted to ihclude questions on

issues of interest to the Vice President. I subsequently

suggested to Mr. Teeter that questions concerning trade and

terrorism be included.

3. I received a copy of the Septqmber 6, 1985 draft

questionnaire that had been prepared for the RNC poll by MOR.

I read it through and then made three suggestions to Mr.

Teeter concerning the poll, commenting both on the trade and

terrorism questions of particular interest to the Vice

President, and on two other questions which I felt could be

improved or broadened. One of these concerned adding two

names to a list of persons whose public perception was being

evaluated, and another involved a question designed to measure

qualities sought in a future President.
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the NC, and iuied Others vere being ,aske to review it as

eil. I repol to Mr. Teeter in confortity with my stan4ard

praotice, commenting both on the issues of particular concern

to the Vice President (trade and terrorism) and on other

questions of more general interest.

5. In responding to Mr. Teeter's request for comments,

I did not intend to promote any possible candidacy of the Vice

President, nor did it ever occur to me that my actions should

be so construed. The Vice President has advised his staff,

including me, that he is not a candidate and has not author-

ized anyone to take any actions which might make him one. I

considered it entirely appropriate for a Republican National

Committee poll to test public reaction to issues and to a

number of prominent Republicans, with particular attention to

the Vice President, the Party's second ranking office holder.

6. After responding to Mr. Teeter's draft questions, I

had no further discussions with him or with anyone from MOR

concerning the design of the poll, or the inclusion of any

specific questions. I was never shown a completed question-

naire before the poll went into the field. Once the results



Sworn to and subscrbe4 before me
this Vt day of J , 1986.

My otary Public

My Commission expires: L 14pbb
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MEMO.
Der- u Steele:

This U*tter, the 4"1064, of 4,0its0LS4 a )lottgr-from
Vice Presienmt Gor i iiiitte the vww-t or

_ America's Future ("Fuhd 't) in resPonse to a complaint filed with
the Federal Election oission on January 24, 1986 by The
Conservative Caucus Political Action Comittee, denominated
Matter Under Review ("Bl") 2133. The complaint alleges that

C the Fund for America's Future has violated or is "about to
violate" the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,
and the Presidential Primary Matching Payment Account Act.1_

CFor the reasons set forth herein, the Federal Election
Commission ("FEC") should find no reason to believe that the
Fund has committed any such violation. This response reflects
facts drawn from the affidavits of Mr. Lee Atwater and Mr.
Craig L. Fuller, as well as from affidavits filed with the
*'ommission by Mr. Robert M. Teeter and Mr. William Greener,
copies of which counsel for the Fund has received, and the
enclosed letter from the Vice President.

I. The Facts

1. Early in 1985, Frank Fahrenkopf, Chairman of the
Republican National Committee ("RNC"), decided to commission
Robert M. Teeter, President of Market Opinion Research, Inc.
("MOR") and his firm to conduct a poll for the RNC.

I Not only is the Vice President not a candidate for any
office, but he has taken no steps to qualify as a federally-
funded candidate under the Presidential Primary Matching
Payment Account Act. That Act is thus completely inapplicable
to the Complaint before the Commission.
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2. Mr. Fahrenkopf informed the Vice President that he
was commissioning NOR to do a poll, and stated that he Was
desirous of including questions of interest to the Vice
President.

3. The Vice President, in the course of a more general
conversation, informed Mr. Teeter that he understood Mr.
Fahrenkopf would be calling him about a poll for the RNC. Mr.
Teeter was then directly contacted by Mr. Fahrenkopf, and asked
to consult the Vice President's staff for suggestions concern-
ing the RNC poll. Mr. Teeter accordingly spoke to Lee Atwater
(then a volunteer advisor to the Vice President and currently

0 Chairman of the Fund for America's Future), and to Craig
Fuller, Chief of Staff to the Vice President, to see what

0 issues they thought might be appropriate for inclusion in the
N poll. After these conversations Mr. Teeter decided to include

questions concerning the public perception of the Vice
President and the issues of trade and terrorism.

-- 4. It was the common understanding of Messrs. Teeter,
Atwater and Fuller that the poll was an RNC poll, and that the
questions of interest to the Vice President were to be included

o only because Mr. Fahrenkopf, for his own purposes, had
instructed Mr. Teeter to include such questions.'Tr

5. Mr. Atwater notified William Greener, Deputy Chief of
Staff for Political Operations of the RNC, of these conversa-
tions. At that time, Mr. Greener expressed a concern that the
RNC poll that had been commissioned from MOR might prove poli-

r tically awkward for the RNC because of the questions relating
directly to issues of interest to the Vice President. Mr.
Atwater accordingly indicated to Mr. Greener that if necessary
the Fund might be able to pay a portion of the costs of the
poll. However, it is Mr. Atwater's recollection following this
conversation that the MOR survey was an RNC project, and that
he expected the RNC to pay for it in full. Mr. Atwater was
never shown a draft of the MOR questionnaire, nor did he
approve any specific questions.

6. Mr. Teeter sent Mr. Fuller a version of a draft ques-
tionnaire for the RNC poll, requesting his comments. Mr.
Fuller reviewed it in its entirety and made three specific sug-
gestions to MOR, one of which concerned a trade and terrorism
,uest-on one a public perception question, and one a question
relatung to qualities sough.t in a future President. Mr. Fuller
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was: not asked to approve the poll I ad ho did o d o
mereoly offe*red suggestions*a requeste&.* jr ulr :'pF
occasion is consulted by professional pollsters, in41 itt
other WNC pollsters, seeking his reaction to questions,
intend to ask, and thus was not surprised to Irooive the, 4#4
RNC survey, especially in light of the fact th t it Ifontait".
number of questions relating to the Vice President. Mr f.
was not shown a final copy of the questions before the* .LL
began or otherwise consulted again by NOR..

7. When NOR completed the drafting of the queStto-
naire, Mr. Teeter called Mr. Greener of the RUC and infored

o him that the poll would cost $70,000. Mr. Greener approved
this charge, but he did not receive a copy of the questionjiaix
in advance of the survey, or otherwise approve the specific-

(W questions contained therein.

r 8. When the poll was complete, NOR wrote two separate
analyses of the poll, one of which emphasized trade and terror-
ism, public perception and the 1988 election, and one of which
emphasized national issues, the national political parties, and
major political figures. Mr. Teeter has stated that it is not

O unusual for MOR to prepare multiple analyses of polling data
for the various parties involved in a poll. Mr. Teeter
presented his first analysis to the Vice President and his
staff on November 13, 1985, and gave his second analysis to the
RNC when it was completed in early December, 1985.

9. The copy of the survey analysis sent to Mr. Fuller,
Mr. Atwater, and the Vice President contained the cover nota-
tion that the analysis was drawn from a poll commissioned by
the RNC. It was assumed that the 1988 Presidential questions
had been included at the direction of the RNC.

10. The RNC then advised MOR that it would not pay for
the portions of the poll concerning the 1988 election since the
RNC had not authorized those questions. The Fund also advised
MOR that it, at the request of the RNC, would pay for those
questions of the poll concerning the public perception of the
Vice President.

11. It was apparent to Mr. Teeter that there was a
serious but good-faith disagreement between MOR and the RNC as
to what c estionss d . r s-" or not have been included in
the poll. Accordingly, and following its customary business



WZLRNY & s~

ag Rour

Prcooe:fopts(aputi l! V00 eUt ong to . 0 te18 rsLetatlting toted with thi IIt4 he udconcWer, theP& 1 lamat c~ the survey. A4
re~sulb NO a q~ .~1teRCf~alquestions in the

sre ecet a)thcis relating to 'the 198, Presideatial
eletion, wh11*ch were x * Ver expicitly A thorised by the1 mic,atd .4b) those, questions relating to the p10blic perception ot
the Vice President, Wb*ch will be billed, directly to the FUnd.

12. The Vice President did not request or authorize atiy
polling relating to te 1988 election or any possible
candidacy.

11. Summary

ek This chronological r ew of the facts makes it clear that
the JNC commissioned apoll, end for It$ own reasons sought toC4 'include questions of interest to Vice President Bush. Vice
President Bush's staff accordingly advised the pollster in
general terms of what sort of questions would be of interest to
them. Neither the Vice President nor anyone on his staff or
associated with the Fund commissioned the poll or authorized
1988 polling. When the questionnaire was prepared, however,
NOR included a series of questions related to the 1988 race,
mistakenly believing that those questions had been commissioned
by the RNC. When the poll had been completed, the Fund agreed,
at the request of the RNC and in order to ease the RNC's
position, to receive a bill from NOR for these questions
concerning the public perception of the Vice President.

C*I" When Mr. Atwater originally told Mr. Greener that the Fund
would consider paying for a portion of the poll he did not
anticipate the sort of poll which MOR produced, with its empha-
sis on the 1988 election. However, the Fund is aware of the
difficult position in which the RNC now finds itself. The Fund
is accordingly prepared to pay MOR, in the sum of $4,996, if
the Commission determines that such pay- ment would be in
accord with the Federal election laws. The questions
identified by MOR for possible payment by the Fund relate only
to those questions attempting to measure the perception of
various personal characteristics of the Vice President, namely
trustworthiness, concern, leadership and competence. Knowledge
of such public perception is of value to the Fund in attempting
to schedule the Vice President's appearances on behalf of
Rep,'lican candidates i 1986.



The Fedoral ElectiOP C lt t 971, as amendod
("Act"), 2 U.S.C, U 431 ~ *tatos tih) t**m #candIdate'
means an individual~ bo s*k. Ro" eleftion, or
eleoction, to -rt*alte eea
ZIlection Commi~s r ?*Folk 00.3
state that an indivdu.,a 0 *upon the occasion
of any one of four oceu"et" -.

the individual receiving contributions or
making expenditures aggregating in excess
of $5,000; 11 C.F.R. S 100.3(a)(1);

0 the individual giving his or her consent
to another to receive such contributions
or make such expenditures;
11 C.F.R. § 100.3(a)(2);

the individual failing to disavow such
activity by another person after
receiving written notification by the
FEC; 11 C.F.R. § 100.3(a)(3); or

contributions or expenditures aggre-
gating more than $5,000 made through any
combination of the above three occur-
rences. 11 C.F.R § 100.3(a)(4).

Vice President Bush is not a candidate for public office,
and has not authorized anyone to receive contributions or make
expenditures on behalf of any potential candidacy.
Accordingly, he is not a candidate pursuant to 11 C.F.R. §§
100.3(a)(2) or (3).
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Such an interpretation is iAi Oct. .. Vice Pre, si'et
has stated that he did not requot- "di 4uthotz * such a poll,
and Mr. Atwater of the Fund 0014 Mr. Fuller Of th. VicePresident's staff have stated tha they did not either. Mr.
Teeter has stated that only tb ... and not the Vice
President, commissioned and au$the V9Io. t ,tbrneither the RNC. nor anyone else O~tsi4e of NOR, Authoriwed the
Inclusion of questions concernitg the t8 u presidential
elections.

No facts have been presented to demonstrate that the Vice
President commissioned the poll, or authorized the taking of a
poll on behalf of any potential candidacy. The accompanying
affidavits demonstrate that he did not do so. The willingness

0of the Fund to voluntarily defray a portion of the RNC's cost
by paying for those questions of interest to the Fund(including only those which measure the public perception ofthe Vice President, the Fund's founder and Honorary Chairman)
does not constitute authorization by the Vice President of any
expenditures relating to a potential future candidacy, nor of

cc any such expenditures by the Fund.

Thus, the allegation made in the Complaint that the poll
should be governed by 11 C.F.R. 100.8(b)(1) (the "testing thewaters" regulations) is contrary to the facts. The poll was
not an expenditure by anyone "solely for the purpose of
determining whether an individual should become a candidate,"
as the Complaint suggests.

The Complaint also states that the Republican National
Committee would violate the Act by paying more than $5,000 to
MOR for the poll. Implicit in this argument is the suggestion
that the Fund itself would be in violation of the Act by
allowing the RNC to pay more than $5,000 of the cost of the
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poll. The notion that it would be contrary to the Act f0or th
RNC to pay for more than a fraction of its own poll t 46,
ridiculous. The RUC conceived the idea of the poll#-
commissioned NOR to do the poll, actively sought advice fraw,
the Vice President's staff as to what issues to include In ,
poll, and authorized the payment of the full cost of the poll
before the actual survey began. The Fund's voluntary agreemeft
to pay for a portion of the questions (those allocated by.00
to the public perception of the Vice President, the Fund's m"tV
active campaigner) in no way alters the RUC's obligation topy
for its own poll. Nor does the RNC's agreement with NOR to-Vay
the final bill submitted in any way violate the election laws.
This bill excludes the 1988-related questions (which the RNC
had not requested) from its allocation, as well as thome
questions for which the Fund has voluntarily agreed to pay.

Finally, the Complaint suggests that NOR would be making a
corporate contribution by failing to seek payment for the cost
of all of the questions. Implicit in this is the allegation
that the Fund would be accepting an illegal corporate
contribution were NOR not to bill for unauthorized questions
contained in the RNC's poll. The complaint further suggests

0 that "even if one were to accept the possibility that certain
questions were not specifically 'requested', it would be
because those questions related to the usual demographic
questions included in every poll." This is demonstrably wrong.
As the affidavits indicate, no one outside of NOR authorized
the inclusion of the questions relating to the 1988
presidential elections. It is accordingly these questions for
which the RNC refused to pay -- not standard demographic
questions.

The allocation of the questions (and thus the charges for
them) was prepared by the professional staff of MOR in
accordance with their standard accounting methods. Such
allocation has been done on the basis of questions contained in
the questionnaire, which is a system of allocation recognized
by FEC regulations. See 11 C.F.R. §106.3. Nothing in the
election law requires anyone to pay for any goods or services
which were not requested or authorized. MOR's decision not to
bill the RNC for 1988-related questions was a business decision
taken in the ordinary course and following standard procedures.
Thus, there has been no corporate contribution to the Fund.
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6d hreby hrquests that the'e Omnis"nhi
ve that there is atiy 4ioletion of the

Sincerely yours#

Jan W. Baran
Counsel for The Fund for
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Counsellor
The Fund for America's Future
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Charles N., Stool*, *RXovdx
General Counsel
Federal Eeto M%*~
999 B Street, ..
Washington, D.C. *#,4)

ATTN: Kenneth A. Q: ps, *i t
Associate Gonral C*o HWO

Re: KUR 21))

Dear Mr. Steel.:

This letter, the *an4losed aftfi avts&.ad a ltter from
Vice President George usfih are sUbuitttd by -the ftnd for
America's Future ("Fund") in response to a complaint filed with
the Federal Election Commission on January 24, 1986 by The
Conservative Caucus Political Action Committee, denominated
Matter Under Review ("MUR") 2133. The complaint alleges that
the Fund for America's Future has violated or is "about to
violate" the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,
and the Presidential Primary Matching Payment Account Act.1_/
For the reasons set forth herein, the Federal Election
Commission ("FEC") should find no reason to believe that the
Fund has committed any such violation. This response reflects
facts drawn from the affidavits of Mr. Lee Atwater and Mr.
Craig L. Fuller, as well as from affidavits filed with the
,ommission by Mr. Robert M. Teeter and Mr. William Greener,
copies of which counsel for the Fund has received, and the
enclosed letter from the Vice President.

I. The Facts

1. Early in 1985, Frank Fahrenkopf, Chairman of the
Republican National Committee ("RNC"), decided to commission
Robert M. Teeter, President of Market Opinion Research, inc.
("MOR") and his firm to conduct a poll for the RNC.

Not only is the Vice President not a candidate for any
office, but he has taken no steps to qualify as a federally-
funded candidate under the Presidential Primary Matching
Payment Account Act. That Act is thus completely inapplicable
to the Complaint before the Commission.
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2. Mr. Fahrenkopf Informed the Vice President that ho*,
was commissioning t4OR to do a poll, and stated that he as
desirous of including questions of interest to the Vioe
President.

3. The Vice President, in the course of a more general
conversation, informed Mr. Teeter that he understood Ur.
Fahrenkopf would be calling him about a poll for the RNC. Mr.
Teeter was then directly contacted by Mr. Fahrenkopf, and asked
to consult the Vice President's staff for suggestions conctb-
ing the RNC poll. Mr. Teeter accordingly spoke to Lee Atwater
(then a volunteer advisor to the Vice President and currently
Chairman of the Fund for America's Future)* and to Craig
Fuller, Chief of Staff to the Vice President, to see what
issues they thought might be appropriate for inclusion In the

CV poll. After these conversations Mr. Teeter decided to include
questions concerning the publi g erceotion of the Vice
President and the issues of trade and terrorism. oft

4. It was the common understanding of Messrs. Teeter,
N% Atwater and Fuller that the poll was an RNC poll, and that the

questions of interest to the Vice President were to be included
0 only because Mr. Fahrenkopf, for his own purposes, had

instructed Mr. Top#.a& to LO e such questions.

5. Mr. Atwater notified William Greener, Deputy Chief of
I Staff for Political Operations of the RNC, of these conversa-

0tions. At that time, Mr. Greener expressed a concern that the
RNC poll that had been commissioned from MOR might prove poli-
tically awkward for the RNC because of the questions relating
directly to issues of interest to the Vice President. Mr.
Atwater accordingly indicated to Mr. Greener that if necessary
the Fund might be able to pay a portion of the costs of the
poll. However, it is Mr. Atwater's recollection following this
conversation that the MOR survey was an RNC project, and that
he expected the RNC to pay for it in full. Mr. Atwater was
never shown a draft of the MOR questionnaire, nor did he
approve any specific questions.

6. Mr. Teeter sent Mr. Fuller a version of a draft ques-
tionnaire for the RNC poll, requesting his comments. Mr.
Fuller reviewed it in its entirety and made three specific sug-
gestions to MOR, one of which concerned a trade and terrorism
question one a public perception question, and one a question
relating to qualities sought in a future President. Mr. Fuller

1$11
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was not asked to approve the poll, In *,,dd,4 t. 40 '004 but
merely offered suggestions as requeste Ht o. lul " on,
occasion is consulted by professional ltr*, 4na W0ng
other INC pollsters, seeking his reaction to quostions
intend to ask, and thus was not surprised to reeive the 4'
RNC survey, especially in light of the fact that It. ' t~ iM a
number of questions relating to the Vice President. 0 r *V r
was not shown a final copy of the questions before the poll
began or otherwise consulted again by NOR.

7. When NOR completed the drafting of the question-
naire, Mr. Teeter called Mr. Greener of the RNC and informed
him that the poll would cost $70,000. Mr. Greener ap :-oww
this charge, but he did not receive a copy of the questionnire
in advance of the survey, or otherwise approve the specific
questions contained therein.

8. When the poll was complete, NOR wrote two separate
analyses of the poll, one of which emphasized trade and terror-
ism, public perception and the 1988 election, and one of which
emphasized national issues, the national political parties, and
major political figures. Mr. Teeter has stated that it is not
unusual for NOR to prepare multiple analyses of polling data
for the various parties involved in a poll. Mr. Teeter
presented his first analysis to the Vice President and his
staff on November 13, 1985, and gave his second analysis to the
RNC when it was completed in early December, 1985.

9. The copy of the survey analysis sent to Mr. Fuller,
Mr. Atwater, and the Vice President contained the cover nota-
tion that the analysis was drawn from a poll commissioned by
the RNC. It was assumed that the 1988 Presidential questions
had been included at the direction of the RNC.

10. The RNC then advised MOR that it would not pay for
the portions of the poll concerning the 1988 election since the
RNC had not authorized those questions. The Fund also advised
MOR that it, at the request of the RNC, would pay for those
questions of the poll concerning the public perception of the
Vice President.

11. It was apparent to Mr. Teeter that there was a
serious but good-faith disagreement between MOR and the RNC as
to what questions shiould or should not have been included in
the poll. Accordingly, and following its customary business

0

( 7a
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12. Thi Vice President did not request or authorize antypolling relating to the 1986 election or any possibl
eandidacy.

C 11I. $Iry

I This chronological review of the facts makes it clear that
the RC commissioned a poll, and for Its own reasons sought to
&include questions of interest to Vice President Bush. VicePresident Bush's staff accordingly advised the pollster in
general terms of what sort of questions would be of interest to

- them. Neither the Vice President nor anyone on his staff or
associated with the Fund commissioned the poll or authorized31988 polling. When the questionnaire was prepared, however,

o INOR included a series of questions related to the 1988 race,mistakenly believing that those questions had been commissionedI by . . When the poll had been completed, the Fund agreed,
at the request of the RNC and in order to ease the RNC'so position, to receive a bill from MOR for these questionsconcerning the public perception of the Vice President.

.When Mr. Atwater originally told Mr. Greener that the Fundwould consider paying for a portion of the poll he did not
anticipate the sort of poll which MOR produced, with its empha-
sis on the 1988 election. However, the Fund is aware of the
difficult position in which the RNC now finds itself. The Fund
is accordingly prepared to pay MOR, in the sum of $4,996, if
the Commission determines that such pay- ment would be in
accord with the Federal election laws. The questions
identified by MOR for possible payment by the Fund relate only
to those questions attempting to measure the perception of
various personal characteristics of the Vice President, namely
trustworthiness, concern, leadership and competence. Knowledge
of such public perception is of value to the Fund in attempting
to schedule the Vice President's appearances on behalf of
Republican candidates in 1986.



oz any one oz zour occu as

the individual receiving contributions or
making expenditures aggregating An Oxcess
of $5,000; 11 C.rFR. 1004.(a)(I)

0 the individual giving his or her consent
to another to receive such contributions
or make such expenditures;
11 C.F.R. § 100.3(a)(2);

Mthe individual failing to disavow such
activity by another person after
receiving written notification by the
FEC; 11 C.F.R. § 100.3(a)(3); or

contributions or expenditures aggre-
gating more than $5,000 made through any
combination of the above three occur-
rences. 11 C.F.R § 100.3(a)(4).

Vice President Bush is not a candidate for public office,
and has not authorized anyone to receive contributions or make
expenditures on behalf of any potential candidacy.
Accordingly, he is not a candidate pursuant to 11 C.F.R. §§
100.3(a)(2) or (3).
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Such an Interptation is W6- 0  "**".
has stated that he, did not request or authore l,
and Mr.. Atwater of the Fund and . L'i'ler ofU the Vice
President's staff have stated that th*y did - not -either. Mr.
Teeter has sta e that only . the ECl M 0dnC President,, comiione an authb Led the ',poll* Ftr.
neither the apC, r anyone elIs 0tsido ot f a uthortied the
inclusion of queitovo- concerning the 1986 presidential
elections.

No facts have been presented to demonstrate that the Vice
NPresident commissioned the poll, or authorized the taking of a

poll on behalf of any potential candidacy. The accompanying
o affidavits demonstrate that he did not do so. The willingness

of the Fund to voluntarily defray a portion of the RNC's cost
47 by paying for those questions of interest to the Fund
CD (including only those which measure the public perception of

the Vice President, the Fund's founder and Honorary Chairman)
an does not constitute authorization by the Vice President of any

expenditures relating to a potential future candidacy, nor of
oany such expenditures by the Fund.

Thus, the allegation made in the Complaint that the poll
should be governed by 11 C.F.R. 100.8(b)(1) (the "testing the
waters" regulations) is contrary to the facts. The poll was
not an expenditure by anyone "solely for the purpose of
determining whether an individual should become a candidate,"
as the Complaint suggests.

The Complaint also states that the Republican National
Committee would violate the Act by paying more than $5,000 to
MOR for the poll. Implicit in this argument is the suggestion
that the Fund itself would be in violation of the Act by
allowing the RNC to pay more than $5,000 of the cost of the
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poll. The notion that it would be contrary to the Act for the
RNC to pay for more than a fraction of its own poll to
ridiculous. The RNC conceived the idea of the poll*
commissioned NOR to do the poll, actively sought advice twom
the Vice President's staff as to what issues to include in. th*,
poll, and authorized the payment of the full cost of the poll
before the actual survey began. The Fund's voluntary agreement
to pay for a portion of the questions (those allocated by NOR
to the public perception of the Vice President, the Fund's ft
active campaigner) in no way alters the RNC's obligation to pay
for its own poll. Nor does the RNC's agreement with MOR to pay
the final bill submitted in any way violate the election laws.
This bill excludes the 1988-related questions (which the, RNC

o had not requested) from its allocation, as well as those
questions for which the Fund has voluntarily agreed to pay.

Finally, the Complaint suggests that NOR would be making a
corporate contribution by failing to seek payment for the cost
of all of the questions. Implicit in this is the allegation
that the Fund would be accepting an illegal corporate
contribution were MOR not to bill for unauthorized questions
contained in the RNC's poll. The complaint further suggests

0D that "even if one were to accept the possibility that certain
questions were not specifically 'requested', it would be
because those questions related to the usual demographic

Cquestions included in every poll." This is demonstrably wrong.
As the affidavits indicate, no one outside of MOR authorized
the inclusion of the questions relating to the 1988
presidential elections. It is accordingly these questions for
which the RNC refused to pay -- not standard demographic
questions.

The allocation of the questions (and thus the charges for
them) was prepared by the professional staff of MOR in
accordance with their standard accounting methods. Such
allocation has been done on the basis of questions contained in
the questionnaire, which is a system of allocation recognized
by FEC regulations. See 11 C.F.R. §106.3. Nothing in the
election law requires anyone to pay for any goods or services
which were not requested or authorized. MOR's decision not to
bill the RNC for 1988-related questions was a business decision
taken in the ordinary course and following standard procedures.
Thus, there has been no corporate contribution to the Fund.
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cc= Edith 21., Jlida, Esquire
Counsellor
The Fund for America's Future
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Frank Fahrenkopf of the e* Satemba r 6, 1 raft

had otioassioned Market Opinion Research RN) to do apOl.
low A broad range of Ipublic, questions: etd issues. x was
Informed thatr. a hen wad to iud estions on r

Teeer onernng he pl comnigbth one qetions n

issues of interest to the Vice President. I subsequently

suggested to Mr. Teeter that questions concerning trade and

terrorism be included.

a3. 1 received a copy of the September G, 1985 draf t
questionnaire that had been prepared for the RNC poll by MOR.
I read it through and then made three suggestions to Mr.
Teeter concerning the poll, commenting both on the trade and
terrorism questions of particular interest to the Vice
President, and on two other questions which I felt could be
improved or broadened. One of these concerned adding two
names to a list of persons whose public perception was being
evaluated, and another involved a question designed to measure

qualities sought in a future President.
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prac t e 4 n brofss~ o th o t sse s I a rti cuL other Ron C

~9 *ton t4y vtu :to, ask, and.
briefed 'on the results, 'of completed polls. t. accordingly ,Was
-not surpristo bo *oked to comment on fi.?ee~spll for
the *NCO an" assumed othe's. were being, asked- -to. reviev it a$

el. I replied4 to fir-, ?et*r in-conforwity tht my standard

practice, comenting both on the issues of particular concern
to the Vice President (trade and terrorism} &nd on other

questions of more general intorest.

5. In responding to Hr. Teeter's request for comments,

I did not intend to promote any possible candidacy of the Vice

President, nor did it ever occur to me that my actions should

be so construed. The Vice President has advised his staff,

including me, that he is not a candidate and has not author-

ized anyone to take any actions which might make him one. I

considered it entirely appropriate for a Republican National

Committee poll to test public reaction to issues and to a

number of prominent Republicans, with particular attention to

the Vice President, the Party's second ranking office holder.

6. After responding to Mr. Teeter's draft questions, I

had no further discussions with him or with anyone from MOR

concerning the design of the poll, or the inclusion of any

specific questions. I was never shown a completed question-

naire before the poll went into the field. Once the results
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1*e Atvatier, tdly *Vre A says

1.&I ameeAveCarn of The Fund for America'a

Futr "he 4'

2. The Fund is a luitI-candidate political action

vommittee foundd b V*t President Gowre Bush in Nay 1965 to

assist Republ*o*n candidates and the Republican Party during

the 1986 election cycle,

3. 1 have served in the position of Chairman since

January 1, 1986. Prior to becoming Chairman of The Fund, I was

an unpaid political consultant to The Fund.

4. In late Summer 1985, in my capacity as a consultant
0 to Vice President Bush, I was informed that Mr. Robert Teeter,

President of Market Opinion Research ("NOR"), was preparing a

poll for -the Republican National Committee ("RNC") at the

crequest of Mr. Frank Fahrenkopf, Chairman of the RNC, and that

Mr. Fahrenkopf was interested in including some questions

relating to public perceptions of the Vice President. These

public perceptions are useful to The Fund in planning appear-

ances by the Vice President on behalf of Republican candidates

and The Party during 1986.

5. Mr. Tee".er and I discussed the possibility of

including questions concerning the public perception of the

Vice President, but at no time did I specify, request or



authorize pllinq Ci+ re *At 1988 e..dee.ti.l elections by
4OR. *athorl relied Of the eXpertise of Mo to formulate
questions C+c rn'giing the V.ce President consistent with ltRc'S

purpose in commissioning the poll.

6. At -this saute tteee' I notified r.William Greener 'Of
the RNC of th",. discuio. n . indicated some concern that

the Vice President anf i staff had been invited by Hr.

Fahrenkopf to add Lssuei to an RUC poll, fearing that It might

later prove politicl akward for the R C. I therefore

indicated to mr. Greener that The Fund might be able to pay for
a portion of this sac poll if the inclusion of questions of

interest to the Vice President turned out to create political

problems for the RNC. By this I meant questions concerning
0
V terrorism and trade, and the public perception of leading

0 Republicans, including the Vice President. At no time did I
especify, request or authorize the RNC to undertake polling

cr regarding the 1988 presidential elections. It remained my

understanding following this conversation with Mr. Greener that

this was an RNC poll, that the RNC was planning to pay the full

cost, and that the RNC, for its own reasons, wanted to include

questions on issues of interest to the Vice President.

7. I was not furnished a copy of the poll questions, nor

did I discuss the questions asked in the poll with Mr. Teeter

or anyone from MOR prior to the taking of the poll.

8. In November 1985, I received a copy of the poll

results from Mr. Teeter which on its cover specified that it
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~. c t4"r~~ C. #v, ~ k: bri*t4 o e on the Poll
r~~t 1VuAl Included ana Iysi-, t to.-the 1986 Presidfl.

Ilection que o40stions, cocrin[*h
.b.. tiof of th Vice President and trade and terrorism

. .i s ues
.. ... As a poIitica1 ¢onsut I a often briefed by

Pollters on the results of 1pos, commissioned by political
gtouPs, which assess the 1988 PreIdtntI1l race. Because it was

0610an RM : and because the qesions concerning the 1986
Pse election' ad evor bee discussed with ime
assumed they had been commissioned by the iNC. It was not
until December 1985 that I learned that the RNC had not

commissioned these questions.

10. Also in December, the RNC requested that the Fund pay
for those questions in the poll which had been developed by NOR
as a result of discussions between Fund officials and Mr.
Teeter, and which related to public perceptions of the Vice

President.

11. I informed Mr. Teeter that The Fund had agreed with
the RNC to pay him directly for certain of the qustions in the
poll, but that it would not pay for any questions concerning

the 1988 Presidential elections because The Fund had neither
suggested, reviewed nor authorized such questions. I requested

that he submit to The Fund a bill only for those questions
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4re At wa te r
Sworn to pnd subscribed bfore me
this _4W day of IF 1986.

No m io e r :.".Public
MY Commission expires: _
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Misel A. Me"'Rand Davis .
Deputy Chief Counsels ,

Charles o. Steele, s. ' ''j

General Counsel

a I Street#. N..
Washington, b. Co 2044)1

ATTN: KeIneth A, Gross
N Associate General #oeas0"

Dear Mr. Steele:

This letter is in response to the m4plaint by the Conservative CaucusPolitical Action Committee which alleges, in part, that the RepublicanNational Committee (IC) has violat certain sections of the PederalElection Campaign Act of 1*71, as amended.
This letter is the cesponse of the Republican Sational Committee pursuant to11 CPR Section 111.6(a). Vi viii Oeosgate clearly to theCommission that no further action should be taken in connection with thiscomplaint because the complainant, the Conservative Caucus Political ActionCommittee, fails to meet the statutory and regulatory requirements of theFederal Election Commission. The coplaint does not contain a clear andCt concise presentation of facts which describe a violation of any statute orregulation over which the Commission has juriedicition. (2 USC Section437g(a)(l): 11 CFR Section 111.4(d)3(4)).

Attached is a copy of an affidavit from William I Greener, iII, Deputy Chiefof Staff for Political Operations of the Republican National Committee.This affidavit clearly illustrates that the allegations in the complaintfrom the Conservative Caucus Political Action Committee are simplyrecitations of inaccurate newspaper accounts and do not provide a basis onwhich the Commission could determine that the RIUC has violated, or was aboutto violate, the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971.

Very truly yours,

E. Mark Braden
EMB: jd
Enclosure

bcc: "ie Holiday, Esq.

Dwight D Eisenhower Republican Center: 310 First Street Southeast, Washington. D.C. 20003. (202) 838638. Telex: 701144
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publan t~eal ttte (EC) u atheisete aketo statement

on behalf Ofthe Repblican National Comittee.

3. The Republican National Comittee did commission HMarket Opinion

Research (NOR) to conduct a survey and analysis of voter attitudes on a
0 1

variety of issues, including terrorism and international trade.

C- 4. The Republican National Comilttee has never commissioned Market

Opinion Research (MOR) of Detroit, Michigan, to conduct a poll of voter

support for Vice President George Bush in both the primary and general
II

elections for President in 1988.'

.5. The Republican National Committee did not commission, nor have I

seen a document *designed to explore Bush's strengths and weaknesses with
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Signed and sworn to before no this day of _-4. ,

1986.

-4 /I (IW

My commission expires



i~~ii 2, "!0bert K. teeter:, be:king first duly sworn, depose and s8yg

? ., . ,-I. I am the Ptroit of Mtarhat Opinion aserob. gums.

t ~2 . K have been an Officer of NOR since 1968.
: - 3. .NOR, a corporation vith its principal offices in Detroit,

N/Mchigan, is in the business of conducting political and commercial

public opinion polls.

-uInk

r 4. Early in 19859 1 was contacted in my capacity as the

oPresident of NOR by Frank Fahrenkopf (the Chairman of the
r Republican National Committee (RNC))and asked to conduct a poll forthe RNC. The RNC is a long-standing client of NOR. I was told by

Fahrenkopf to follow up on the issues and details of the poll with

Bill Phillips, Fahrenkopf's Chief of Staff at the RNC. I was also
told by Fahrenkopf that the poll should include issues of interest

to the Vice President, and that I should talk to the Vice

President's staff for input for the poll.

5. Several days earlier, in a conversation I cas having asith

Vice Fresident George Bush, he made a brief comment that i should

to do a poll which would include questions of interest to the Vice

President. The Vice President did not say anything that indicated
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5.LLa 4
that the poll sheeld M.et a
Democratic coalitions approimately oe year after the elections
measure voter attitudes o0 national Issues and measure the
awareness and perception of major political figures. The design of
the questionnaire 4l the estIon bhe ased Wre left to the

expertise and judgment of MOR.

7. A couple of weeks or so after my mentioned discussions

with Fahrenkopf and Phillips. I met with Lee Atwater (a volunteer
adviser to the Vice President) and Phillips to discuss a variety of

items, including the poll. Phillips agreed with my suggestion that

we delay doing the poll until the Pall so that any lingering ef-

tects from the 1964 campaign or election would be gone.

8. MOR had no further discussions about the poll until the

(rlate Summer when I called William Greener, the RNC's Deputy Chief

V of Staff for Political Operations, to advise the RNC that I thought

it was time to go ahead and do the poll. Greener agreed., DC.,',

9. At about this same time and pursuant to my mentioned dis-

cussion with Fahrenkopf, I called Craig Fuller, the Vice Presi-

dent's Chief of Staff, and asked him what issues he wanted to

include in the poll. Fuller replied that the poll should cover the

i sues of trade and terrorism.

2
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11 14'atperception o the Y1~ veo President,

11. it was at about tbis pPInt . which was in early,,.-tenber
1OS, that I asked the NO -aff to *trt drafting the question-

maS~et 010,e0011 With the ooei *.e
t a) to measure the Republican and Democratic coalitions oneyear after the campaign.
(b) to measure the general attitudes toward and perception ofthe Republican Party Including the develomoent of perceptuaL maps.
(a) to measure the national issue agenda including the

specific issues of trade and terrorism.

(d) to determine awareness, approval and perception of major
political figures.

(e) to determine the approval, perception and political sup-
port of Vice President Bush.

12. During this questionnaire design stage, I gave a copy of
the draft questionnaire to Fuller, and he and I discussed the ques-
tionnaire with a focus on the trade and terrorism issues. A few
days later, Fuller suggested to MOR that it make three changes to
the questionnaire. These were a suggested change to a trade
.uestion, the addition of names to the list of names on a question
which assessed the public's attitude on various public figures, and
suggested changes to e question which measured the qualities sought
in the next President. So'me of these suggestions were accepted by

MOR.

3
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£te aomsl bui **soiaer Ukitp Its gusto"r ,at*..
14. 'Wetir h iou~~svth Puller described in

paragraph 12t noeither the ., * t $ AY# the. VIe jpesident or* i
fact, anyone outside MM. proe the questionnIaire -the design
of tle specifite sinar aigbe *t U '.xpri.

1.The questions in the .poll relatingV to the 1983 election,
0including the *head on heads questions. tvere included by NOR be.

cause based on my experience an .d Judgment and that of the NOR
staff, 14OR believed then to be a-pprate. NOR also believed that
0ll of the questions NOR used including the 1988 election ques-

Ntions were within the aulthority granted to N4OR to conduct the poll,
0 although admittedly neither the RNC nor the FFAF had specifically

asked for questions relating to the 1988 election.

16. The interviews for the poll were conducted by NOR from
September 17, 1985, through September 25, 1985.

17. On September 19, 1985, NOR invoiced the RNC $70,000, the
agreed on cost for the poll. Nothing has been paid by the RNC on
the invoice and reminder invoices for the $70,000 have been sent to
it. The stage of NOR's work on the poll at which the invoice was
sent to the RuIC is in accordance with NOR's normal business prac-
tice.

16~. When the poll was comTple'Led MDR staff wrote two separate
analyses of the poll. The first analysis emphasized the perception



am other Mtiam

P~S elaing o tose ~aus. Z i -a" U""41a fot "M t
prpr Iutiple analyses- ofpolig t* awv the varios

terests Of parties I to the "3.

LI. Is. fit .n 46bi vas pr.be 4g at a Meeting OR
November 13, 1935 which was one of a number of meetings I was haw.
ing at this time with the Vice President, his Chief of Staff
(Fuller) and Atwater, and copies of the afelyses were given to
them. Copies of the second analysis were delivered to Greener on

December 19, 1985.

20. In December, 1985, OR was advised by the RNC that it
0 would pay only for those portions of the poll on voter attitudes

0 towards the issues, parties and major political figures and that
an the RNC would not pay for that portion of the poll relating to the

C1988 election since the RNC had not authorized those questions.

21. MOR was also advised by the FFAF at about this time that

the FFAF would pay for those portions of the poll on the perception

of the Vice President but that it would not pay for those portions

of the poll relating to the 1988 election since the FFAF had not

authorized those questions. This was the first time NOR became

aware tht the FFAF would be paying anything for the poll. At this
sarne tire MOR was askedC by the FTAF to prepare a revised analysis j

S



the niunbrtoy n in this particularh sitatio heto that th
2su it ea *Vi ft theno tu rterymed tou diaee-

11 t betee WSS tfndt. IM " a to t 'Saon$ should orbel

not bavs been included int the poll. tis kind of misunderstanding

ioccasionally oc ar In our busines Vectors vhiob contr-ibuted to
the misunderstandling in this particular situation yeo that the

issues to be covere In the poll wre determined throg discus-
slons rather than in writing, and the poll came about over a rela-

O
tively long period of time with input from several sources.

23. Following its customary practice to resolve business dis-

putes with it clients by direct negotiations, NOR had negotiating

sessions with both the RNC and the FFAF. As a result, NOR has pro-
posed to settle the bill of $70,000 for the poll by agreeing with

0)
the RNC for it to pay $52,390, (a 74.8% portion of the poll),

covering only those questions which the RNC agreed it had autho-

co rized 1OR to poll, and by agreeing with the FFAF for it to pay

C$4996, (a 7.1% portion of the poll), covering only those questions

concerning the perception of the Vice President. The balance of

the $70,000 bill, $12,614, (a 18.1% portion of the poll),

apparently will have to be absorbed by NOR. In making these

allocations, N.OR used its normal and customary method of allocating

costs for multi-client polls. This settlement of NOR's bill is

c,-,Nr!,_sent with MIDP's normal and customary business practice i.-

resolving disputed wcrk or charges with its clients, both political

and commercial. This poll was done by NOR in the regular course of



~k. WbsIts business vlb tb Mt
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Subscribed and sworn to bi
a this 4 ay of mard

TRACY PACOREK
b ws .Mic. m * u.MI.' /

My omimson expires .
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2Rpb i a beina aommtter of Ulons tnngeen 6O,

_3, ske a a co any o th its princial oic in Detroit ,

Hichigflo is in the busilS of conducti g political 07C POhlCisal

public opinion polls.

4. sarly in 1985, 1 Was contacted in 'ay capacitY as the

President of hOR b Frank hreol kopf Jr. the Chairan of the

Republican National Covnittee (JNC)t a long-stanlding 
client of NOR,

and asked to conduct a poll for the 1RNC. I was told by Fahrenkopf

to follow up on the details of the poll with WI;&**SIU Phillips,

Fahrsnkopfes Chief of Staff at the RkiC. I was also told by

Fghreflkopf that the poll should include issues Of interest to Vice

President Bush, and that I should talk to the Vice President's

staff for input for the poll. The design of the questionnaire 
and

the specific questions to be used to cover te subjects 
were left

to the expertise and judgment of NOR.
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0., A opleo Ow eeks or so after my mont.one~d €onvesatons

with Vahrenk~pt and #h tP5, e £tvster ten a voluntee advisor

~to the Vice i'roasint), Plrlilps and Z Nt to disocuos a variety of
items * inc ladng the Was. LIpS agreed with W suygestiou that

74) we delay doing the pll unall the aI, so that any lingering of-

feats from the 1914 c agn or election isd be gone.

7 . beR had no further discussionls about the po.t until the

I% late suet when I called William Greener, the IUC's Deputy Chief

" of Staff for Political Operatilons, to advise the 
RUIC that I thought

it was time to go ahead and do the poll. Greener agreed.

0 S A~t about this time, I called Craig Fuller, the Vice
t president's Chief of Staff, to ask hi4 what issues ahe Vice Presi-

dent might like to includ i the poll. Fuller replied that the

Vice President would like the poll to cover the issues of trade and

terrorism. no other questions were requested by Fuller or the Vice

President's staff. The Vice President himself did not request any

questions.•9. Also about this time I had a conversation with Atwater,

who had by then become associated with the rund for America's

Future (FF) won which he asked that the poll include the per-

ception of The ViCe president.



t0. wt was at about this point, V eh was in early Septmber

9 iS th asked thea NO staff to $tort &&M"n tequaL~"

Sa) Secasue the ompubU l i and em oa tlC coalit Lovs 6ne year

ofte: the oMapSagI.
... "Ib) Measue the g al attitudes toward "a of

, the Iepub~oan Party JS@uding the "eLopSt of perSp 10aa 0ps.

(c) measure the nat"I L jsse agnoa iing t pific
issues of txade and teorSism.

(a) Determine awareonss, approval and perception of valor

political fivwese

(e) Setermine the approvl, perepti o n and political support

of Vice poredett Iush.

11. During this questionnaire design staqe, I had a meeti" g

with Fuller in Washington. At this meeting, among !ther nonvelatod

matters, we discussed the specific draft questions 
on the tade and

terrorism issues, which the NOR staff had 
prepared and whiOh I had

Mn brought with me to show Fuller. Fuller called me a day or two

Olater and said he had thought about the questions 
I had shown him

and had some suggestions, which NOR 
adopted.

12. MOR completed drafting of the questionnaire and deter-

mined the cost for the poll using MOR's 
usual and normal rates. I

called Greener and told him that the cost 
for the entire poll would

be $70,000. Greener agreed.

13. Except- for the discussions concerning the trade and

terrorism questions at no time did the RNC, the FFAF, the Vice

President or, in fact, anyone outside MOR, review the question.

naire, approve it or. ask for any specific questions, the question

and questionnaire having been left to NOR's 
expertise.

3



14 .Whaesnutepoll:.tM oo!! ,tio lug *ltio, .. ..
fla te aeas @ e-001 West5*", to 0,
0: din th 1hoa oniLaluded by NAft ouse
besd s my aporllo ap $~qa ~ t '1the NOR- 1tt~J~

believed that the, quoesttos a"pu 11Av. wet thft the broad
authority ganted to NORto c te pU, th'uh aomteuiy

neither the MWC nor the "WA bad 1p.S4"1ywqs U esn
relating to the 19P8 .l8ots. t1,

15. The interviews for the poll eore oonducted by NOR f rom
September 17, 1965 through September 25, 1985. When the poll was
completed NOR staff wrot Separate a&alyOse of the poli, one for
the rFAF (the FYAF Analyes) and one for the RNC (the =C

Analysis). The FFA? Analysis,. the Foreword to which erroneously
stated that it was for the laC, emphasized the public' s porce2tLUm
of the Vice President, the 1988 election and the nitional issues of
trade and terrorism. The WC Analysis emphasized the public's at-
titude on. national issues, the Republican and Democratic Parties,
and major political fiqures and it included perceptual maps re-

lating to those issues.

16. Copies of the FFAF Analysis were delivered to Atwater,

for the FFAF, Fuller and the Vice President. Several copies of the

RNC Analysis were, some time later, delivered to Greener for the

RNC.

17. KOR was subsequently advised by the RNC that it would pay
only for those portions of the poll on voter attitudes towards the
issues, parties and major political figures and that the RNC would
not pay for that portion of the poll relating to the 1988 election,
since the RNC had not authorized those questions. NOR also was

4



this time, tat 'tho V would. pay for

u~.prtoso~u.pU 0n the petLptOo P4 asvc ~$~t

bat tht it w-s, VA t s 00": Oi t.he poll .

to the 198a election sinde the WA a otath osd thosequs

tions itt this Sas tim, MOR VaS1 aO by the PYAF to rewrite the

analysis with the purpose of soowig hOW the Vice President might

best help Republican candidates and the Republican party in the

1986 election campaign.

18. It was evident that there was a serious but good faith

disaareemsnt between NOR and the IMC and the ITA? as to what was or

was not to be covered in the poll. This kind of misunderstanding

occasionally occurs in our business. Factors which contributed to

the misunderstanding in this situation were that the.-specific 
areas

0 to be covered in the poll were determined through discussions

rather than in writing, and the poll came about over a relatively

long period of time with input from several sources.

19. Following its customary practices to resolve business

disputes with it clients by direct negotiations, 4OR had several

negotiating sessions with each client. MOR A propose4 to settle

the bill of $70,000 for the poll by agreeing with the RNC for 
it to

pay $52,390, (a 74.8% portion of the poll), covering only those

questions that the RNC, agreed it had asked 1OR to poll and by

agreeing with the FFAr for it to pay $4996, (a 7.1% portion of the

poll) covering only those questions which FFAF agreed it had

authorized 14OR to poll. The balance of the $70,000 bill, $12,614

(an 18.1% portion of the poll) will have to be absorbed by NOR.

MOR used its normal and customary method of allocating costs in



m~itic~en pos n aking *be It~ocation* an this a£tt~, bt
of -O's b....... nsi..e.. nt .i... ...... nt wi a* Its ds, s. I*" -

.... ....... a2..

' and ooameroial.."

O 0. ' have attachd to.-this Attliavit a Q@PY Of th qustsOp-
nair. noting on the questiounae which questLoas were allocatid to
the IC, whioh questions vere allocat d to the PTAr, and which tvw

not allocated to eLther client.

~obet X Tooter

o Subscribed and sworn to beforeow this day of March 1986.

Nota-ry Pub c
"-_ounty- MichiganMy COMMisson- expirest



Charles 1,.11t "S10
neral Coo2

999) Z sltro"i, .
Washin ton, .C. *

Dear Sir:

This leter L II' LOW.ResearchMational Committea tii Wit ). Andr Vice President C040 r "€ s Political
Action Comittee. 

o
The attached Affidavit of lobert R. Teeter, the President ofN4OR, in substance, slim" the following:

03 The RNC co0misioned NOR ,to conduct a political poll in which
the FFAF subsequently participated, the fol as finally consti-tuted was to cover several broadly described issues with the designof the questionnaire and the questions left to the expertise and
judgment of NOR.

The poll included questions on the 1908 election. These ques-tions were included because NOR believed them to be appropriate andwithin the authority granted to it to conduct the poll. The RNCand the FFAF subsequently refused to pay for the 1988 questions onthe basis that the 1988 questions had not been authorized by them.

The inclusion of the 1988 questions, which arose from amisunderstanding between the parties, resulted in a dispute on theamount of NOR's bill for the poll. The parties have negotiated aproposed settlement of the bill, with NOR to be paid in full exceptfor the 1988 questions, the cost for which is to be absorbed by
NOR.

The poll was done by NOR in the regular course of its businesswith the intent to be paid in full for its work. The proposedsettlement of the bill by NOR was for business reasons and NOR didnot intend to make a contribution to anybody.
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The Hon, Frank J. PahxrWo, at
Chairman
Republican Mation~k.ali it't
310 First Street, 0.3.
Washington, D.C. 20,00,11

Dear Frank:

C I appreciated your letter to.the.Vice Presidentof December
4, 1985 concerning thefo tof a ad h c ttee to
discuss activities of thePpub.lican National Coittte as
they may relate to the Vi"e President and ther Republicans.
As we indicated to you previously, Ron Walker will serve as
the Vice President's representative on the committee should

__ such a committee be formed.

Based upon our telephone conversation, it is my understanding
that the ad hoc committee will not review and discusso resources traditionally provided during the past five years
to the President and Vice President. It is my understanding,
as a result of our conversation, that the RNC will continue

o to support the administration, specifically the VicePresident, in the same manner and at the same level it has in
Opast years. As you and I discussed, this is most appropriate

given the office and the level of support provided to the RNC
by the Vice President. I want you to know that this
understanding is most appreciated.

With regard to the scope of activity you envision for the
Committee, I want you to know that Ron Walker has full
authority to discuss any issue appropriate for review by the
RNC. We would like, of course, to focus primarily on 1986.
To the extent the RNC is planning for the 1988 convention and
wishes to involve the ad hoc committee, we would have no
objection. However, I do have reservations about utilizing
the ad hoc committee at this stage to discuss and resolve any
issue related to a 1988 presidential campaign. Since the
Vice President has neither declared his intentions with
regard to 1988 nor does he have a committee formed to address
the 1988 campaign, I cannot authorize the Vice President's
representative to engage in these issues at this time.



-02-

Finally, with regard to the discussion in your letter
conernng mlndestandinq abOut pOllif V as pleased*

0bsed on our coPY sation, that we are in agreement withregard to the fact that you offered to afor a survey

ontaining'questions in which we wouldyhave an interest, i,
regret, as I know you must, that procedures were employed
that could have prevented confusion about the questions and
the analysis derived from the survey.

We look forward to working closely with you, Frank, to make
the beat possible use of Republican resources in 1986 and to
creating a constructive environment for dealing with future
political considerations.

Ig L. Ful
r Chief of Staff to the

Vice President

cc: The Honorable Paul Laxalt0
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Nr. Robert 8.
President/Trei
William lowart
S99 Bronton D
Weatbury, New

Dear Bob:

I want to assure you that it has been, end V11 coatine to be, the policy
of the Republican National Committee not to support candidates-- inoluding
presidential candidates - prior to a primary. The cofusiom coeaeAing the

7 polls taken for the mC and the Fund for Amarioas Puture i* regrettable.

Simply stated, a clerical error resulted In news reports conveying an
incorrect assertion that the 1NC had done something which we had not done.
Despite what you may have heard, the RNC did not and viii not pay for

0 polling or anything else for specific candidates until after the 1988
Convention. The Republican National Comittee has a long-standing policy of

7W candidate neutrality, We will not support any of the 1988 presidential
candidates prior to the 1988 Republican Convention. Only after the
delegates at the 1988 GOP Convention have voted for their choice for
President and the nomination has been confirmed, will the RNC actively
support the chosen candidate. Until then, the RINC will abide by Its rules

Sand remain completely candidate-neutral throughout the primary election
cycle.

I hope this explanation addresses your concerns. I appreciate your interest
in this matter and hope for your continued support. If there is anything
else my office can do for you in the future, please do not hesitate to
contact us.

Very tr yours,

ank J. Fahrenkopf, Jr.

PJF/rdd



lrf Robert So Or amPresident/'treaurer

William soward Taft Young Repub iM tCy*

899 sromton Drive
Weatbury, yev York 11590

N Dear Sob:

t~) I want to assure yo" that It b, m il bstn e *t e the policy

of the Republican National Ceinitto*k w eto npoot candidates - including

presidential candidates - pror to .prisa, the coefus Oncerning the
polls taken for the CIM and the Fnd fot Aftrica's Future is regrettable.

Simply stated, a clerical error resulted In news reports conveying an

incorrect assertion that the MC bad dome something which we had not done.

fb% Despite what you may have beard# the 33C did not and 
will not pay for

C) polling or anything else for specific candidates until after the 1988

Convention. The Republican Natidlal Cinittee has a long-standing policy of

candidate neutrality. We will not sugport any of the 198 presidential

candidates prior to the 1988 Republican Convention. Only after the

delegates at the 1988 GOP Convention have voted for their choice for

President and the nomination has been confirmed, will the 
RNC actively

support the chosen candidate. Until then, the lMC will abide by its rules

0 and remain completely candidate-neutral throughout the 
primary election

cycle.

I hope this explanation addresses your concerns. I appreciate your interest

in this matter and hope for your continued support. 
If there is anything

else my office can do for you in the future, please do not 
hesitate to

contact us.

Very tr yours,

ank J. ?ahrenkopfe Jr.

FJF/rdd
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Rtober-t S. OosR eatbay wTohUDss

Thank you for your Ail"

I woud tike toM1 M,

W presidental cm , d7-.

coissio s polls to test oter ret te fi

,,this case trade and terrorsm. h Fiw or Ameics t O was
interested in the same isses, as wel as nandldte5Peci fIc

Sinformation. We a8reed to attach their tioisto our poll -

referred to as "piggybackiui" " with the unt that we would
pay for only those qaestions onus. In tt different

I su bkwere prducA by Narket Opinion s

policy oo Is o

SUnfortunately, the finished product received by heFund forAmerica's Future contained a clerical error, nae the aissi

of a statement declaring that the poll was purchas in part by

the Republican National Committee, and in part bypr es Fnd foraAmerica'sas r T cy reported in the prs
result, the RC appeared to be supporting George Bus O

iresident. Let me again assure you that this is in n gway the

truth, and that the RNC will remain completely candida cnutralthroughout the primary election cycle.

ckin t t e isl

I hope this addresses your concerns. I appreciate your erest

intismter ndhp for ynyfs wt ou r itoise spprt.If rei

anything my office can do for you in U future, p
hesitate to contact us.

Very truly yours,

Frank J. Fahrenkopf, Jr.

FJF/tvDwight D. E isenhower Republican Gentar. 310 First Street Southeast, Washington, D.C. 2 .03202) . Telex: 0 1144





Committeelm

Robert S. 0908fe
Presidenw tmI'
Williua i6wa4 "fi
899 Iroaton Drive
Westbury, me. lck go

Dear Robert:

0 Tbiri* YOU for YQ~, CM;

I" would like to ago h'R8
Spolicy of the M
presidential w dte"Mor. 

-

q- Conerning the pol Ft* 44 -

A*e Republican MUtofl QOinitt*peiodically 00111iU~i~fl polls

to test voter reactio to ific osus# int
terrorism. The Fwd for 0-0 ure a- int

same issues, as well as ome ca it.te-gpec fi'
agreed to attach their qAeticm to o0W oi] tft

Sthat we would pay for only thornsse o oc issue% fact

two diffeint m.rve books were o ,1 arket, C i th

Research.Wnffotunately# the finished poft-teeivd bY t
.Fund for A rica's Future contained a clerical error, .y the

omission of a statement declaring that the poll was purchased in

._ part by the Republican National tt in part by the Fund

for America's Future. This copy the press, and as a

result, the RNC appeared to be supporting George Bush for

President. Let me again assure you that this is in 
no way the

truth, and that the RNC will remair*zadlidate-neutral 
throughout

the primary election cycle. c k

1 hope this M .. I appreciate your interest

in this matter, and hope for your continued support. If there is

anything u office can do for you in the future, please do not

hesitate to contact us.

Very truly yours,

Frank J. Fahrenkopf, Jr.

FJF/tV

Dwight D. Eisenhower Republican Center. 310 First Street Southeast, Washington, D.C. 20003. (202) 8838643. Telex: 70 1144
-wg t .... ,% ftvr uc MC01 19ti leAN NATIO NA CO MITE
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Fm* JO F-1twenlkop w ::;W
Chlman .:

Nro Robert So Gtosmm

'William neward Taft Young Republic"; Club -. r
099 Bromton Drive •.,-..

Westbury, now York 11590 "

Dear Bob:04

f I want to assure you that It has b~eim, sa O il 00tO t e lbe
of the Republican Naional Comittee Not to ii aw t ee-4

eOpresidential candideoi-- prior to aimto ftei; i ,  4o tilOn ConeMrn81" the
polls~~~:,i tae .fort the RKadteFn s rotteble.t-

I ., As you know, the Republican National Committeoe perl lteally commissions
0polls to test na I voter attitudes. The Fund ir IMerlea' Future had
( isome questions which onyf concern to thpf We agreed to attach

§r /their questions to 14r pIl referred to /aplgldacklng" -- with the
understanding that wekiwould pay ily got t questions we had requested and

0%never see their queswos di: srvey books wet* produced by the
polingfir, arkt oinin esea will, In factg pay only for the

o research that we requesteaf

The misunderstanding over t mtter aro efrom a clerical error in the
//irst copy of the poll that llas,_releas . The report received by the Fund

(,V for America's Future did not o~ntailp statement declaring that the poll was
purchased, in part, by the--Rep 1i an National Committee and, in part, by
others. Instead, it said w for.material they received. When the

cotetsofthscopy were 0 poted 1 the press, the RNC appeared to have
paid for material pertai to the I leto.

Simply stated, & cl ia ro esle nnw reports conveying an
incorrect assertion that the RNC had done something which we had not done.
Despite what you may have heard, the RNC did not and will not pay for
polling or a nything else for specific candidates until after the 1988
Convention.)(bt- ,,,z, ,e,, yo..- ...... ,- ..-_ ....... pp l4t---wr

.... tion cycle.

-
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Milae Nlovara Taf
oo broston Drive ,

Westbury, noew Tork' IIi0

I I want to assure you that it i
of the Republican National Cogp r e s i d e n t i a l c a n d d a t e 8 -- pr t
polls taken for the 1WC and Uhope that this letter will ea
happened.

As you know, the Republican National Committee periodically commissions
polls to test national voter attitudes. The Fund for America's Future hadsome questions which were only of concern to them. We agreed to attachtheir questions to our poll -- referred to as "piggybacking, -- with the

0 understanding that we would pay only for the questions we had requested andnever see their questions. Two different survey books were produced by the
polling firm, Narket Opinion Research. We will, in fact, pay only for the7_ research that we requested# apA h. PInA m a-Mornfap uture wi,, payrortho ....,.^n z r h O N a..ed. w

The misunderstanding over this matter arose from a clerical error in the
first copy of the poll that was released. The report received by the Fund
for America's Future did not contain a statement declaring that the poll was
purchased, in part, by theRepublican Naticnal Committee and, in part, by
others. Instead, it said we paid for material they received. When thecontents of this copy were reported by the press, the RNC appeared to havepaid for material pertaining to the 1988 election.
Simply stated, the clerical error resulted in news reports conveying anincorrect assertion that the RNC had done something which we had not done.
Let me again assure you that the RNC is not supporting George Bush, or any
other candidate, for President. The RNC will abide by its rules and remaincompletely candidate-neutral throughout the primary election cycle.

7,
*Ld

~ f~

Dwight D. Eisenhower Republican Center. 310 First Street Southeast, Washington, D.C. 20003.
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V bpubliams Club
899 Ironton Drive
Westbury, new York 11590

Dear Robert:

I want to assure you that it has beens and viii continue to he. the poi cy
of the Republican National Cowitte not to support "0416te- iselng
presidential candidates - prior to a p*isry. ,he cofusios concerning the
polls taken for the UC and the Fund for "America's Future to regrettable. I
hope that this letter will clarify the situation and explain what actually
happened.

As you know, the Republican National Committee periodically commissions
Npolls to test national voter attitudes. The Fund for America's Future had

some questions which were only of concern to them. We agreed to attach
Ctheir questions to our poll -- referred to as 'piggybacklng' -- with the

understanding that we would pay only for the questions we had requested and
never see their questions. Two different survey books were produced by the

Cpolling firm, Market Opinion Research. We will, in fact, pay only for the
research that we requested, and the Fund for America's Future will pay for
the additional work that they wanted.

The misunderstanding over this matter arose from a clerical error in the
first copy of the poll that was released. The report received by the Fund
for America's Future did not contain a statement declaring that the poll was
purchased, in part, by the Republican National Committee and, in part, by
others. Instead, it said we paid for material they received. When the
contents of this copy were reported by the press, the RNC appeared to have
paid for material pertaining to the 1988 election.

Simply stated, the clerical error resulted in news reports conveying an
incorrect assertion that the RNC had done something which we had not done.
Let me again assure you that the RNC is not supporting George Bush, or any
other candidate, for President. The RC will abide by its rules and remain
completely candidate-neutral throughout the primary election cycle.
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Veebur, sw Tack 1Z$#oo )E La
beat Robert:

I want to &$sure you that i11t Uas bees., snovil1 continue to be# the policyof the Republican NatiY1 Catto Sht t4upport candidates -- including
presidential ca a ptor to a #Pokt -w confusion coneri= the
polls taken for tha e W a ! : t s :ou utur. Is regrettable, I
hope that this letter will clarify the i and explain what actually

As you know, the Republican UStiona Cmm ttewperodically commissions
polls to test national voter Ott des. The Fund for America's Future ws%0 600%10 belto - - -"W was &sk in

.2A " - had questions which were only of concern to
them. We agreed to attach th r questions to our poll -- referred to as
"piggybacking" -- with the erstandlng that we would pay only for the
questions we had requested Two different survey books were produced by the
polling firs, Market Opinion Research. We will, in fact, pay only for the
research that we requested, and the Fund for America's Future will pay for
the additional work that they wanted.

The misunderstanding ovq smatter arose from a clerical error in the
first copy of the that was released. The report received by the Fund
for America' uture did not contain a statement declaring that the poll was
purch , in part, by the Republican National Committee and, in part, by
t- rzd -Ruuericaij _u When the contents of this copy were reported
by the press, the RNC appeared to be-
et me again assure you that thm RUC is not supporting George Bush, or any

other candidate, for President The RNC will abide by its rules and remaincompletely candidate-neutral roughout the primary election cycle.

I hope this explanation dresses your concerns. I appreciate your interest
in this matter and hope or your continued support. If there is anything
else my office can do or you in the future, please do not hesitate to
contact us.

Very truly yours,

"T#& q t LE aT, , Fr . rahrenkopf, Jr.
FJF/rdd " . - .W'd % m of.,. L

Dwight D. Eisenhower Republican Center. 310 First Street Southeast. Washinaton. DC. 2fMM MM RiA&A7n Tf,. n A ,,
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sear ,bert:

I want to assure You that it basbo
of the **p bWlen Ntional C01.  itti

pols takon for the' *4ndte 4
hos tatthis letter Vill Clarify

/
oe, the policY
'- including
cpas rnng the

what actually

bappened.

As you know, the aepublican National Committee riedial)ly commissions

polls to test voter reaction to specific issue* In the poll about which

you are inquiring, we were trying to assess t views of Americans on trade

and terrorism. The Fund for America's Future was also Interested In these

issues, as well as having some questions whi were only of concern to

then. We agreed to attach their questions t our poll - referred to as

spiggybackings -- with the understanding t we would pay only for

questions on those two issues. Two differ t survey books were produced by

the polling firm, Market Opinion Research. We vlii, in fact, pay only for

the research that we requested, and the Fu d for America's Future will pay

for the additional work that they wanted.

The misunderstanding over this matter ar e from a clerical error in the

first copy of the poll that was released The report received by the Fund

for America's Future did not contain a atement declaring that the poll was

purchased, in part, by the Republican N tional Committee and, in part, 
by

the Fund for America's Future. When th contents of this copy were reported

by the press, the RNC appeared to be s porting George Bush for President.

Let me again assure you that the RiC I not supporting George Bush, or any

other candidate, for President. The C will abide by its rules and remain

completely candidate-neutral througho the primary election cycle.

I hope this explanation addresses you concerns. I appreciate your interest

in this matter and hope for your con nued support. If there Is anything

else my office can do for you in the uture, please do not hesitate to

contact us.

Very truly yours,

Frank J. Fahrenkopf, Jr.

FJF/rdd
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Robert S. ra
president/i'Munt
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Dear Robert:

04 Thank you for your MCOnt letter.,

I would like to SMO thut it e

V~pol icy of the 311 C ttoo
presidential tOWdit pri6zy 3lb. :

1W concernirW the poll Is

- As you know, the-Republin 00to8a C iteperioial
commissions polls to test voter rection to 

specific issues, in

this case trade Md terrorism. The Ftmd for AMerica's Future was

o interested in the saM issues, as well as sm addt-~cfI
information. We agreed to a#ttach their qLStO=l to our poll --

referred to as "pliybackius" -_ with the'agreeent that w ould

pay for only those qaestions m Issues. in facts two different

survey books wre produced by brket Opinion es.

Unfortunately, the finished product received 
by the Fund for.

C America's Future contained a clerical error, namely the omission

of a statement declaring that the poll was purchased 
in part by

the Republican National Committee, and in part 
by the Fund for

Aforica's Future. This copy was reported in the press, and as a

result, the RNC appeared to be supporting George 
Bush for

President. Let me again assure you that this is in no way 
the

truth, and that the RNC will remain completely 
candidate-neutral

throughout the primary election cycle.

I hope this addresses your concerns. I appreciate your interest

in this matter, and hoefor your conttinued support. 
If there is

anything my office can do for you in the future, 
please do not

hesitate to contact us.

Very truly yours,

Frank J. Fabrenkopf, Jr.

FJF/tv
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Robert S. Grosse
ftesidutesiwre
William, Ie1rt ya0t 14!"~Wwi0

Vestburyq Rev Ytt 11590

Dear Robert:

Thank you for your recet letter.

I would ilk, to assur- t t It,-,s lo.l cime to-be,
policy of the NC am to I s"pp"t t;uItlli-t

., presideftial candidates prIr o &*riury.e 110'00 uilon
concerning the poll is

As you know, the Republican Natioml Comittee periodically
commissions polls to test voter reaction to specific issues, in
this case trade and terrorism. 'The Fund for America's Future ws
interested in the same issues, as well as some candidate-specific

M information. We agreed to attach their questions to our poll --
referred to as "piggybacking" --with the agreement that we would
pay for only those questions on issues. In fact, two different
survey books were produced by Ibrket Opinion Research.

or% Unfortunately, the finished product received by the Fund-for
America's Future contained a clerical error, namely the omission

cr of a statement declaring that the poll was purchased in part by
the Republican National Committee, and in part by the Fund for
America's Future. This copy was reported in the press, and as a
result, the RNC appeared to be supporting George Bush for
President. Let me again assure you that this is in no way the
truth, and that the RNC will remain completely candidate-neutral
throughout the primary election cycle.

I hope this addresses your concerns. I appreciate your interest
inth s matter, and hope for your continued support. If there is
anything my office can do for you in the future, please do not
hesitate to contact us.

Very truly yours,

Frank J. Fahrenkopf, Jr.

FJF/tv

Dwight D. Eisenhower Republican Center. 310 First Street Southeast, Washington, D.C. I003- VM 34700. Telex: 701144
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Honorable Frank ,7. Fahrenkopf Jr.-
Chainan
Republican National CmdiEJ I
310 First Street, S.E I
Washington# D.C. 20003 tI. .- t

Dear Mr. Fahrenkopf:

DECi8

p.' A

In the recent issue of Human Events I read a disturbingarticle regarding The Fund for America's Future and the partthat the Republican National Committee played in financing apoll taken by Vice-President Bush's PAC.

While I am a strong supporter of the work that the RNC doesto on behalf of the GOP* I do not support the idea of aiding onecandidate over the others for Presidentp especially when thereSare several potential candidates for the 1988 Republican
nomination.7

_. Our club has not made any formal decision about whom wewill support. However, based upon his House voting recordand other datp I do not believe that Mr. Bush is all thatconservative and I will not support him in the primaries.

I am writing to find out if the story is factual. RecentlyI received a bill for my 1986 RNC membership dues and mySdecision regarding whether or not to rejoin is predicated upon
the validity of the story.

A while back I was a member of the Republican PresidentialTask Force and the United States Senatorial Co-jittee. Idid not renew my membership seeing that my money was going tosupport Republicans that are so liberal that they would hurt
the party more than help it.

I would appreciate a response to my inquiry. As you knowfrom our meeting this past May, I support the work that youare doing and I would like to belong to the RNC, at least as
long as you are chairman.

With my warmest personal regards, I remain

Cordially,

ROBERT S. GROSSE

RSG/dm
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Fund was expected to pay far more than this m
forq wo share of the survey.

,., et no one who studies the poll can come
a.ay with any otber Impression than that
dirdualy the entire survey Is dedicated to mak.

pig George Bush Presiden of the United

States.
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Vice Pr ;teg Bush
The White Hou ,

M Washlngtor% OXC. 20501

Dear George:

As you know, there has been a great deal of discussion as to the proper role of theRepublican National Committee (RNC) with potential candidates for the GaP Presidentialnomination in 1988. In fact, I have discussed this subject with you and other possiblecandidates during the past month so that we might take the first steps towards insuring
O the RNC's candidate neutrality, and, at the same time, providing our Party leaders, on anequal basis, appropriate information and resources available from the Committee.

You and I agree our focus during the next year ought not to be 1988, but rather theOimportant elections of 1986. The stakes have never been higher. It is absolutely essential
,.t Seo roA%.V,* cl ieve, "g*R:84 A, .. I stha .,t.. 1or~ o.fJb 

I$ -~tr VolThe unfbrtunate incident this week involving the mist'aken impression that the'RNCcommissioned and paid for a poll exclusively for one Presidential candidate is illustrative
of the type of misunderstanding that must be avoided.

As futher indication of the type of confusion that surrounds our efforts, one only needs tolook at the numerous consultants and pollsters who work with the RNC and are alsoofficial or unofficial advisors to one or more of those who might run for the Presidential
nc-r!ineti,n in 1988. Ho.., best tc, heardlE this, ar-,. c-te.: rnatters of concern must be



Pae 2
T++'?he Honorable G e Bwh h , ;December 4P 1118 5 L:!:

During our post iascuss-w 00 ew 0t
sdced you and other tow*t ati t
Intrfaee with the RNC. *lw
Information from thRNM Yt he Itn thte~mt~ e1*nm
meetings would be Ron W lker

The aforementioned msnateIng ceei ® pU 4e ms It. jimsn~l'itt
d-hoc committee begin meeting with me enhd appliste RNC officlels a soon e Is

feasible.

I intend to schedule the first meeting of this group somtme In early 3Jaury. In the next
10 days, I will contact you with more of the details as to the exact date and acope of the
meeting. If you want to change your representative, please let me know at your earliest
convenience.

All of us at the RNC look forward to working with you in the upcoming months. Together,
we can assure the goals we share for the 1986 election are reached.

Should you have any questions, please feel free to contact me. It is vital that we get the
D job done in 1986.

1r7 Very tr ly yours,

0I

FJF/gts
cc: The H onorable Paul Laxalt

General Chairman, RNC
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old should George Bushhave to IV1W

DMU.: Wll it certaiWwaSaE't
question about the ...iety, o it.
of us omer what else is, 2Oi% on,

It was i-i r. I th*th many
So ego

What do you think is oin8 on?

DOLE: I don't know. But %w knows who will run in 1988? But
o when the Republican National Coiittee takes a poll - How do you get

George Bush in the White House in I88 - then son of the rest of us
U who might even have an outside chance wondr a bit about It.

* NOVAK:

W DOLE:

Do you think he should pay for that poll?

Oh I don't know - I don't quarrel with George Bush. But
-.M somebody ought to pay for it.

1%, NOVAK:

0 DOLE:

Who?

But the problem is they're going to have a violation of
17 the law whatever happens.
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j0P POLL DRAMS KOHL$ Or PROTEST FRaoN vS#'S POTENTIAL IVALS

iy ONALD N. ROTHBERS
POLITICAL WRITER '-*-

,-' iN6TON (AP) - I vitI C N PRN T POLL T 1N'-TU53TSlS
M3OeT VICE PRESIDENT 6EoS Itusw's E SISENTIAL PROSPECTS NAS RRIWNS

VOLS OF PROTEST EONESDfY VON NIS tOTNItT RL IVALS 01 SAN MtR
SVlVY AS A TILT TOWARD ISN 'IN TM - 9 traCE.

THERE ALSO HAS A UESTIOM WHETN[R BUSH'S POLITICALACTION COKSHITTEI

W OULD VIOLATE FEDERA ELECTION LAHI if IT pAID PART OF THE COST Of
THE POLL* 'a.

RIDES TO BUSH'S RIVF-LSR ERE CONTENDING THE VICE PRESIDENT'S

POLITICARL ACTION CtHITT[E OL.O VIOLATE FEDERAL LAW IF IT PAID MORE

THAH $5 TOIRRD THE COST OF THE SURVEY. R BUSH ADVISER £ID THAT

MRS RH IHCORRECT IRITERPRETATION OF THE LAM.

r,- FRRHV J FRHREWOFF JR. CHAIR AN OF THE REPUBLICANN ATIONAL

COHMITTEE SAID HE T RH AHANGRY CALL FROH SENRIE RjORITY LEfADE Bo

DOLE9 HO DEMRADED$ 'MHAT THE HELL IS GOIS ON?"'

.7 THE CHIRKA SRID HE Re£.UfED DOLEY WHO HAS HIS EYE OH THE 198

r' PRIESIDENTIAL HeHtfRATIONe THAT THE fARTY WOULD I E CANDIRTE

, HE'T~RfLw ' IN THE -E.r HE OL R.F:A:F'F T' E .,,'EY HF, 'P, O FrF C il! lCNE. E-Y
t•E CLAHIFEPEtT. EE T NA-IS FE .VFPE A2 FMES -T 'F

Tl^MI E A0.rTP, TE -,
Tk l, . ~f4 kTE$E E iTh q7j &Lis TEE

EI F , T V! c EA- rTE A Is E.hAI"IN.- IF.i.. E

a--I a A E . . . %0

)4THE Y stAE IF THEY lr,' LrFI GYE f-ht
"' FSAI D, FiHEN9ArFF:' U£SIN THE

T: r F v !- .?. £Z! a. J9 0 1 i'lE 4":5' C. F sTE F I SS of P t o; I EE 11 S OIN

E "E . ELEE c F20LL! E.-SETWE THE OTf- FROM HI S GtE cl INEh N PAYS FOR

THAT FOF'T.. C- OF Tf £S F..E-Y

S t .E YV F E-ETAPY Tpu:r. EF . KY. E MF f 9-iN' AN? HiE R

POTENTIAL FP.ESIENT4Ai..RokIDATE9 SAID b5 OF 74 P AGES OF A COPY OF

THE POLL R E EEIVEL 'DEALT WITH L.CH,
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lEatN htot.Isrt n Ts COMpILsD I it aA A, CON it , -flfL k4

SENT OUT WITH A COERt .,rrt* OlICH RSt109 "Tots suRVgY OF 004LlTsIN

Tis, UtITE STAT.S HAS CONPCTEo lY J RRE*T GFiwot Rt*SARC l74if THE,

REPUBLICAN rAIODRA&. COi14s i&HE o fug MAOR PLIAPQssE OF Tag AtiaRVY M1R1

"To nSmsE$SpEsoNA AMID :?O6ftATED PERCEPTtIONS Of 69,00' V-501' AND

TO COMPARE PUBLIC PIRCEPTIOW O! Buss sits THOSE OF PRES IWT REAaAn,

"To INVESTIGATE VOTER SUPIPORT FOR VICE PRESIDENT G6OGE BusH IR.

BOTH THE PRINRRY AND GIE0R9L ELECTION FOR PRESIDENT IN I 88,
"To HAP THE NATIONAL ISSUE ftEHOAS ESPECit.LY WITH RESPECT TO THE

IMPORTANT ISSUES OF FOREISN TRADE AND INTERNIATIONAL TERRORISW.
11

CO THE SURVEY OF 1,56i PEOPLE WAS CONDUCTED In SEPTEMBER.

P LEE ATATERy FORMER DEPUTY MNITE HOUSE POLITICAL DIRECTOR AND 14ON a

PRIVATE CONSULTANT AND ADVISER T, BUSHs SAID 70E COVER LETTER As A

GROSS CLERICAL ERROR.11 HE SAiD THE LETTER MAS MEANT ONLY TO DESCRIBE

THE BUSH PORTION OF THE LETTER*
"NO JAMES CANNONS WHO RUNS THE REPUBLICAN ARITtlo FuNait A POLITICAL

r*- ACTION COMMITTEE SET UP BY FORMER SENATE HaORITY LIAER HOWARo H.

o BAKtER TR. SA12 HIS LEGRL ADVISERS SAID IT WAS 'A SLAM UNg OF A

VIOLATIOH OF ELECTION LFS FOR THE BUSH PGC TO PAY FOR THE POLL.

ATWATER SAID THE BUsH PH'Cs ATTORNEYS REVIEWED THE POLL AND b"WEIRE

GOING TO PAY FOR 'LESTIONS THAT DEAL WIT$ BusH's IMAGE AND ALL THAT

Cn KIND OF STUFF.1

[HE SAID THAT WORE NOT PRYINE FOR ANYTHING ABOUT 1988"' AO ADDED

THAT 6 ANY POLITICAL *ACTION COMMITTEE OANTS TO SEE O1 THEIR CHAIRMAN

ANo PRINCIPAL POK&SON LOOKS."1

- TOP OFFICIAL Of THE BUSH PRC. SPIEAIKN ONLY On CONDITIO" HE NOT E

IDETIFIEDS SAZOTWAT TEETCR v E THERE AND MOM

SAYS9 OPs, tsI MET TOO FAR FRoS TiE FEC sTROOPOINT
1 AND I GUESS

HE'LL HAVE TO EAT THAT STUFF.
1"

FEDERAL ELECTION LAWS PRONIBIT A POLITICAL ACTION COMMITTE 
FRO"

CONTRIBUTING MORE THAW $5960 TO A CANDIDATEI INCLUDING TO A

POTENTIAL CANDIDATE TESTING THE HATERS IN PREPARATION FOR A POSSIBLE

PRESIDE"TIAL CAMPAIGN.

RP-t4Y-,2- 4-85 £BiJEST



To:

Thru:

t From:

ROBIN CAM
chief Of Staff

WILLIM I. mom~I, Ill
Deputy Chief of Staff
f or Political toperotim

Director of Cammlcations

.- Subject: Bush/Pac letter

Attached is a draft of a letter in response to a question about
n the Bush/Pac poll. As you can see, I believe it would should come
__ from the Deputy Chief of Staff for Political Operations.

Dwight D. Eisenhower Republican Center: 310 First Street Soitheast, Washington, D.C. 20003. (202) 8634500. Telex: 70 1144



• •

December 20, 19S

Mr. Robert S, Grosse
PtOsideftt/Treasurer
lliam Hoar- Taft

* Y~g Reublica Club
!9Sioon Drive

r Westbury, NY 11590

Mr. Grosse:

Chairman Fahrenkopf has asked me to respond to youVletter ofo3 December 17. Let me begin by saying, we appreciate your interestand support of the the activities of the Republican National
Committee.

Now to your concern. First of all, you are not the first persona to ask about this situation so let me come right to the point. TheRepublican National Committee has not paid for any poll done for Theoc Fund for America's Future, nor will the RNC pay for any polling doneon behalf of potential candidates for the 1988 Republican
nomination.

Chairman Fahrenkopf has repeatedly, and continues to say thatthe RNC will be neutral in the 1988 presidential nominating process.

So, what of the Human Events article on the matter? Well, it isaSsimple as this: Market Opinion Research made a mistake. Whilepreparing polling data NDR had done for the Vice President, datathat we did not ask to be done and will not pay for, a forward wasprepared that said the information was paid for by the RepublicanNational Committee. With that forward attached it is certainly easyto see that people might come to the conclusion that the RNC hadcommissioned a poll seeking to measure the vice president'spotential as a presidential candidate. The simple fact is, we did
not.

- - more - -



page 2

What we did agree to do is to let the vice president .pg. g k
onto a poll that we had asked MOR to do. Payment for the pigpybck
portion of the poll was to be arranged between NOR and the, Yk -

president.

What we asked MR to do is a general public attitudes poll,
similar to polls that we do regularly. The poll was to ask
questions relating to public attitudes toward a variety of iss
and of a wide range public officials. We did request MR to include
some questions that related to areas in which the vice president, as
a part of his official function, works (such as trade and
terrorism). I want to stress, there is nothing new in this. The
RNC has for years done polling of this type to assist the President
and the administration determine public opinion.

I hope this letter clears up the matter. As I said, we do
, appreciate your support for the Republican National Committee and
rO the goals we have for 1986 and the years ahead. We will contine to

work as hard as we know how to help Republicans be elected at all
.- levels of government. And we can best do that at the presidential

level by staying neutral until our Party has chosen a nominee and
then uniting behind that candidate, whomever he or she might be.

Sincerely,

WILLIAM I. GREENER, III
Deputy Chief of Staff
for Political Operations



WLAM HOWARD TAFT YOUNG REPUDUCI

December 17, 1985

Honorable Frank J. Fahrenkopf, Jr.
Chairman
Republican National Committee
310 First Street, S.E.
Washington, D.C. 20003

Dear Mrs Fahrenkopf:

In the recent issue of Human Events I read a disturbing
article regarding The Fund for A-Merica's Future and the part
that the Republican National Comm.ittee played in financing a
poll taken by Vice-Presidont Bush's PAC.

While I ar. a strong supporter of the work that the RNC does
on behalf of the GOP, I do not support the idea of aiding one
candidate over the others for President, especially when there
are several potential candidates for the 1988 Republican

10 nomination.

7 Our club has not made any formal decision about who(m we
will support. However, based upon his House voting record
and other data I do not believe that Mr. Bush is all that

r. conservative and I will not support him in the primaries.

3 I am writing to find out if The story is factual. Recently
I received a bill for my 1986 PNC membership dues and my

r decision regarding whether or not to rejoin is predicated upon
_ the validity of the story.

A ,-ile back w ,-as a mrember of the Republican Presidential
F'rc, and thn ntel Saes re..Sena:nrini -i..n ee. T

- . . .: "my t c. e ---.,p -sn t-. t -. r- -: %' going to

P - -. ~ A

. . . .. . - ° . .* . . .- •.

U,. nd I -,ou!i I . to bel-n-- Zo the RXC, at leas as

W:ith -," w- . est personal regards, I re rain 4 --

Cordially, Sa1



The Teoter Pm ct is on dI. t . p.....i.....b1y wil b do A d.AprI depending on
other projects thet vay be in the field at that time,.

The effort will bedone as an addendum on oother peject.
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James Cannon, who runs Baker's
Republican Majority Fund.

Accompanying the poll is a cover
1 -4A-- J L. ....:.:__ -

Duab, id Wiin

flu6'a Polkca actioe

PAC.
Teeter said that the copy (t the

poll obtained by The Washington
Post inaccurately is described as a
poll commissioned by the RNC. He
gLald that thp Ap.j-rln ,r-n Ume,'o.
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E rA

:This survey of adults in the Unittd Statesyves, 00 by *et

Opinion Rssarch for the Republican National ?he 6 -sor

purpoues of the survey are:

"To psaure public support for the Republican# 40d
Du vratic parties, i io their respe.tiv .0Zi-
tions, and analyze their strengths n Weadues 1

" To uwover whether or not the 1984 post-eleOItion
party parity has been maintained through 1985.

' * To i the current 44% Republican Party owali-
tion with the minority coalitions of years past.

V* To assess the iood of the national electorate with

regard to their perceptions of the direction of the
country and approval of President Reagan and Vice-
President Bush.

o To measure the basic issue attitudes of the American
public with regard to such areas as traditionalism,
government assistance, unions, and foreign aid and
intervention.

* To map the national issue agenda, especially with

respect to the inportant issues of foreign trade and

C. international terrorism.

• To nap voter perceptions of major political figures

on a two-dimensional space containing partisan and
ideological axes.

Research Des ign

Sarmle/Field

Fifteen hundred (1500) telephone interviews were administered to a

clustered, probability-proportionate-to-size random sample of U.S.
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census ftion

New &~gland
Mid-Atlantic

East North Central
West North Central

South Atlantic
East South Central
West South Central

Mountain
Pacific

Totals

16
42

300

ToO Nu*wt
'Of I1tarview

79
245

265
111

257
95

158

80
211

1500
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a le~ r i fifteen I ,1

T AMmple CEm for a simple randwom swpe (M- S00 is 2o5t at the

95% level of confidence. This means that ninoty-five out of one

wndzd s rw- amples will have their *le estimate within

plus cr minus 2.51 of the population value.

Data Processing

The interviews were conducted, validated and edited in MOR's

facilities in Detroit, Farmington, and Livonia, Michigan.

pleted interviews were coded and keyed and the data run in

office of Market Opinion Research, Detroit, Michigan.

telepone

The com-

the home

Staff Participation

Design/Ouestionnaire: Robert Teeter and Frederick Steeper

Analysis Report: Julie Weeks and Frederick Steeper

- iii -

f*



0

.... I ,60,1 "OUrslfas. go *0iaz) or n " v

,m , .

Strong Deocrat
Weak Duwcrat
Independent Democrat

Independent

Independent Republican
Weak Republican
Strong Republican

Other

Full

17%
17 _

12 _

10

13
17
14

Dom. 46%

Ind. 10%

Rep. 44%

1

100%

- iv -
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t011 w l 1n0 , , , . ,

.... Hig dft* -%f coil F"L

I' OSI fta--

Less "On *15,000

$15,O00$40,000
Over $40,000 I HIGH I3KXWg

The above classification excludes the core mocratic social groups:
blacks, Hispanics, and Jews. The latter groups are coded separately
in the scale and are shown in the analysis tables only if there are

enough cases for reliable analysis.

These status groups have been found to have significantly different

issue interests and degrees of support for the Republican Party.

High incorre
Intelligentsia
Middle class
Lower end
Jews
Hispanics
Blacks
Not ascertained

Total

Distribution
of Index

15%
11
31
18
4
4
11
7

100%

t~)

0

C

WELL, ,,

S' tob,", rotor to



~isto~ica1

ds~vgrphic k o n

mPronsh, and
Person can only

(tihite Northern)
(White Northern) Cwb'Z*

(tM Ortherin) Un1m '

JO".

All others

Total

25"!is

14

26
4

114
.3

100

- vi -



.Protctia"~

4.

5. lree t

Total

30

100%

The other index is a ciIlnation of questions 13, 14, 16, 23, 24, and

25. It yields the following distribution:

Core protectionist

Lean protectionist

Neutral/Mixed

Lean anti-protectionist

Core anti-protectionist

Total

Distribution
of Index

42%
25

13

287

45%
17

100%

- vii -



0 No military action
1
2
3
4 Military action in all cases

Tbtal

- viii -
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1. Do ym, fe3 tbiQ in this- 0,
generally goinl ini t rt 4iA
or dD YM f00l taiy ' re ptYseiq~ygttf n 1

~1I~h4 ~ * 0 *

~ . 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0*

SO..,,.* . ::.1*.:

track?

2. GCwrally qsain.8 do YMa Ckvi ~ ~ £iYf dmil. 4. 0_6..p o l t c a l vy o t e s a id toe m Ue 
i 

m 
!  

It 40 0 4b 0 0 0 0 I0 0

woking fairly Viii &t Oh w l[ m~ nt "

tifs, Or dD YMthink thJWig n a 64000 " 000fO

nif icat dhif?

3. *ht kinds of dhangs do Ym think nmW to be d? (PXB MR AT LOW 1

* * * * ._.4

MXSES)

Do you approve or disapprove of the

way Ronald Reagan is hardling his job

as president? (WAIT FOR RESKIISE AND

ASK:) Would that be strongly
(approve/disapprove) or just _m what

(approve/disapprove)?

Stronvly. •mo e •Samhat . •p~m •
Somvht disapproe • •
Strongly disaKW" oe •

on It Jnoe, • • 0 0 00

Refused/N. • • * • .

. .. . .. 34
• , o , , o12

* . . . . .15

* 0 0 0 0 64

5. Do you approve or disapprove of the

way George Bush is handling his job

as Vice-President? (WIT FOR RESPONSE

AND ASK:) Would that be strongly

(approve/disapprove) or just somewhat

(approve/disapprove)?

Strongly approve. . . .e * . 922
Saewhat approve. .. . . .. . 35

Scmewhat disapprove .. . .* .. 8

Strongly disapprove . . . . .. 9

Don't know, . . .e . e . " s 9 . .23
Refused/NA. .. . . . . . . . " " . 3

-1-
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(IF, NEED SInsIPANT OanS A

0.3 -What kinds Of chnesd

The def icit/National. dVbteduo *
deficit/Get our spending , under"
control/Deficit spendig/Cut a n V
Spending less money

Taxoes/'rax sysatVax refteuvChmngo 'to
taxes/Tax strucur/Weed fairt414
Taxes are way out of line/l~xss to
be tooe-1Wrkedl

etter leadership in goverwM-nt~ft "Ne'
new politicians/Change in g r
officials/Different officials ngo
the people in office

-0 More concern for the peole/Think 'mre
about the people in the =91try/Siart

r looking out for people in this
country/Interaction with people
instead of issues

Less foreign aid/Stay out of foreign
countries/Focus on problems here,

- rather than overseas/Take care of
ourselves instead of other countries

The President/Need a new president/Need
0D a different president/Replace the

president
Better jobs/Create jobs/Need work/Need

jobs for people/More jobs
Changes in government should be by the
people/They should respond more to the
majorities' opinions/Popular vote
instead of electoral vote

Our trade policy/Balance trade/Foreign
trade balance/Knock out all imports/
Too mny imports/Importing too much/
Should buy more American

More honesty in politics/People in office
need better moral values/Reduce
corruption in government

d be made? (Responses of 2%or more')

Social Security/Cthanges in
Social Security/Social Sca*ity
should still be givenrVTkiJ

7% money from Social Securitypi~ot
fair to older people-Social
Security 2%

The judicial system needs to be
4 changed/Suprmn Court 1~au 2

Farming/Farming policyA/ed .a
better farm policy/Fanors
need helpUovernment should do

4 soathinq for the farmers 2
Not enough for the poor lsIp

poor people/Conoern for the poor/
Underprivileged citizens need
help/Concern for the hueless 2

4 Need changes in criminal law/
Stystem of parolling convicts
is bad/Crime 2

4 Our political systerv~ eed a new
systeVNot a well-balanced
system 2

Not enough for the middle class/
4 More needs to be done for middle

and lower class 2
4 Foreign policy/More concern for

foreign affairs/our relation-
ship with other countries 2

Less defense/Less money on
3 defense/Less spending on the

military/Military budget should
be trimmed 2

All other miscellaneous responses 4

Don't know
Refused/No answer

Combined Responses

Social/amestic policy mentions
Economic mentions
Foreign policy mentions
Defense/Foreign policy
Systemic chanqes

Taxes

-2-



S19 04 07 1,4377

0,6-12 Now I 'd like to r ,eard you some statements.abalt va,lan I t .he gam IM.-OWs tror l a ree, so m t agree, somewhat , disa g e. or a t " y VC.W T : .

Q. 26-31 Here are sane statements about other issues in the countiy. ftreChW paa JiM
scmewhat agree, somewhat disagree, or strongly disagree.

Neither
Strongly Samewt =,_W

Attitude Scale #1 Total A="

7he United States sho~uld never send troops
to fight in a civil war in another country,
even if a comunist takeover is likely. 100% 22 19 4;. 25, 2,

ur economy and security would suffer if
we did not use military troops to protect
our interests in other parts of the world. 100% 41 32 1' 1) to

Attitude Scale #2

We should help only countries which are for
us ad nthelp thoewhich are aaist us,00 41 21 4 19 I

Cur country has a moral obligation to help
people in other parts of the world, even
those in neutral or unfriendly countries. 100% 22 34 2 17

Attitude Scale #3

It is all right for public schools to
start each day with a prayer, 100% 55 20 3 7 .1

A woman should have the legal right to
have an abortion is she wants one. 100% 46 19 2 4 24

(continued on next page)



80407 143 78
Q.6-12 Now I'd like to read you some statements about various lumes in the Wzo.
strongly agree, savswhat grees somewhat disagree, or st dl" .

Q. 26-31 Here are som statements about other issues in the cotMx. Ro each am lh .M
satewhat agree, scnewhat disaee or strongly diaree

(cont 'd)

Attitude Scale #4

If cities and towns around the country need
tinancial help to improve their schools,
the governivent in Washington ought to give
them the money they need.

The governient in Washington should see to
it that every person has a job and a good
standard of living.

Attitude Scale #5

Claim about welfare abuses are greatly
exaggerated; mest people receiving welfare
assistance truly need it.

Tighter controls are needed in the federal
food stanp program, many people now
receiving food stamps dn't deserve them.

Attitude Scale #6

Labor unions have become too big an
powerful for the good of the country.

Labour unions are very necessary to
protect the working man.

Nsithwr

Strongly Sai=91"t a
1btal ftr2

100% 3

21

100%

100%

100%

100%

4

23

3S

(continued on next page)
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Q.6-12 Now I'd like to read you some statements about various iss_ - In the =t.
stronly agreel, scmewht agree, somewhat disagree, or stronqly disw.

Q. 26-31 Here are som statements about other issues in the cunt.M. Fr 900 Cm
somewhat Agree, ocmewhat digee, or st ly dis.ag.

(xont'd)

Attitude Scale #7

Black people in the country should be given
special oonsideration for new jobs because
of past discriqtination against them.

(Comnined with Jesse Jackson therrmmeter
rating to form scale #7)

Heithor
Agree OW

Strongly Samev*it Di1.s is
Thtal ho ~ JgM

100%

(a)pDI: Percentage Difference Index= " "Agree" minus S Disagre,



Thinking about foreign trade, i oma . ..
13. All in all, do you think tha ti 601 with A61 !

other oountries, both bzying mi *Uin Iir
goods, helps the United tat". .0 aw
or hurts the United States' eo0 ,I ,f

at ; . .. Ct

S * C

1e oer the ruxt several years'. do, y PAN
think or country Jd be bet!ti dgf ibt ith i • 0. 0 • • 0 0 .
with am trade, trade, i.. . o o • .* . . . . . .34
the Sm trade, an u , vith Iloln .. . .• • • • 0 e .7
counEte? (See, al o, .4) 'e, 0 • • 0 . .0 . . 1

15, DD y knmofc any seif ic bisirsme T" o . * . . * • • • • * 46
in your ara that have ben hurt by. ..... ... . . . . 0S1
foreign ocpzetition? )et't knl. .. e . o o. e e * 2

16. Which of the following three choices do you think should be cur country's foreign

trade policy?

(RANDOMIZE)

a. Have no restrictions on foreign hports so himricans
can have the widest choice possible on
what to buy at the lowmt possible price . . . . . . . . .16

b. Restrict foreign imports fran any country which
restricts our products and trade freely with all
other countries. .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .53

c. Restrict any foreign imports which threaten Aerican
jobs even if they are fram a country which doesn't
restrict our products.. .. .. . . . . . . . . . . . . .27

Don't know .e**eee *99e***o***9 **e*3
Refused/NA. .. .. * .e e e . . . ... . .* 9 * e l

-6-
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Ibtyal Eector ,at~e ~i!i'. -? ~

Owair labr in foeign s i

ag mun s bV AsrbIm I or
unions.

The selling ot gosAt IN*s then
cotb foreign W-Rs.

lbor plannuing and mgMs tv
U.S owpCaanies.a

Setter 9iality of foreign Wroducts.

Lhfair trade policies cE foreign
countries,

p

11

37
100w

30

Nt At I00tv3'i i i , 3* !

12 5

7 3 i5 4 "11

C-1

-7-
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am$ Clown to,4 r IC W WIoa

M.

(U1"S

thI,

o mit )WCI •0 0 0 0 0 • • 0 0 • .

HWL SA14NZ a

238o * dct ' Aho following statemnts ams closet t yawr einan:

aW a. The a we =oting un-
fairly with Awrican industries 30

OR

b. hairican industries are blaming
the EInqIans for their cn mis-

ag t and excessive labor
costs . . . . 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 55

Don 't know. . . . . .
Refused/NA . 0 0 * 0 0 60 0

* 0 0 0 0 0

24. Over the next several years, do you
think our country would be better of
allowing more, less, or about the sane
amount of foreign imports, as now,
into the country?

More . . . . 0 * 0 0 .
About the sane . ..
Less . .0 0 0 6
Don't know . . . . 0

Refused/N . . ..

• . .... 36

* . . . . . 51
* 0 0 0 S 0 3
* 0 0 0 0 6 1.

125. If we allow fewer foreign imports Avoiding a trade war . . . . . . . 35into our country, other countries Allowing fewer iports into oountry58may allow fewer f our products into Don't know . ....... . . 7their coutry. This is sameti es . . . . . . . . . . *called a "trade war. Which do you -
think is more important (I)TATE:
avoiding a trade war or allowing
fewer foreign imports into our
country?)

-8-



International to d
rcently,

32. S Pople say tha t
much the U.S. 9o04
duoi terrorism.
governMent can si
terrorisn. which v1.in.
your own?

33. Di you favi or
taking military acti~
iota?

34. %=ald you favor Cc
action against tex
killed heerican cit

(AMK O.35-37 OLY IF iR Qe34))35. Would you favor or Imi9,t"To
C action against trwrl Cal

innocent pole in the I m am- lkely
to be killed or muiandd n the attack?

36. Would you also favor military
N action against terrorists who are su-

pected of planning an attack or only
0 as retaliation against terrorists who

have actually carried out an attack?

CD37 . Would you favor or cpose military
action against gOv nnts which help

C train and finance terrorists# even if
that means risking a larger war?

Vhich has been ~w.

not motfuch fv't can,406..
Gov't can signiti*ofltl:yrduce,
Don't know. . . . . 9 . ...
Ref used/N. , ...... 0 V*

Ate Favor . ... @ OI , 5 ). - ..p $ ,0
-- os'e know, 0 4..0 0 0 * 0 ,s

i mu~..I bfu. tiA. . i 0 * 0 I ' * _0 0 0 0 J

h&V"q.. (0 0 WQ 3)Favoro. .. ((Z) DQ.3)
s. d . (GO D)S0)Don't know.(GD 'ID 0.U9)
ft 9M~A.(eO ID 063)

* 44
44.1

.03

Favor. • • • • • • . . .03
eall military action (083,34)16

Don't know. . a o e o * o o o o o 8
Rft used/Mk. 0 0 . . 0 . . . . . 0 *

Favor against suspected terrorists.28
Favor only as retaliation . . . . .47
Favor neither .. . .. .. .. .. 4
Oppose all (Q.33,34). . . . . . . .16
Don't know. .. .. .. .. .. .. 5Refused/N . . . . . . . . . . . .1

Favor . 0. . . . . .
Oppose, . 0 0 0 & 0a

Oppose all (0.33,34).
De'tdnA. . . ..Refused/NA,. . .

0 0

* 0

.36

.40

.16

.7
• 1

(ASK ALL)
38. When terrorists are holding Americans Should negotiate. ......... 59

hostage, do you think our government Refuse to negotiate . . . . . . . .34
should negotiate with the terrorists Don't know* ......... . . . 6
for their release or refuse to Refused/N .. . • • •. . . . 1
negotiate with the terrorists?

39. Do you believe terrorist acts are . Individuals/Small groups. . . . . .27
largely the acts of individuals and Foreign government. ...... •. .66
snail groups, or do you think that most Don't know ............. 7
of them are being backed by same Refused/NA 1.. .... 1
foreign government?

-9-



a

1 68.

464
18 62

12 60

Rocnald,
L*a I
low*~ I
The- Pa

The I cctatc -rtay
Robert 0010' Joiwi Glem
Gerald F

Jack Kap
Mario Cumo

. Gary Hart
Tip O'Neill

-- Ted Kennedy

I JimW Carter
Pat Robertson0 Conservatives

q Walter Mondale
Jesse Jackson

Geraldine Ferraro
O Jane Fonda

Liberals
George Wallace
Jerry Falwell

21 27
12 -23

loft
100%
loft
loft
loft

100%
100%
10ft
100%
100%

100%
100%
100%
100%
100%

9
14
19
27
30

139
23
19
22

- 10 -
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Ronald asgan

Kmuad Reay

Ronald Reagan
Ted Kenrody

CID

0*
o

7.7

6.2

7.1

6.2

- 11 -



102. 11M, ft plitft!a ls9uft* Mouwld YOU
diiiWObe yo*wt ls a U*Okle "Sk

av cc a I", (?
aJi*R Do~) you. i~to be

**tiy(liberal/*qwavti*),,# fairly

(Utbsral/oonservativo)?

* * #9

* . ,

~* &

* .,~ .
gee

9~*

.. *, .o S 9

0**

9..

*0#

&' e"O V 0

* *.
* *0** I

(WMIU 0.103 AND 06104)

103. Now ww1d you describe loom
ia as a liberal, a an wervativO- 8

nderate? (As) Would YOU sw lw's
0 atrmly (liberal/consirvativ)*

fairly (liberal/comervativw) or just
~ slightly (liberal/cm nrvative)?

l34. How would you describe Ge e Bush-
as a liberal, a conservative or a
moderate? Would you say he's

oo extremely ( liberal/conservative),
fairly (liberal/conservative) or just

CX slightly (liberal/conservative)?
(liberal/conservative)?

Sligl .Ok& y A, ••
W&8o10•V

.2
S.

.3

Noderats. o . . . . . . . . . . .6

Slightly o0ativ..I~~i I¥ O NCaive
Fairly onois -iw *
Extremly nservative.

1fn Itkno. . . . . . .leused/N& . .

.10

.25
,20

* . . . . 8
* . . ee.

atrWmely liberal . .
Fairly liberal.. ..
Slightly liberal...

o2
.4
.4

Moderate. . . 0 0 a * 0 0 0 0 .* .36

Slightly conservative
Fairly conservative .
Extremely conservat ive.

Refused/N. . . . . .

.11
.21
.7

. . . . . .13
e 0 0 0 0 0 1

- 12 -

*52,

OmOP'lX'm 0,,1o3 MID 104 ) 
..



pirp~ses...

aepublican. .e~rat. ,. .

t prer~
Other.....
R e. . . 0

.eo w.a.

•34%

* 3

* 1

Party Identification

Strom Democrat . . . 17
bak.... 17

Indpen s t elWcrat. 12

Indepnent V 9.a . . 10

Indepe nt IRpublican 13
Weak Republican . . . 17
Strong Republican . . 14

Other/Not ascertained *

o D2. In the last general election in which
V you voted, which answr best describes

how you voted for state and local of-
(V6) fices such as governor and senator?

(RFAD OICES 1 TMIXMI 7/ALTEMA
Go ToP o XWOrM M1 oP)

CIC

Straight Democratic
Mostly Democratic .
A few more Democrats

than Republicans..
About equally for both

parties .. .. .
A few more Republicans

than Democrats. .
Mostly Republican . .
Straight Republican .
Other . *. . . ...
Never voted . . . ..
Don't know. . . ..
Refused/NA. . . . .

D3. Are you currently registered to vote
at your present address?

Yes . . . . . . . . , 81
NO& . 0 0 * * * 16
Registered elsewhere. 3
Don't know* .e.. . *
Refused/NA. .e. . -

- 13-
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~W. 4M $ 25-29 ,Vp

40-414 4 0
45-0 years,
50-54 t ..
55-59 YO , O

65-74 .
75 and omvr.
Re use . 0

Refused . . . S

to D9. Mhat is the last grade of school y

C0lIted? (kade Nscho ol or IssGa o a( 1-8) ., 0 .0

Sow lhgh school(Gracb 9-11). . ..0 *

Graduated high school
Vocational school/
Techrical school.

San college-2 years
or less . * . 0

Som colmege -svr.
than 2 years...

Graduated college .
Post-graduate work..
Refused . . . . . .

co D10. Are you currently... .(READ 1-5; ONE
ANSWER ONLY) Employed and working

full-time* . . . a 51EMipoyed and working
part-time . . . . . 11

Unemployed. .... 5
Retired.* ..... 18Housewife e . 11

Temiporarily laid off
(Voutmm'r E)

Other e * * .* . . 4

Don' t knov* * * 9* *
RefusedAIAo. **

- 14 -
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DI1, Ntat is your present

Dlla. (IF IR IED) In your pq mouf 1W! ly
. . .(WAD 1-5; CNE AS G

D13. Fran the following list, what wold you
say is the occupation of the primary

0 wage earner in your family?

Sin...

sinoo.. . 0 *

Ssp~g~tad 0 42'~*

Widove1A.t I
Don't know. . , 0 , -fl~fuu4.4a. V .V) S 4

fu ll ' iT:ti... . ..

zt-ti... 0 W 11V

Ik. 1osd. . . . . . . 1
ltiLmd..0... . 17

!HaUG -fe.. 15
NhMrarily laid o(%C.3ftrin)... *

Other 0 0 . S 0 0 a S

DM I t jg1O 0 . 0 . 0
Refused/MA. 0 0 * 0

.1
0

Salaried a~loye
(manager, SAlUfl,
accountant) . . . .Self-in loyed . . . . .o

Retired . . . . . . . .
Professional (doctor,

lawyer, CPA). . . .
Tradesman (carpenter,

foreman, machinist) .
Executive (corporate
officer). . . . . .

Hcmemaker . . . . . .
Services (nurse,
police, military) .

Hourly worker (laborer,
typist) . . . . . . .Student. . . .

Education (teacher,
counselor).....

Other . . . ..Don'It know.......e
Refused/A. ...... *

- 15 -



DIS. Does anyone in Y r
faming?

90th. . 0 . . * 0

0 e"d 0 0 * 0 * 9

D to ya x or sowld pondsnt . . .. 
in O~w field of Iwaith, oft1~bwm, or Othwm e 6i of, houto-
social welfare servios? hold.. . . . . . . 10

DsOtfussd o . . . . . .

D19, Dws any~w in~ yaw hou ~ A3An to Iao Wmon or "--a~w~ aSmoclation?
(CIILE A (OC UNDt 50f i ND OMW IMER)

Other
Reiolent Mmibr

Labor union............... 10 10
Teachers' association, ......... 4 5

NO................... 0 * 0 85 83
Refused/Single Jmnir household. .... * 3

D21. Is your religious background Protes- - Protestant (e.g. Baptist,
tant, kRan Catholic, Jewish or Methodist, etc,). ... 54
something else? (IF "SOMETHING ELSE" - -- Ran Catholic. . ... 26
OR LINCLEAR IF CHRISTIAN, ASK:) Is Jewish. . . .. . .. . 4
that a Christian church? - Other Christian . . . . 10

Other Non-Christian/
Unspecified . .. . . 2

Agnostic/Atheist. . . . *
None,.......... 0 2
Don't knows . . & e *

Refused. .... • . . 1
V

D21X. Would you say that you go to church. . .Emery wek....... 28
(READ (0ES) Almost every week . . . 12

Once or twice a month . 17
A few times a year. .. 31
Never . . .. .. . . . 11
Don't know. . . .... *
Refused *

- 16 -



Which of
inclu#Ss
in 1984 1

MAW $#00 (4#9) 12

0-4 D* ('4~900) 12
$04 ,0 (14*9) 11,

$3OO0*440#O@O tn,*99) 14
$40000"SOV000 ('49m 7
$$00 amctr

SOSO n !. . . .
bfad .ooo.. 5

D26. (o m N TIOALIT SK:) Is White. . . .. . ... 83
your racial or ethnic hritag. white, Black .. . . 11
black, hispanic or what? Hiupanic/S pansh

mrievv/hiamo. .. 4
Orientalo. , W *
Amrican Indian . . . . IOther o o o o o * o o *
Not ascertainod o 0 o .

D28. Sex: (BY OBSERVATION) Male O s * . . .. . . . 48
Female .. . . . . . . . 52

Political Strata

Pacific.. . . . . .. . 14
Mountain . .. . . . . . 5
East North Central . . . 18
West North Central . . . 7
Deep South ...... 26
Border ..... . . . a 8
Mid-Atlantic . .. . . . 16
New England....... 5

- 17 -
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f: .- urigthe year after the 1984 elections, the Republican Party has
maintained the party identification gap between Itself and the
D mocratic Party. At the present time, 44% of the nation's adults

identify themselves as Republicans, while 46% call themselves

Dowmats. This 2-point mrgin eantinuems th trend begun after Pnald

Reagan's 1980 election to the Presidency, and is about the same as
W! last year's 3-point, 44% to 47%, gap and 1981's 3-point, 45% to 48%,

gap. Tbe Republican Party is truly at parity with the Democratic

C) Party.

A major question that remains to be answered is whether those voters

who have climbed on the Republican bandwagon because of President0
Reagan will remain on the wagon after Reagan has gotten off. In other

o words, is this party parity transitory because it is based largely on
o0 the power of President Reagan's personality, or are these newfound
cc Republicans on the bandwagon for the long haul? And, if some of these

voters can go either way, what issues and policies will solidify their

new partisan inclinations? The answers to these questions are

critical for the future of the Republican Party.

Before answering the what and how of keeping these voters in the

Party, it is necessary to discuss who they are, and how the Republican

Party coalition differs from the Democratic Party coalition.

- 18 -
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mIajor De~etIM1wwit of"ri

-~that have a. b~rir (A or a1!

ethe usjot dite ants of piitn

rel ed~, catiot a#e, ar ideolgy*

" pSent

uffO, $rae S.X,.

TheI~ehldinavi At %*%Leh &WtU cmgS it s 2.70 Over

half of the w*ot with incans wder $25 aW .W, %ft~ita 53

of the electorats ame t1rocrats, lo ever IV", of he wth L wes

over $25,000 a year (470 of the electorate) at, fpublicans. Inco

is one of the most clear--ut delimite of pmrtislauhip.

Party identification wnng whites is fairly evenly divided, although

the Republican Party holds a 49% to 41% plurality over the Democrats.

Among blacks, the Democratic Party is the overwhelming favorite.

Fully 85% of the nation's blacks identify themselves as Democrats;

only 9% call themselves Republican. Hispanics identify more with

Democrats as well, but the gap is not nearly as large. Fifty percent

(50%) of the nation's Hispanics call themselves Democrats, 39% say

they are Republican.

Though the differences are not great, men identify themselves as

Republicans (by a 48% to 42% margin) while women generally think of

themselves as Demorats (50% to 40%). This gender difference became

prominent after 1980 along with the so-called Reagan "gender gap." In

the mid-1970's, there -was little or no difference in party identifica-

tion between men and wamen.

-20 -
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MARKIT-OPINON RSAC

The patterni Of ar and part issanship has changeover the course of th*

last generation. Znthe ps, y tv voters were more liberalI a.-

tuws mnr inclined- to to, 00mocratic. Valitical theory stated that* ao

one grew older an had to deal with.buying a house, raising children

planning for rot iz'ment, etc., one was likely to become more con-

servative and more Pepublican. Howver, now it is voters under 2,.

those who are being politicized in the Reagan years, who we most

likely to be Rspublican. Fully 51% of adults under 25 say they are

Repulican, while only 39% report to be Dmowrats. That vargin shifts

0J in mid-age, and voters over 55 are more likely to be Democrats -

those 55 to 64 by a ugin of 56% to 37%, those G65 an older by a 491

to 44% margin, These partisan differenmoes w how ---ortant h one

enters the electorate is. The New Deal generation, who entered the

electorate 40 years ago, are more Democratic than Republican, and

those entering the electorate now are more Republican than Daocratic.

Religion has always been a source of political differences, though the

partisanship of Protestants and Catholics is not as different as one

might think. Only a small 48% to 44% plurality of the nation's

Protestants call themselves Republicans, and an almost equally small

49% to 40% plurality of the country's Catholics call themselves

Democratic. The biggest gap comes among the country's Jews, a 63%

majority of whom identify themselves as Democrats. Only 28% say they

are Republican.

- 21 -



AS -

2t of ahthe oounr lts say hey ar re likrae on9 pltica iss)uoe

While 281 detrb thesene ascnevtv n a they ar

Dinw~That

lia l. Repu ln ad emorat k are more like 1%ty 4.% to We

T Rel lati iip betwe n AdomM ad partisanshi has been cloat sed

sxmidat In recent years dia to changingefintions o the Wos

andeolooy

liberal VM osevtw Qiwn te cepic Most people eschew the

wdsliberal and cse vi and call thuinelws wftratee Indeed,

52% of the country's adults say they are noderate on political issues,

while 28% describe thCwelves as conservative and 15% say they are

liberal. Papublicans and Democrats alike are more likely to label

theMelves nmderate than either liberal or 5onservative.

Relationship Between Ideolaff and Partisanship

-a ntifiain

Total Rerublican Inde-pendent._emocrat

Ideolog

Conservative 28% 42% 17% 18%
Moderate 52 45 60 56
Liberal 15 9 13 21

100% 100% 100% 100%

- 22 -
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*0 Only *k fw #~ore
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go
18-24 'S,~$13

0 25-34 % 4) 45
35-44 47
45-54 , 47 44
55-64 wit $7 56
65+ 1t 44 49

Education

Less than high school
High school/Vocational

school
Same Oollege
College graduate
Post graduate

occupational Group

47 ( 228)100%
100%
100%
100%
100%

521)
419)
215)
117)

Farm household
Union household
Teacher household

100%
100%
100%

Religion

Protestant 100%
Catholic 100%
Jewish 100%

(continued on next page)
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37%

Nw~~
of~s

(1500)

0

4,37)
774)
20)

237)
365)
283)
196)
189)
225)

99)
265)
113)

811)
391)

54)



(cOpnt'4.)

Un4r $15,000
$15,000P$25.000
$25,000-$40,000
$40,000 m~ ~vsr

PAM e.

%hit*
Black
HILOsiC

Sex

Male
Female

Ccutined Dee.raphics

Men
18-44 years old
45 years and older

Wcmen
18-44 years old
45 years and older

College
18-44 years old
45 years and older

Non-College
18-44 years old
45 years and older

White
Men
Woen

Black
Men
Wmen

100% 12
100% 7

(continued on next page)
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42

35

C 35W(3S97)
(20.)

I

41 41
65

39 50
100t
1004
1of

1244)159)
.63)

0

42
s0

100%
100%

100%
100%

100%
100%

100%
100%

100%
100%

100%
100%

(726).
( 774)

(444)(280)

C441)
( 331)

(229)
(102)

(656)
509)

(599)
(645)

78)81)
- (
- (



Non-Black

High

C Orofl .... p

16. 36% 26
35 (1)

16 a(436

is' 8 63: 60 (3)
Busmk 3s5 49 (63)

Blacks65 - 159)

W 5 10ot 57 34 34 (373)
White nit Cathoic 100%. 41 48 48 ( 202)
WhitemUPltoftnu 100 45 4S 45 ( 209)
Southern white 100 51 40 40 ( 395)
Jews 100% 28 63 60 ( 53)
Blacks 1001 9 85 - (159)
Hispanics 100% 39 50 49 ( 63)

Political Iboion

New Vland 100% 33 55 51 ( 79)
Mid-Atlantic 100% 48 46 38 (246)

co East North Central 100% 40 51 42 (263)
1West North Central 100% 50 38 36 (111)

cc Border South 100% 39 51 42 (118)
Deep South 100% 44 47 32 (392)
Mountain 100% 45 41 40 ( 80)
Pacific 100% 47 40 24 (210)

- 26 -



< -4AAITAnA0N

Prtsm, ii o)At. tol $$1* 400& ms rtv U tr. The

do rewals that

4~hot

41 or wh * 40 is 0* 36% a rich m .las St

* pnly 24 haw i s ehe $40, t 000 M

th 31%, ar dahrwie

class Pa,., wri.,n (.s '".it,,, W... the,,.+o,,- ..
Po for" the definition) call thlnmolvii 6 Vu bjicans hn

* $53% ame under 40
*36% ame middles claws

" * oly 24% ham incoxm over S40,00

*31% &" Sothern whites
* 24% are Catholic

0

It is the case that 92% are white and 530 are male, and it is true

that, as a grop, Republicans have higher incomes and more education

cthan Democrats. But these tendencies can hide the diversity that

exists within the Party.

Glexraphically, the only area where the Republicans have a slight

advantage over the Democrats is among Southern whites. In all other

areas of the country the two party coalitions are close to equal in

strength, though the Eastern Seaboard (New England, Mid-Atlantic

regions) leans Democratic, while the West Coast is slightly more

Republicans.

- 27 -



MMI IT OE'4ON ftESEAM

Itio mot recoft Adltions to te Rep f coalition aro younor,

vots ndVfters from the .o4tho r** O4~ tups aire yOewt

of, tfi new, Republican~ oalitio OM& *Omcal coalition is o

longer pcedcxinately older, nwtrtsn e'. ZiuOal PZ$

of the Republican: Psrty teo Year$ ago .home* that 51% were Northern

white Protestant* and only I1% were whit* Southerners. Nov1 , the

notrt WNP, COVcA nt. oth Pa publican Pat hasdope to 32A apM

w~hite Scutherners no ~t is 31% of t*~ party. The increased cam-

tribution of whits, Southerners to Republican coalition vakesthe

Rpbican coliio a rlyntinl oltion for the first time in

its history. The Republicgn is plurality is also slightly younger

than the Democratic coalition, A 53% majority of the Republican

identifiJers and leaners are under 40 years old* Conversely, a 54%

majority of the !wcratic coalition is 40 yers old or older.

It is wigV these key voter groups -- white Southerners and voters

under 40 - that wo~rk imist be done to make their changing Partisanship

a lasting rather than a teriprary phenom~enon.

- 28 -
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ola it,"j
Ih the eswt.atiCD
Utao~ n h

* 48% are u
* 24% ae U
* 12% have
* 23% are I
* 28% aro C

40

- 29 -

0

COcc

Tte groups among whom5aad itW .

* Blacks (1g of the Oi ai. ton are blacks, vs.
2% of the Uspubl11331o6%tioii

* lower end wites (20% vs. 1w)"
* union household uibehrs (21% vs.13%)

* Jews (5% vs. 2%)

Blacks, as a proportion of the Democratic coalition, have doubled

their inportance, increasing frou 10% of the Democratic identifiers in

the 1950's to a 20% share today.

Where 44% of the Republicans have incomes under S25,000, 60% of the

Demrocrats do. Where 44% of the Republicans have no more than a high

school education, 55% of the Democrats do. Thirty-six percent (36%)

of the Republicans are classified as middle class on the basis of

income and education, while only 24% of the Democratic coalition are

middle class. There are indeed demographic differences between the

two parties, and the Republican Party is quite competitive with the

Denrcrats on the middle 'round.



Nob"at

Llbraliv

18-24
25-34
35-44
45-54
55-64
65+

100% 100

(695) (559)(1500)

2

15

i8
56

lIEI

i4
14
11
1s

Education

Less than high school
High school/Vocational school
Sane college
College graduate

10
34

25

3T

25
21

lt

11

24
18
13
15

23
22

Occupational Group

Farm household
Union household
Teacher household

Religion

Protestant
Catholic
Jewish

(continued on next page)
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Inoc.

$25,00 0 A0
$40,000t ui 'ever

Black
Hiupanic

Zr

20

Sex

Male
Femle

Combined nourahics

Men
18-44 years old
45 years and older

Women
18-44 years old
45 years and older

College
18-44 years old
45 years and older

Non-College
18-44 years old
45 years and older

White
Men
Women

Black
Men
Wcxren

(ontinued on next page)
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22
17

74

44
I1

27%
2620
17

94

3

43
r__t

25
18

29
28

17
5

37
1411

25

15
5

41
38



MA

Doi ti

"" " . . . . k -

Higpani~
Blacks

W.hit. - .. p/ts .nt

hite notthbrn Cidtol
Souithern, wh it*
Jews
Blacks
Hispanics

Political 1i ,n

New England
Mid-Atlantic
East North Central
West North Central
Border South
Deep South
Mountain
Pacific

G : ~i ./ .... ,i 15%.i

i :i i :L i. ii i; .i i~ 11 iii

i i .,:,;I:: : 1 8,i

3

12%

IN18

14
14

51"81
4

14
1ITI

2
4
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w

of ~ ~ition~ ~$~2

1980'M

1,
13

22
3

1f

17t
19
18
23
4

Is

170
16f

23
6

21

194
23
13
20
S

20

14414

S

19

loo 100 0on 100t 100% loot,

- abmimpa d .

1952- 1962-
1960 1972 1976 1980 1984 19 5

Catholics
Northern Union
White Southerners
Jews
Blacks

56%
10
18
11

1
5

sit
10
13
23
1
2

100% 100%

sit
14

43S 34% 32%
16 16 13
14 10 14
24 34 31

1 * 2 2
2 3 2 2

100% 100% 100% 100%
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1000

1 I$5 ms

18-24
25-39
40-54
55-64
654

28
22
14
21

100%

0

0

'p

.35
21
13
15

100
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The. Anricaln public is g-nrally. satisf 1.4, with the Way things at.

gigin the 00ttry ta. ''il 11111 asked, ib you fee1, things in this,

ountW are gnrally going in the right direation or do you fel1

things have petty seriously gotten off oan the Wrong track?', 501

anar that things are going in the right direction while 390 fee

that things are off on the wron track.

0 This 50% to 39% positive majority is a dramatic turnaround from the

1972-1980 period, when more voters flt the country was seriously off

on the wrong track than believed they wre heading in the right

direction.N.

0

Not surprisingly, their satisfaction with the way things are going is

o reflected in the public's feeling that the political system is

"working fairly well at the present time.* A 53% to 43% majority

cc opine that the system is working well and needs no significant

changes.

These to evaluations go hand in hand - those who feel things in the

country are going well feel that the political system is running well,

and those who think things are off on the wrong track also feel that

the political system needs changes.

- 35 -



Tho -jt ,r~mteus ti e thke~ us quo are those

4 TWr ter 40, 8r"" th mos satis ie, wit a *

who support the pmty in', #tWh ;,-  WIUS 2.

Aulosatiefied with the way things are going ares Jewe, fstern

Seboz4residents (New MOlN4, mid-tlantic), and mmbers of the

intelligentsia. Though they are not what oae would call die-hard

RGpblicw or Mganites, th$y ae Wr likelyr to be fairly well-off

~ecxzmicaelly.

" Those who are the least satisfied with the way things are going are

the most Democratic and the least financially secure elements of

society:

C)
* Demcratic party identifiers
* blacks
* women
* low income whites
* voters over 55
* residents of the Midwest

The least satisfied of these voters are blacks, 64% of whom think

things are on the wrong track and 66% of whom feel that the political

system needs changes.
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oft 42 fromtV~ thn Flte n w11t~ itle~W nt, a*sogh

to 40% dvstW tnth*eles feel1 tht tv p *oitt4oa system noeft4

amS thoae who "eply, thot the, ;*Xitical systew e4od signif icant'

chflgMw e in4 A* wht kinds of dwas are me$ @yfeW o e

any systeMIc10 dw e Mnost ovaino an rel ato ISUSS

_110 GaL icit/hOMae ti 4hfictt/Qt GLar 7spei ~n wdsr am ol 7

'Tax syttax tefamvthuigs in tow/s
Maed fair taxation' 4

're foreign aid/Stay out of oomtis 4

*Better jobs/Create. jobsAIeed work' 4

0
All told, 23% mention social domestic policy issues, 18% mention

ecoimnic issues, and 15% mention foreign policy.

sarm responses related to the way leaders respond to the people:

"smore concern for people/Interaction with
people instead of issues" 4%

"changes in government should be by the
people/They should respond more to the
majority's opinions' 3

*more honesty in politics/People in office
need better m~oral values' 3

- 37 -



% Of th e- voters who want, changes

W- 10S# offer systemic changes* ft"a the. A$O',or'

~temic chhge respond with the fdo Otvff

"The judicial system needs to
SA~W" Cout oftrhaulW

"ir political sysap /~n a VW,
Not a Wll-balanosd st u"

?bftom in off icewe tan:GYM
legislature xun for 1 tom r

*The %y they u Congrss I& i
tion/Relationship batoon Cno m e
President 1

So, even though 43% of the nation's voters want ta ee *significant

changes," not very many actually want our system of government to

change. Rather, they want the deficit reduced, the tax system

refoned, less imney spent on national defense and foreign aid, and

more concern for people from government officials and elected

representatives.
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14413

Do you feel things in this country are generally oing in the right
seriously gotten off on the wrong track?

Generally speaki!g, do you think our political system and
do you think they need significant chanes?

Eo:euLMnt

li~ton or doV% f*-1: thkrmjt1Eortt

aW ddufar 1 w at M t jr Or

Party
Identification . . itia RW on -

Total

Nunber of Cases

Things in this country

Right direction
Wrong track
Don't know/Refused

Our political system

Working fairly well
Need significant changes
Don' t know/Refused

Total Rep. Ind. Dem.

100% 100% 100% 100%

(1500) (659) (144) (695)

50% 66% 40% 36%
39 25 44 52
11 9 16 11

New
England

N
Mid- N

Atlantic

100% 100%

Aot I""t
brth fet tk~tftr Deep.
Mtalin1 ~ B~ M
.l0f% 10M W" loft.,

( 79) (246) (263) (111) (118) (392) ( 80)

54%
32
14

57%
34
9

45%
43
12

51

3

s 14

so
So.

(2p)

40

4

(continued on next page)



.n~w~v o in,,? tho riaftt d
Of~ f on theM'M

i~wml

JM.

1-24 2 9 _

To'tal

tquur of Cae

100% 100% 100% 100% Iw0oiont

(1500) (237) (531) (313) (189) (225)

loot 100%

(726) (774)

ihino in- -gft gotxw
Rigt dircto

trac*
IDnt kno/tfussd

our political system

working fairly wl
Need significant changes
Don t know/lefused

50% 62% 52% 49% 43% 39% 57% 43%
39 30 39 40 45 45 32 46
11 8 10 12 12 15 10 11

(continued on next page)
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Do you feel things in this country are generally going in the right d & tos0 t r.
seriously gotten off on the wrong track?

Generally speaking, do you think our political system and eg i . OX
do yu think they need significant chare?

(cont'd.)

High Intelli- Middle War .-
Total Income gentsia Class End Jew

100% 100% 100% 100% l00% lo0t AR aftTotal

Number of Cases

Things in this country

Right direction
Wroj track
Don't know/Refused

Our political stem

Working fairly well
Need significant changes
Don't know/Refused

(1500) (228) (163) (458)

50%
39
11

71%
23
7

60%
33
7

52%
37
11
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PraeU~oi ofPresden bagn~rAturalli~,us imre weilaf armed, than

tt of hub. no1 *..have ns ui ton of taenIs job per

wtils As hae mpinin oCp.

Prtidtnt bagwi enjiv tmarly %niversal q oval xong the nation's

almlicans - 90 qpwve and only 8 disapprove of the job he is

doing an President. Dtocrats, on the other hiad, are evenly divided'

in their opinions of Reagan -- 47% approve, 46% disapprove. Inde-

pendents side with the Republicans, as 70% approve of Reagan and only

19% disapprove.

Demographically, Reagan is well-liked among all but the most Demo-

cratic voters - blacks and Jews. He is well-liked among all other

voter groups, especially:

* voters under 25
* Southern whites
* Hispanics
* high incme whites
* middle class whites
* West North Central state residents

The oft-com mented upon gender gap is currently 9 points. Men approve

of Reagan by a 73% to 23% margin, wcmen by a 64% to 30% margin.
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The it y 42 444 : r 6C 30 c

*h gh an but 34* hionv no Wt pert ofh

fif

K~t n~t t7' *e7Ztwl

U01osan and SupporSth s1 ta*tes where Itq 6l w n i, eseIt

111IIwP, to pwoti I* tt~ir it"~ :tttde to uno ~

issues ar txotn*w ksp0 Ad"* 1w inte Sep icen 1Nwt~

Vice-President Bush, Isalso v6l-olik.4 owhi ~n par sons

Ripblicans app e of dh% by a. 14% to 7% gin crat .S ewOv

by a lew positive 42% to s% margins, although 30% could ifer no

opinion. 1 1ieie Ztsftors apr o sofBuh bya5301-tol140

margins, bt 1% 34hae no opinion*

Geographically, Bush gets his highest marks in the Wet North Central,

Mountains, and Border South states, where 68%, 61% and 60%, respect-

ively approve of the job he is doing as Vice-President. Now

Englanders give him both the lowest marks an the most undecideds --

48% approve, 19% disapprove, and 35% have no opinion.

Demographically, Bush receives his highest marks from the same voter

groups that applaud Reagan, with the following exception: older

voters like Bush better than younger voters. Voters aged 55 to 64

approve of Bush by a 62% to 16% margin, and those 65 and older approve

by a 61% to 14% margin. Eighteen to twenty-four year olds only

approve by a 53% to 16% margin. The difference between the two age

extremres is due to less familiarity with Bush among younger voters.

While only 22% and 24% of the two older age groups have no opinion of

Bush, fully 30% of those under 25 are undecided about Bush.
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I yoU approve or disapprove of the way ronald Reaan is han !in llitk*b

(approve/disagprove) or just somewhat (appPRoedisawto ..)?

Party
Identification blitic f1 c

Total

Number of Cases

Total Rep. Ind. Dm.

100% 100% 100% 100%

(1500) (659) (144) (695)

cat let
N~ew Kid- Mm'th *N w01

Atlantic -0ntra

100% 100% 1000, U~3

(79) (246) (263) (1ll) 1S

Ronald Reagan

Strongly approve
Scmewhat approve
Smeawhat disapprove
Strongly disapprove
OnI t know/Refused

Coliapsed

Disapprove

13

4 3 : -

(continued on next page)

34%
34
12
15
6

57%
32

5
3
2

30%
40
11
8

10

13%
35
19
27
7

27%
41
9

16
8

36%
31
13
17
4

7,
*3



ion%

(1500) CE~

100%10%10

(225)

(72 l.

(726) (774)

34%
34
12
15
6

s %-Newly ANs-4g tq

Cols

Appr~o
DiaPIAVIOv.

29
44

7
5

32%

13
14
6

68 73 68 72
26 22 27 23

(continued on next page)
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38%
26
14
20
3
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8
19
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Dou a prove or disa rove of the Ronald

(cont'd.)

Status Grow_ , -.

High Intelli- Middle Lower His-Total Income _en,,tsia Clas Emd W-. :

Total 100% 100% 100 lot lot 100% l .WIt -
Nunber of Cases (1500) (228) (163) (458) (275)( 53) (463) (1)
R o n a l d .R e a g( a n 

. . ._

Strongly approve 34% 50% 38% 37% 31%. 261V 27% 1Somewhat appove 34 31 31 36 38 25 2- -Somewhat dis o 12 8 12 10 12 19 11 21Strongly disapprove 15 10 15 11 12 -.30 3.Don't know/Refused 6 2 6 5 6 2. 1 4

Collapsed

Approve 68 80 69 74 69 51 7: 37: ::Disapprove 26 18 26 21 24 47 -. 1
,... ....
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Do you approve or disapprove of the way George Bush is han-ling his ob as Vij_9-je( .f.: I
(approve/disapprove) or just somewhat (approve/disapprove)?

Party
Identification Fblitical mion

Total

Number of Cases

GeorgeBush

Strongly appioe
Somewhat approve
Somewhat disapo
Strongly disapprove
Don't know/Refused

ETotal Rep .  Ind. Dem,

100% 100% 100% 100%

(1500) (659) (144) (695)

22%
35
8
9
26

37%
37

4
3
19

13%
40
5
9
34

lit
32
13
15
30

New MiGEstt ~hfod

n~an Atlantic -eta Qta

100% 100% 100% 100% i00n 1010% M loft

C79) (246) (263) (111) (118) 1392) ( 0) (210G)

19%
29
10
9

35

23%
34
8
9

26

Collapsed

Approve
Disapprove

33
11
10
28

52
21

23% 25% U% : 1. 191
44 34 34, 33

5 7

7 4
20 4

(continued on next page)
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1* 10" % 1001 3'00% 100%

(150) (2)) (531) (313) (169) (225)

100 100%

(726) (774)

sk

Sasc4wt

strcngly
DIOn't sna

22%
35

26

19%
35
11

Collawc

Approve
Disappro

(continued on next page)
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17%

25

25%
33
S

10
26

26%
37
7
8

22

31%
31
7
7

24

25%
36
a
8

24

20%
35
8

10
27
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Do you approve or disapprove of the way Georise u handl im his lob as vIdI i4t?
(Aprove/disadrove) or just s what (approve/disarve)

(cont'd.)

.......... start us ou

High Intelli- middle Lobar His- PIN*

Total Income gentsia Class End JO Bi n kS

Total 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

Number of Cases (1500) (228) (163) (458) (275) (53) (63) (S9) (3)

George Bush ...

Stron ly approve 22% 33% 23% 23% 23% 13% 30% 5% :4%
Somewhat approve 35 35 42 36 34 28 33 31 4
Scmewhat disapprove 8 6 5 7 12 8 3 15 .
Strongly disapprove 9 6 7 7 7 17 6 19 8
Don't know/Refused 26 21 24 28 24 35 27 29 '-23

Approve 57 68 66 59 M6 4 63 36
Disapprove 17 12 12 14 19 23 10 36
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21m ER3: MWE ISUm- TI1D RE)M14C

In past national opinion studies# Market Opinion Reearch has explored

the underlying basic issue attitudes and beliefs that govern public

opinion. m R has uncover eight basic issue attitudes that tap into

the major issue areas an the public issue agends today. ob rnpl hw

the electorate is arrayed on these attitudinal dimensions gives a

better me ne of the Lundamental beliefs held by the American public.

With this base, public opinion on topical questions is better under-

stood.

The seven basic attitudinal dimensions are:

* gunboat diplomacy/interventionism
* America first
* traditional values
* goverment assistance
* government welfare
* union agenda
* black agenda
* protectionism

To uncover these dimensions, a long series of agree-disagree state-

ments were read to the adults being interviewed for earlier studies.

For this study, the two questions with the best explanatory power on

each dimension were used. The eighth dimension, protectionism, is

looked at in Chapter 5.
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There are tvo forAan poliy dioenstons at tk n :the, A rican

public. ona first *is, . tve Aw, d vsc t Voter 0ntment on

ou iity no~ust t'~ do w*1ld. T w taeet which

Vmake up this di onsion are, *The United States should nwr send

troops to fight in a civil iwr in amotwr *=.ntry, en if a ouvunist

takeover is likely" and wor eOony and s1curity would suffer if we

did not use military troops to protect our interests in other parts of

the world,' Voters agree by a 731 to 23% margin that our security

o would suffer if we did not use military troops, and a nore evenly

divided 51% to 40% disagree that we should never send troops to

foreign countries.

The largest share of the electorate falls into the "gunboater"

category. Qunboaters disagree that the U.S. should never send troops,

and they agree that our national security would suffer if we did not

use military troops to protect our interests. Forty-four percent

(44%) of the electorate falls into this category. At the other

extreme are anti-interventionists, who number 23%. They are against

the U.S. sending troops abroad. In the middle, with mixed opinions,

is the remaining third (33%) of the electorate.
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MARKET OPINION

C ositirin and Distr

The United States UtK
send &MM to fiaht
warin another ommta
a ommnistt

Strongly ag
Somewhat agree

co Neither agree nor disagree/
Undecided

SSawwhat disagree
.. Strongly disagree

Total

I Anti-interventionists

Mixed

Gunboaters

* 30 5% 22%
*714 2 19

A 9
9* 10 1 25

5 _2 26

Al 12513 10 100%

Distribto

5
5
9

121-
15
15

.000

. 125
,250
.375
.500
. 625
.750
. 875

1.000

Total

Average

Combined

Anti-intervention ists
Mixed
Gunboaters

100%

.62

23%
33
44
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Toal 4 4%L I  !!

T t 39 144

0- 0 (19)Uasfim 1O 39 20: 4 ( 79)

1r-At10 24 37 41 ( 23)
Ws53t10th0 a20 30 40 ( 111)
iaiw South 100 17 36 47 C 118)

p SothlOOt 15 34 40 ( 392)
Iznan10" -18 44 36 (80)

Pcific 100% 28 30 42 (210)

18-24 100%k 23 37 41 C237)
025-39 100% 20 30 so (531)

40-54 100% 19 33 47 C313)
55-64 100% 25 34 40 (189)

C?65+ 100% 33 33 34 (225)

Sex

Male 100% 25 30 46 (726)

Female 100% 21 36 43 (774)

Status Group

High inoome 100% 24 27 49 ( 228)
Intelligentsia 100% 24 37 38 (163)
Middle class 100% 23 31 47 ( 458)
Lower end 100% 18 36 46 (275)
Jews 100% 40 23 36 ( 53)
Hispanics 100% 24 37 40 ( 63)
Blacks 100% 21 36 42 ( 159)

Tracer Group

Northern white Protestant 100% 22 35 43 (373)
Northern white Catholic 100% 28 32 41 (202)
Northern white union 100% 28 27 44 (209)
Southern whites 100% 18 33 49 (395)
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The second foreign' policy dimension tap~s voter, sentiment about tsse

.ar of the "world it' I t is re aid-elat4,

than iftrntiot-reated . .*s11n1 that1440 up th is dimnst.n
aro* 406 should welp only those count io which are o u i not,_
help those which are against us,' to which a $21 to 301 majority

gre and 'Qir country Mes :,a 'uM04Iobligation to help people 'in
other parts of the world, even those in neutral or unfriendly

countries." A 56% to 3" majoritY agross with that statat ut.

As there is an inherent dissInance in those two rwspmos, a plurality

of the voters (41%) has mixed opirions. The remainder of the

electorate divides 33% Amrica First, 25% internationalist.

The st est America First-ers in the electorate are:

* voters er 55

* lower end whites
* Jews

Younger voters, members of the intelligentsia, high inorxne voters, and

West North Central residents have a greater share of internationalist

sentiment. This issue is non-partisan; there is no significant dif-

ference in opinion between Democrats and Republicans. Both are mixed,

but lean toward the Anerica First view.



to help 0. 1.
those in

N~ftt St~only.
Sisaarm Total

Strongly, OFm a% 1% 81

Neither agree nrl diiag+ :"
Urdecided 2 2 1 1

"- ~S it disagm 5 9 * 3
S Stronjly disagee31

Total

Internationalist

Mixed
C)

o America First

Total

Average

Combined

Internationalist
Mixed
America First

.000

. 125
* 250
*375
*500
.625
,750
.875

1.000

15M
3

41%
21

1 11

21 100%

9
12
-r
21
13
8
11
15

100%

.55

25%
41
33
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Arrica

33%

zckw
104%

100%

pacif ic

Male
Female

High inomw
Intelligentsia
Middle class
Lower end
Jews
Hispanics
Blacks

Tracer Group

Northern white Protestant
Northern white Catholic
Northern white union
Southern whites

100%
100%
100%
100%
100

100%
100%

100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%

100%
100%
100%
100%
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(ISO0)

tO

27

42
44
40

29

L/27
/31
22,
23
24
26

659)144)
695)

79)
246)
263)
111)
118)
392)

80)
210)

46

49
4146
40

18-24
25-39
40-54
55-64
65+

Sex

237)
531)
313)
189)
225)

(726)
(774)

228)
163)
458)
275)

53)
63)

159)

373)
202)
209)
395)



:, .he: .::'' ....... Sio l *ts in tradonal values.

t10 #tWS* sesl~mths4~~ on or* *It is all right t*

lots wo nontraitionalists, but a *we of the electorate is

divided* On the Logoe of school ~re a75% to 20% majority ,favor

lotting prayer into public schools, but on the issue of abortion., a

6616 to 3t favor allowing en to have. an abortion if they choose.

Thus, a 51% majority of the electorate has mixed views on the tradi-

tional values dimension. TWenty-nine percent (29%) have consistent

traditional values, 20% have consistently anti-traditional values. So,

0
though it is an area which has received a great deal of attention in

recent years, relatively few voters are diehard traditionalists as it0

relates to these two issues. It nust be said, though, that when the

issues of marijuana reform, gay rights, and pornography are included

in the scale, as they were in the earlier study, the dimension

polarizes somewhat. In that instance, 49% were classified as tradi-

tionalists and 17% were anti-traditionalist.

Those voter groups who are more traditionalist than the electorate at

large are:

* Southern whites
* West North Central residents
* voters over 40
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A~ntiwtrAdit to*Mlist$ ame loom likely tol 33b:

* 30:11 : Mh

This issue dizmwSion is no-partIsan. 7here is vwy little ife

betwen the parties on the ditnnion. It is a good issue dimeit'

with which to attract Southern whites, but not a good one to attract

younger voters. This is largely because of the abortion issue.

Younger voters strongly favwr a woan's right to an abortion, s, er

whites are less supportive. Both of these groups favor prayer in

schoolst however.

0

cr
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Strongly agre

Neither agree nor disage/
Undlecided

Scuwwhat disare
Strongly disagree

10 5 1 2

3
3

10wm

1
2
1

Total

-r Anti-traditional values .000
9125

" .250
Mix.375
Mixed .500

C.625
,750
.875

Traditional values 1.000

Total

*
*

*

lat s19%
2

1
1

To l

55%
20

5

1 1 14

6 24 100%

Distribu.tion

5

11

28
13
5
5
19

100%

.55Average

Co-bined

Anti-traditional values
Mixed
Traditional values

20%
51
29

- 61 -



10 6, 5S3 31 C659)
T0 17 SI24 (144)

DUO 24 48 28 (695)

0 New Bglm.d 100 . 16 61 23 (79)
Kidw L10W 2- .49 22 (246)
East VtJ1~ Oatr 100 S1 2 27 C263)
Wibt NOth cutm1 100t 20 46 35 C 111)
Doxr.SO?*h 100% 12 53 35 (118)

SDeep out 100% 13 53 35 (392)
Mountain 100% 16 53 31 ( 80)

-" Pacific 100% 28 48 24 (210)

0 18-24 100% 27 49 24 ( 237)
25-39 100% 24 54 23 ( 531)
40-54 100% 16 50 35 ( 313)

C) 55-64 100% 14 53 33 ( 189)
65+ 100% 13 51 36 ( 225)

Sex

Male 100% 21 53 25 ( 726)
Female 100% 18 49 33 ( 774)

Status Group

High inoom 100% 25 58 17 ( 228)
Intelligentsia 100% 25 42 33 ( 163)
Middle class 100% 15 55 30 ( 458)
Lower end 100% 10 49 41 (275)
Jews 100% 60 36 4 ( 53)
Hispanics 100% 24 51 25 ( 63)
Blacks 100% 23 48 29 (159)

Tracer Group

Northern white Protestant 100% 20 53 27 C 373)
Northern white Catholic 100% 15 47 38 (202)
Northern white union 100% 19 59 22 ( 209)
Southern whites 100% 11 53 36 (395)
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ac'cpuq 'also -firs

There are two %#kfW4~t01 tion/iveM4 .6' aydnqwob.T

ore, government asistAnce, taps voter attitudes on how much the

governant dwoWu -d to ensre -quality at. life. It differs from the
governint war nion in that mw msistnoe is seen to

groups in the 6iectogate. The two statements that ooprise the

goveimnt mistm e dienslon are 61' cities and towns around the

country need finaial help to Swrn their schools, the government

in Washington ought to give them the money they need' and *The

goverumunt in Washington should see to it that every person has a job

ir and a good standard of living. The public supports the first

statement by a 63% to 31% margin but is evenly divided, 50% agree to

47% disagree on the second. When the two are combined to form the

index, 42% are pro-government assistance, 32% are anti-government

C3 assistance, and 26% are mixed.

CC This index is highly partisan. A 43% to 32% plurality of the nation's

Republicans are anti-government assistance, and a 53% to 20% majority

of the Denocrats are pro-government assistance.

Other groups who agree with Republicans that less government as-

sistance is best are:

• voters over 55
* Mountain state residents
• high inccxe, intelligentsia voters
• Southern whites
* Northern white Protestants
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Ciposition and Distr

If cities and townscountr need f inainct

9-yerme. i Rum "

Strongly agree
e7 Somwhat agree

Neither agree nor disagre/
Undecided

Saswhat disagree
Strongly disagree

Total

Distibiion

8
7
7

71
9

WF
13
19

C3 Anti-government assistance .000
.125
.250
.375

Mixed .500
, 625
.750
.875

Government assistance 1.000

Total

Average

Cabined

Anti-government assistance
Mixed
Government assistance
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100%

.58

32%
26
42



Tow'

n

v St

Mountain
Pacific

18-24
25-39
40-54
55-64
65+

Sex

Male
Female

27

'loft

100%

100%
100%
100%
100%

23

35

15

32

4

43
35

15
27
41
42
40

Us WIrVi Tnt

42%

32
39
53

20
27

35
28
27
33
20

32
27
21
23
26

100%
100%

High iniw
Intelligentsia
Middle class
Lower end
Jews
Hispanics
Blacks

Tracer Group

Northern white Protestant
Northern white Catholic
Northern white union
Southern whites

(1500)

659)
144)
695)

79)
246)
263)
111)
118)
392)
80)

210)

237)
531)
313)
189)
225)

( 726)
( 774)

100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%

100%
100%
100%
100%

228)
163)
458)
275)

53)
63)

159)

373)
202)
209)
395)
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Though all voters are anti-government welfare, those most strongly

opposed are:

* Republicans
* Mountain state residents
* Southern whites
* middle class whites

Those the least opposed include:

* BlacksL
* Jews
* Democrats
* New England and East North Central residents

- 67 -

''f ext 16Vr*VO it "V~t*iwstio P*icy diuwnapion deals* ih

gvrtmnt wilfarep,i which. is separate ekes in votears minds frs

gcver~wIWt to:stn~ &~ isaVery, orhd d iveion, a majority

or plurality of all voter groups are ant$-govrst Wlfare.

7he stat that omprise this dinunsion am OClam about welfare

abuses ae greatly .wggated, most people roceiving Mistanes truly

need it, which garners 47% agreement and 45% disagreement, and

"Tighter =nt=ols are nusd in the federal god stamp program, many

people now receiving food stamps don't deserve them" to which a

strong 770 to 18% majority agree. All told, 58% of the electorate is

anti-goverment welfare, 22% are pro-governent welfare, and 21% have

mixed opinions.
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Cc~oItion

Strongly agree
%SAmwhat agree
Neither agree nor

Undecided
Samrat disagree
Strongly disagree

* *'< 7 * *8
* 1 1 19

2L * _ i 27

Total

N Anti-goverment welfare

qr Mixed

Pro-government welfare

Total

Average

Combined

Anti-government welfare
Mixed
Pro-government welfare

.000

. 125

. 250

.375

.500
.625
.750
. 875

1.000

.53 24 *

Ditibution

13
10
12

6
I
4
5

9 100

100%

.36

58%
21
22
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Mountain
Pacific

18-24
25-39
40-54
55-64
65+

106% S

$2

300% 62
100% '70

1oft 59

100%
100%
100%
100%
100%

Sex

Male
Female

100%
100%

Status Group

High inomm
Intelligentsia
Middle class
Lower end
Jews
Hispanics
Blacks

Tracer Group

Northern white Protestant
Northern white Catholic
Northern white union
Southern whites

0

1,

,1

,

20

27
22
:26

24

20

79)
246)
263)
-111)
118)
392)

80)
210)

237)
531)
313)
189)
225)

(726)
(774)

100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%

228)
163)
458)
275)

53)
63)

159)

100%
100%
100%
100%

373)
202)
209)
395)
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to Wat extt th a mw* n P r and inf luei m: thoin thy sould.

The lec 4t e against ioas in that regard by a 421 t

35%u"Inr ith 23% mind*: The 11 tdflnt wihWO Ob N6 to tar F

this dinsnain 8" Lmbor tmi lava hsq 11mtoo big and o:wrt for

the gw Of the untry," to thich a 65t to 30% majority agre, and

'Labor unions are vary men to ptotect the working wAi, to wi~oh

a nearly equal 6S to 31% majority agre.

As expected, this is a highly partisan dimension. Republicans are

anti-union by a 54% to 25% margin, Democrats are pro-union by a 44% to

32% margin. Age, region, status, and race are also divided on the

union dimension. Besides Republicans, these voters are anti-

union:

M bountain state residents
* senior citizens
Snorthern white Protestants

• Southern whites

Siding with Democrats on the union dimension are:

n northern white union meTbers
* voters under 25
* Jews
* Hispanics
* Blacks
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Labo hmv.UC. bid
auntm
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strongly
Samwhat OFpe
Neither ag r nor

Unecided
f Sauwhat disagree

Strongly

Total

Anti-labor union

( Mixed

Pro-labor union

Total

Average

Combined

Anti-labor union
Mixed
Pro-labor union

disagme/
2
7

11

31

•000
,125
,250
. 375
.500
.625
.750
.875

1.000

3S

I'

3

1 15

16 100%

9
5

16

6

9
11

100%

.49

42%
23
35
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Paif-tic

Enas t ~qh'C~a
*st NOWouI1C, ta

Dep ftt
Montain
Pacif ic

AZe

18-24
25-39
40-54
55-64
65+

Sex

Male
Female

Status Group

High incme
Intelligentsia
Middle class
Lower end
Jews
Hispanics
Blacks

Tracer Group

Northern white Protestant
Northern white Catholic
Northern white union
Southern whites

100%

100w

!oo%

lOOt
100%
100"

100%

100%
100%

.39

4037

28

39

38
37

43
37
46

40

29
41
46
44
52

24
23

24'
22
26
16
20

29
24
17
20
26

79)
246)
263)
111)
118)
392)

80)
210)

237)
531)
313)
189)
225)

100%
100%

100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%

(726)
( 774)

228)
163)
458)
275)

53)
63)

159)

100%
100%
100%
100%

(373)
(202)
( 209)
(395)
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i~ the w'#1V% I tOWi of *10110ctatt* b , agenda W f iftd act) a.. i'' nd a0,d,

else at the otoo this t owsa thatinb*k a twae ant i-b~

cm anti, civil rtgbte, but am SONs ccia tauntOrrivileges
~Qrblcka~ hetvoitmethat mks, up this dimenoion eth

A ftat M U sop, i tim country shoul be given s i&

c oonmidaton for now jots because of past discrimination against

tluN aid tim 0° to 100" Ckm1ste rating of Jem Jadmon. Blacks

agree by a Oft to 38. marin to the stataut and give Jackson a. 77"

rating. AUI other wers, ?hmver disagree with the statement by a

74% to 22% margin and give Jackson only a lukewarm 430 rating. In

total, 60% of the electorate are anti-black agenda, 17% are pro-black

agenda, and 23% are mixed.
0

CD The strongest sentinment against the black agenda is found aiong:

CO

cc* Republicans
* senior citizens
* Southern whites
* lower end whites
* Jews
* Mountain state residents

Only among blacks is there a majority (54%) in favor of the black

agenda, and only the following groups top 20% pro-black agenda:

* Democrats (24%)
* Hispanics (24%)
* voters under 25 (22%)
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0

0

GunbWat diplamacy:

America first:

Traditional values:

Governuent assistance:

Governrm t welfare:

Labor unions:

Black agenda:

Southern whites, voters aged 25 to 39

voters over 55, lower end whites, Jews (non-
partisan)

Southern whites, West North Central, over 40
(non-partisan)

over 55, Mountain, Southern whites, Northern
ihite Protestants, high income, intelligentsia
Mountain, middle class, Southern whites

Mountain, over 65, northern white Protestant,
Southern white

over 65, Southern white, lower end, Jews,
Mountain

Comparing the Republican and Democratic coalitions on these dimensions
shows that Republicans are significantly more conservative than

Democrats on the black agenda (25 pts.), labor unions (22 pts. ),
government assistance (23 pts.), government welfare (18 pts.), and
gunboat diplomacy dimensions (10 pts.), while there is little

difference between the two parties on the traditional values (3 pts.)

and America first (1 pt.) dimensions.
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Iflonb3 Afk rica is ibfi*iitly against ~ivic sp"Cial Co Isidtratn

to blacks, tecaue of past discrlwinmtion.

I n awiuarythrei aWe eight attitudinl ditusi" iAWh acont for
mast of the variance in opinions an ".jor issues Of the dky. 1the
seven dimnsion vhch ae described in this chapter are Ounboat
diplom t , hatrica first, traditional va s, governtnt asistance,
gavernuwnt nlio, an agenda, and black agenda. Each is listed
below with the vajor voter groups the conservative position on the

dinension attracts:



39 1000

Anti-black agenda

Mixed

Pro-black agenda

Total

Average

Ccmbined

Anti-black agenda
Mixed
Pro-black agenda

.000
*125
.250
*375
.500
.625
*750
.875

1.000

ion

11
15

__4

100%

.38

60%
23
17
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(IS0O)

*1 14 (144)

24 (690)

ion0 :$1 20 (79)
Ni P 24 17 (246)
18-4 15 242( 263)

3-39 South6 2/ 18 ( 118)
10Pfl G , 0 22 17 C392)

f40-54l 100% 74 21 6 (80)
Pacif ic 10%59 24 17 (210)

018-24 100% 53 24 22 ( 237)
025-39 100% 56 27 18 ( 531)

40-54 100% 64 20 16 ( 313)
55-64 100% 65 21 15 ( 189)

o 65+ 100% 70 18 12 ( 225)

Sex

SMale 100% 61 21 18 ( 726)

Female 100% 60 25 16 ( 774)

Status Grogup

High inome 100% 62 23 15 (228)
Intelligentsia 100% 67 19 13 ( 163)
Middle class 100% 66 23 10 ( 458)
Lower end 100% 70 20 10 (275)
Jews 100% 75 17 8 ( 53)
Hispanics 100% 48 29 24 ( 63)
Blacks 100% 12 34 54 ( 159)

Tracer Group

Northern white Protestant 100% 68 18 15 ( 373)
Northern white Catholic 100% 58 26 16 ( 202)
Northern white union 100% 65 25 11 ( 209)
Southern whites 100% 72 20 8 ( 395)
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":*':: : and discussion. More recent events, ,such as the Achille Lauro

*hijacking, have nzde this wn even hotter topic. It is sure to be~ a..

topic of discussion in the 1986 and 1988 cuwmtigri ad is an ialocritn

ara fo the lepulican Party a d its mdinrateS to bde'sn;d.

A solid number of kmricans believe that terrorist acts are the acts

__ of iernmente rather than of groups or individuals. fully 67 feel

N that foreign governments are behind ost terrorist acts. Lass than

0 one-third (27%) of the public feels that terrorists are individuals or

groups acting on their own. This view is dominant throughout the

electorate, but is ,mst strongly held by senior citizens, lower end

whites, and residents of the Deep South.

A 57% majority of Americans believe that the U.S. government can

significantly reduce terrorism, while 36% say that there is not much

the goverrent can do. This points out the desire on the part of the

public that the government take an active role in trying to reduce

terrorism around the world, including both military and diplomatic

action.
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ot- cpt' ern tho Lo.So ha&: mjaltwt ~rrOrismi is rpstalAOi~ On IlTY$s

of the Myrican pu*blit favors* in~ general"' taking. mvilit~ir a4ion

again~st terrortsts*. Whien probed forther, howvvr#, that

declinss three specifi10 situat ios ame prsented. All -told, 4010*

the public can 'be called pro-military action, while -40t are*

anti.Iulitary action.

The three specific situation were thess military action

against terrorist muls if imocent people in the cops are likely to

be killed or woundeds military action against terrorists who are

suspected of planning an attack or only as retaliation after an

attacku military action against governments which help and train

terrorists, even if that action coild lead to larger conflict. To the

first situation, endangering innocent lives, only 35% of the public

would favor military action. Only 28% would favor a pre-emptive

strike, and only 36% would favor military action against governments.

So, while Americans, in general, are in favor of taking military

action to stop terrorism, that support lessens whep some of the

consequences are discussed. Americans do not wish to see terrorist

caps bombed if that would cost innocent lives, they do not wish to

retaliate against goverrments if that could lead to a larger conflict,

and they generally favor military force as retaliatory action rather

than a pre-emptive one.

Republicans (most notably Independent Republicans), middle aged (40 to

54) citizens, residents of the Deep South, and Jews are the most

pro-military action groups in the electorate. New Englanders, women,



Deiars, a wior clti* , are th nt rti-interventionist And

the least supportiVe of military action, -aginst tereoriS'R. The "t

pro-miltary action gupinthe electorate:aresoteT nagd4

to 54 and Jewish wMm aged 2S to 39. sed to th natal avera9!

of 1.8 on the 0 to 4 military action scale, t rate a2.9 and a 6,

respectively.

Capring the Repblican wad icratc coalitions on this scale ahos

the Rspublicans to have a 2.1 averag, on thw scale and the I at5 a

1.6. Inde nt voters eche the national average of 1.9.

Despite their sentiments in favor of retaliatory action against

terrorists, Americans also feel that the U.S. government should

negotiate with terrorists if they are holding American hostages.

Fifty-nine percent (59%) of the public supports negotiation, while 34%

V say the government should stand steadfast and refuse to negotiate.

0

ORefusal to negotiate is more prevalent among Republicans, Mountain

state residents, Jews, men, high income voters, and members of the

intelligentsia. It is not, therefore, entirely a "shoot first, ask

questions later" group. Many of these voters surely believe that

negotiating with terrorists will only act to encourage future

terrorist actions.

Americans are of a mind, then, that the U.S. government can and should

act tough to discourage terrorism, but that when American lives are in

the balance, there should be efforts made to save them.
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Publ ic Oinion on Terror

Total

Number of Cases

Som peple say that there

inot uch ovrnen can,

say the U, S, ajive nt m.
ficantly reduce; terrorism
op~inion is closest to Yourm i

Goverrmwnt can significantly L :M
Don't know/Refused -7

Do you favor or oppose the Unite.-
States taking military action
against terrorists?

Favor 73%
Oppose 19
Don't know/Refused

If oppose U.S. taking military
action against terrorists, don't
know or refused:
Would you favor or oppos miitar

ppse militar
action against terrorists who had
killed Aerican citizens?

Favor 43%
Oppose 40
Don't know/Refused 18

(continued on next -)age)

4,44Y (495)"

37%39% 35t'5 "$1 58
: 10 7

77%
15

8

48%
36
16

74%
15
11

68%
24
8

44%
30
27

40%
44
16
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Publ ic C 2ifljqf on Te r

(conto~ d, ~

If favor U.S. taking mlt 4

against terrorists:

'"~ ~~ ikl to be ldo- !: "
• ~the attack?,'

Favor M 29%Oppose 40 37- 3, 43Don't kno/Refused 9 15 9
OPPOS almilitary ation 16 19 1
Would yu favor military at
against terrorists who are:4jjj
pected of Planni! an
only as retaliation against
terrorists who have actuall
carried out an attack?

Favor against suspected terrorists 28% 33% 33% 23%0 Favor only as retaliation 47 47 37 49
Favor neither 4 3 6 4Don't know/Refused 6 5 10 5C Oppose all military action 16 12 15 19

CO Would you favor or oppose military
action aainst overnments which -
hep ntrain nance terrorists,
even if that means riskiig a larger
war?

Favor 36% 43% 34% 31%Oppose 40 37 39 42Don't know/Refused 8 7 12 9Oppose all military action 16 12 15 19
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~* .~

1* *". .,~w
1001 1* 29

'n il 'L

6 1.6

i ttic
lEnt Ncth~axa1
Nest N4O cwitra1

D"Pd S~
Mountain
Pacif ic

18-24
25-39
40-54
55-64
65+

10 15
100M. 23

loft 17
100t 11
100% 16
100% 19

100%
1001
100%
100%
100%

14
13
14
15

Sex

Male
Female

100% 11 19
100% 12 1301

Tracer Group

White northern
Protestant

White northern Catholic
White northern union
Southern white
Jewish
Black
Hispanic

100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%

19
18
12
10
12

9

ll 2-i 53113 s 1].61

#Average ranges from 0 (no military action) to 4 (military action in

(150r

(15O0)

659)
144)
695)

.27
21

-31

24

27

29

29
25

4.,t

22

24
22
20
25

29

21

2428
21
28
21

6
9

7

7

1

7

6

1.s
1.8
1.8
1.9
1.7

1.8

1.8
1.9

1.7

79)
246)
263)
111)
118)
392)
80)

210)

237)
531)
313)
189)
225)

( 726)
( 774)

228)
163)
458)
275)

53)
6J)

159~)

18
20
22

1271

20
tI

8
9
6

6
4

1.7
1.711-9 1
2.1l

1.5
12.01

all cases) ).



18-24

Protestant
Catholic
Union
Southrn white
Jewish
Hispanic
Black

25-39

Protestant
Catholic
Union
Southern white
Jewish
Hispanic
Black

40-54

Protestant
Catholic
Union
Southern white
Jewish
Hispanic
Black

55-64

Protestant
Catholic
Union
Southern white
Jewish
Hispanic
Black

(continued on next page)

Total

1.9

Male

2.1

2.0
1.8
2.3
2.1
2.0
1.9
3.0

1.3
1.2
1.5
2.1
1.5

1.2
0.7

2.0
2.3
2.0
2.3

1.8
2.4

1.5
1.2
1.6
1.8
1.7
1.4
2.0

1.8

1.7
1.5
2.0
2.1
1.9
1.5
2.1

1.9

1.7
1.7
1.8
2.0
2.2
1.6
2.2

2.0

1.9
1.9
1.9
2.3
2.1
1.7
1.9

1.8

1.8
2.0
1.8
1.8
2.2
1.4
1.2

2.2
2.4
2.2
11.61

2.3
2.3
1.5

1.5
1.7
1.7
1.9
1.7
1.1
2.0

2.2
2.4
1.9
2.3
2.2
1.8
2.0

1.3
1.7
1.8
1.6

0.8
1.0

of Mi4tjLrv Action

o
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Cath.l*tc 1.6 1.6 1,

Union 1.9 1.9 1.9Soutlw.r ~~~~It 2.0 2.3 1.7Jewish 1.4 1.5 1.4
Hispanic 1.3 .6 1.7
Black 1.7 1.70

,0

cr'

M: #,Nm-ers are averages on the military action index, which ranges from
0 to 4.

" 86 -
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MARKET OPINION RESEARCH

When terrorists are holding Americans hostage, do you think our omrst uhad isna .. t#
their release or refuse to negatiate with the terrorists?
Do you believe terrorist acts are largely the a-ts of ndvidtat 0u4' -- i

them are bein backed bs f rorei n prrmmt?

Party
Identification Plitical lagion

Cant Wt
New Mid- teth ftrth.-fr dar

En~n Atlantic awt

Total

Number of Cases

Total Re. Ind. Dem.

100% 100% 100% 100%

(1500) (659) (144) (695)

100% 1oo

79) (246).

our goverhimsnt negotiate
with terrorists

00

Should negotiate
Refuse to negotiate
Don't know/Refused

Believe terrorist acts
are largely the acts
of. . *

59% 54% 52% 65%
34 42 32 27
7 4 16 7

Individual/Small
groups

Foreign government
Don't kncw/Refused

(continued on next page)

61%
28
12

36
S4. 6

32.

7

loft
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Wten terrorists are holding Americans hostage, do
release or refuse to negoiate with the terrorists?

Du think our wrrmftlinbgmld 41 a

i- you believe terrorist acts are largely the acts of
bei backed y forein vent?

individuals and m9M l .

(contId.)

Total 18-24 25-39 40-54 55-64 65+

Total

Number of Cases

100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

(1500) (237) (531) (313) (189) (225) (726,Z (7m)
Our civerrnent tiate
with terrorists

00
co Should negotiate

Refuse to negotiate
Don't know/Refused

Believe terrorist acts
are largely the actsOf.-./

Individual/Small
groups

Foreign government
Don't know/Refused

59% 68% 58% 55% 58% 58% S5% 6%
34 28 37 37 31 33 *
7 4 6 8 12 9 S

26
67
7

R
El
0

Sex

kilo

- -Age
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The eighth mester issue -diM'w ton -Ov~d1i r .rseatch is
pteetionismi Though Awuloans 19""la1y feel that tleade with other

countries helps the U.So they nont etoss harbor p"!-

tctionist sentiments. Prottionim to rest MmnAicas, thOugh, UsW
fair trade" rather than "no tn&ad. Itio piblic's lack of knowledge

about trade issues fosters, uro ubialeno on this issue, howeve.

A 55% to 36% majority of the public believe that foreign trade helps

rather than hurts the economy. This is true among all but strong

Democrats, blacks, and lower and whites, who believe trade hurts the

econmy. It is also the cas, however, that a small 34% plurality of

voters believe that there should be less trade with other countries

than there is now. Thirty-one percent (31%) believe there should be

more trade and 28% say that it should stay about the same. In

addition, fully 51% say that there should be fewer imports in the next

few years than there is now. Thirty-six percent (36%) say it should

stay the same, and only 9% feel there should be more foreign imports.

Combining these sentiments about trade and imports reveals that 47% of

the American public can be called "protectionistO to sote degree, 23%

are "free traders," and the rest (30%) have mixed opinions.

Americans are not blanket protectionists, however. Fifty-three

percent (53%) of the public supports restricting foreign imports only

- 89 -
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frbi, *ntr thaU, ~ iA freely W1
... that 'we'.010 t ..."... s

jobs even 'ifteyaefoa0wt * h 8 nt rs trit *Otr

foreign fzcmfts.

NO are PrOtectioni ts? Tho h t in thw elctte exhibit
somo degree of protoctionist sentiments, the mot Protectionist

olemnts in ow society are:

Valle =rats
Sm tlantic state residsts

0 blacks
* middle class lower end whites
0 those with no college education

Education appears to be the most significant correlate with pro-
tectionist sentiments. The greater the educational attainment, the

less likely a person is to harbour protectionist sentiments. Only

among Jews and high income voters do free traders outnumber protec-

tionists.

Why are some Americans protectionist? One reason is that Americans

who are anti-imports are more likely to know of a specific business in
their area that has been hurt by foreign competition than are free
traderso Fifty-two percent (52%) of the ore protectionists know of a
business that has been hurt by foreign imports, while 53% of the free

- 90 -
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tcadors dSo rust know of a local _:h 4neSs ht hA$ heen hurt, other

than protectionists, thoe most likely to know !f a local businests

that has been hurt by fore ignr iqporA a60 !Now %gland and East !~rth,

Central residents, men# high inocm vtand votrs aged 40 to-64.0

Americans believe that the major reasons behind the trade deficit are

cheap labor in foreign countries (660 feel. this has contributed a

gret deal), wage dmands by Ausrican ]abor unions (47%), dumping or

selling at less than cost by foreign countries (47%), and poor

planning and management by U.S. companies (431k). Americans blame

unfair trade policies by foreign governments (37%) and the better

quality of foreign products (37%) least of all.

It is somwwhat surprising that Americans are as quick to adit 931u of

the blame lies within the U.S. as to point the finger elsewhere.

Indeed, over half of the voters feel that "American industries are

blaming the Japanese/Europeans for their own mistakes and excessive

costs," while less than a third feel that "the Japanese/Europeans are

corpeting unfairly with American industries." This question, half-

sapled to alternate "Japanese" with "European," came out very similar

in each case, with a 58% to 32% majority pointing the finger at U.S.

industry vis-a-vis the Japanese, and a 55% to 30% majority doing so

vis-a-vis the Europeans.

Taking these opinions on the source of blame for trade problems

together, only one-f-urth of the American public (25%) puts the blame

for U.S. trade problems solely at the feet of American business. On
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ATOPiNION RESLM kD 0

the other hathds nea~rly 4. in, 10~(8)baefr~noutL*
ret(37%) blame bothor have mixedb1 opiiis h

between blame for tra4de probles and protectionist wti-111#10

strong. Protectionists ptioe the blaueon fOrCei0n 4OVOutries **

free traders think the ome ws fro U.*S. b insse Protectin~

thus feel that, since thI trade deficit is due to unfair c01potitiof

from abroad, there should be *rade zestrictions so that U.S. i ty

can compe te on an equal Sooting. Free traders pi= the Was on US r.

business and thus believe that it is up to business to straigh/wn up

and becom nore ompetitive.

There is, hoever, a large share of the electorate that divides the

blame between U.S. business and foreign companies and governments.

New Englanders, Mountain state residents, young voters (18-24), and

lower end whites put the most blame on both camps.

One policy which has been espoused recently is one of "fair trade. =

Americans go along with that general idea, protectionist and free

trader alike. Fifty-two percent (52%) of the free traders, 50% of the

protectionists, and 60% of those in the middle feel that America's

trade policy should be one of trading freely with those countries that

trade freely with us, and restricting the products of those countries

who restrict our products. From a policy perspective, this could lead

to a trade war, but even when that was explained to those voters who

wanted fewer imports, they said that having fewer imports was more

important than avoiding a possible trade war.

cc
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!ion
to a 40 t 4r1o dio.m lrn - tr ade poxt ltbinoc

talic9, ra liwth 49ft. "ore Demcraw.,02Pk) than Robo

lias(240") far M, d~~I~b~~ traft "tt1i optioni,-Wt

neither ktel that thre dwU1d P6. -,n trade fstri~S

NItt is clear that hiwricws writ a trade policy that tak~s into con~

sidsrtion the effect oa liocts on American j . 'tw fair trade

ponoept is gwnrally supported as a policy oPtion. hwiiCans are

definitely not in favor Of frm" trader but they am not Uftansigent

in their protctionim either.
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Over the next several years, do you think our country would be _bttw With us L.._j
same tradep as ncW# With foreian countries?

Over the next several years, do you think our country would be better o. !allgUk .ma e ", it M--. .*,
amant of foreign inkorts, as now, into the country?

Party
Identification

Total

Number of Cqses

Foreign Trade

More
About the same
Less
Don't know/Refused

Foreign IMorts

More
About the same
Less
Don't know/Refused

Total Rep. Ind. Dem.

100% 100% 100% 100%

(1500) (659) (144) (695)

31%
28
34
8

37%
28
29
7

28%
29
30
13

26%
27
40
8

Pl1itical Region

Est W*t
New Mid- Notth orth r - -... 4

-land Atlantic Central ftra S m~hoe

100% 100% 100%t 100% 10% M1

(79) (246) (263) (111) (liar) (392) '0). (210)

28%
30
30
10

31%
26
37
6

34%
27

90

3f%
.26
331,
6

221

39

11
i$. 10

3
-6

(continued on next page)
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Over the next several years, do you think our country would be better off with ae trading4u• ~ - -- ~ a ....... .I~ [o....... offwothnote res

Over the next several years, do you think our country would be better off allwia rm, m -mir or
forein rts as now: into the count?

(cont'd.)

.a_ Sex

Total 18-24 25-39 40-54 55-64 65+ Male ma

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

Number of Cases

Foreign Trade

0 MoreU'
About the same
Less
Don't know/Refused

Foreign InPorts

More
About the sime
Less
Don't know/Refused

.. . statusG

High tellimo 41 Lm:7:
1001 lft

(1500) (237) (531) (313) (189) (225) (726) (774) (226)

31% 29% 30% 30% 34% 341 44% It, 46l28 35 29 28 21 22 23. 32 3234 32 35 35 35 32 27 41 188 4 6 7 11 12 6 9 4

9 8 11 9 9 6 11 736 39 34 35 30 41 40 . 3
51 51 52 52 54 46 45 574 1 3 4 7 7 4 S

11

34
4

Total

_F_ -I ,w t roreigjn countries?



1001 P10 A ++I ITotal 100% (150)

Pwlti~ ZdnttS+ +t wRsp teim loft 40, 32 (659)
Indinpmlomt 100 31 (14
~at100l1o1f2 19 (695)

MW ftglad 100t 49 28 23 ( 79)
o 1414-Atlantic 100% so 27. 23 (246)Iat. Nvoth hntra1 100t 46 27 27 (263)fte nxth 0tx* 1 100 4 29 27 (111)

Bod Smith 100% 48 36 15 (118)
Deep South 100% 48 30 22 (392)Nountain 100% 48 34 19 (80)Pacific 100% 40 33 27 ( 210)

Sex

Male 100% 37 29 131 ( 726)
o emale 100% 1561 30 ( 774)

Status Group

High incxx 100% 29 32 1T9_1 ( 228)
CD Intelligentsia 100% 31 37 31 ( 163)

Middle class 100% 51 27 22 ( 458)
Lower end 100% 1631 25 12 ( 275)
Jewish 100% 30 36 I31 ( 53)
Hispanic 100% 43 32 25 ( 63)
Black 100% I71 31 13 ( 159)

g/Education

Under 40/No college 100% 1561 28 16 ( 321)
Under 40/College 100% 39 34 26 ( 448)
Over 40/.o college 100% 1561 24 18 ( 427)
Over 40/College 100% 35 28 36'1 ( 300)

Bush-M Perception
Difference

RR>>GB 100% 50 28 21 ( 431)RR>GB 100% 39 29 30 ( 328)
RR 100% 51 27 20 (444)
GB>RR 100% 39 32 27 ( 216)
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Whhch of .the

Total

Party Ikntificstion

Republican

Political Rsaign

New Rglaid
Mid-Atlantic
East North Central
West North Central
Border South
Deep South

N Mountain
Pacific

0

18-24
25-39

C 40-54
55-64

0"f. 65+

Sex

Male
Fe male

(continued on next page)

40

%Amber

(1500)

24

32

17

17

16
24

14
16
16
15

20
15

14
17
17

10"
i0ft
100

1000
100%
100%
1000
100%
100%
100%
100%

100%
100%
100%
100%
100%

51

5257
56
42
51
50
59

46
57
57
49
46

659)
144)
695)

79)
246)
263)
111)
118)
392)

,30)
211)

237)
5311
313)

225)

29

2S

42
29
26
24

32
26
26
30
26

100%
100%

( 726
( 774)
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(cont'

tbn't

Thalstr~etn

High i*WW
Intelligsntsia
Middle clas

Jews
HispanicsBlacks

100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%

17%
16
is
13
19
32
20

AS
*1
56
43
35

lore iv- trad-;

Nuber
of Caves

3%
2
3
7
3

5

228)
163)
458)
275)

53)
63)

159)

C ( 1 )Have no restrictions on foreign irmorts so Anericans ran have the widest choice
possible on what to buy at the lowest possible price.

( 2 )Restrict foreign inports from any country which restricts our products and trade
freely with all other countries.

(3)Restrict any foreign inports which threaten American jobs even if they are from
a country which doesn't restrict our products.
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Public Assessment of Source of Trade Problems (Half-Siled)

Party
Identification

Total

Number of Cases

First Half-Sample

The Japanese are coapetin
unfairly with American in
dustries

American industries are
blaming the Japanese for
their own mistakes and
excessive labor costs

Don' t know/Refused

Second Haif-Saile

Total Rep. Ind. Dm.

100% 100% 100% 100%

(1500) (659) (144) (695)

g

32% 32% 29% 32%

58 61 55 57

lolitical ltgion

East ist
New Mid- No.th .r a . p

Enln Atlantic____ (~ntral CWntr a SouthSmt

100% 100% 100% 1*0%

( 79) (246) (263)

30% 33%

63 60

9 7 15 12

301

59 SI

11 13 14~

The Europeans are competing
unfairly with American in-
dustries

American industries are
blaming the Europeans for
their own mistakes and ex-
cessive labor costs

Don't know/Refused

((9',11 01141d rW1 lixt. i"(1t')

30 29 16 34

55 55 67 52

16 17 18 15

26 26

50 59

24 15

33 38 35 17 17

57 46 54 512. 60

10 16 11 -4 24

57
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Public Assessment of Source of Trade Problem (Half-Sauled)

(cont'd.)

Total 18-24 25-39 40-54 55-64 65+

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

Number of Cases

First Half-SaMle

Sex

F&e
Male =10

100% 100%

(1500) (237) (531) (313) (189) (225) (726) (774)

status GKV .. __

In-
High telli Middle L

lo0% 100% loft

(228) (163) 1458-)

The Japanese are competing
unfairly with American in-
dustries

American industries are
blaming the Japanese for
their own mistakes and
excessive labor costs

Don't know/Refused

32% 35% 23% 31% 37% 46% 28% 36% 27 251

58 64 68 59 51 36 63 54 647

1 9 10 12 18 9 11 8

Second Half-Sample

The Europeans are competing
unfairly with American in-
dustries 30 38 22 29 36 33 30 29 20 17 31 43 -10 49 33

American industries are
blaming the Europeans for
their own mistakes and ex-
cessive labor costs 55 55 64 55 43 43 56 S 57 72 55 44 74 39 57

Don't know/Refused 16 7 14 17 20 24 14 17 22, 10, 15 13 16<1 10

Total
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PERCEPTION OF CONTRIUTIO4S
TO THE TRADE DEFICIT

A GREAT OEAL

a FAIR AWUNT

VERT LITTLE/NOT AT ALL

DM/AE

S



TOI'INION

Source of,

(a)

loft, 25%

Party Identi.

Rupuli an 1% 40 1 33 27
Indnsperdsnt 10 33 43 24
DI ICrt 100 38 36 24

Pblitca 4af,

Mid-AtlntIc
East North C r tra
West North Cetral
Border South
Deep South
Mountain
Pacific

18-24
25-39
40-54
55-64
65+

Sex

Male
Female

(continued next page)

1oft100%

100
loft
100%
100%
100%
1001

100%
100%
100%
100%
100%

37

41
35
35
37

32
39
40
38

22
26
20

27
19
26

100%
100%

1%

(1500)

659)
144)
695)

79)
246)
263)
111)
118)
392)
80)

210)

237)
531)
313)
189)
225)

( 726)
( 774)
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source

(cont

HighIntelig4.

Lower ad~
Jews
Hispanics
Blacks,

ProtOctiOni nb

Protectionists
Mixed
Free traders

Union Household (non-black)

Union
Non-union

100% As% 32% 311001% 31
100% 1*133 T
100% 4 16
100% 28 29
100% 3347 21
100% 30 43 27

Age/Education

Under 40/No college
Under 40/College
Over 40/No college
Over 40/College

100%
100%
100%
100%

(a)C m ite Index of questions 17-22.

- 103 -

22P).

27S)
3)53)
63)

159)

100
100%
100%

I3

30

18
28

1341

701).
428)
351)

100%
100%

(210)
(921)

321)
448)
427)
300)

Nut, r, :.



*W~f *~i QniI~ wsfirst U640 for thO ReVp016n, Natijonal1
0 iii io, t ~ in ' i* , a .unt for a

sigIiticani 4uit of 4ationo In', the th 0m61r Latings of the

* Party affiliation

o * Traditional Pawrican values

The public first sorted the political figures by Republicans and

Democrats. While this initial sort was the most obvious one,

subsequent analysis revealed that scales measuring the government's

role in the econcm was closely associated with the party affiliation

dimension. Consequently, the public perceived virtually all the

Democrats as economic liberals and virtually all the Republicans as

econnanic conservatives, with same moderate differences within each

party grouping.
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Th~~ grlt, eCt th 'bW~~ ~~~~ diw~9ra~ln traditit"al

...... ten th pubi

Ap~Ei4 ~ o 4W ~ ,wVats fek *the de~~rtS t

.. 
4WOe -Of thw; ky *fndn i the 194*uy M* ~ Crter was the

*was 0**1y pe * &I conservativye.

ibis pda~4 I" In,, the lost.ev~aS~~a in tho 1976 politiCal,

5~O~ a11SA n ~ ift oV~ ~iiman a conservative

on socil I~ass This oclig plaod ha closer to mo0re vtr

than m wV W political figure at tOn tim~ wthe, study (J I 1986).0

The s of the current political space, as masured in this

V study, hb dmged in a sinif icant way frm the one found in 1976.

The space is much more one-dimnsional than it was in 1976. The

public still wakes an initial sort by Republicans and Democrats, but

this initial sort seems to carry with it a greater issue content than

in 1976. The power of the first dimension, arbitrarily shown as the

o horizontal axis in the following pages, in explaining the individual

Other= ter ratings dominates the space to such an extent that the

csecond dimension, represented by the vertical axis, is little more

than a picture of random error differences.

This interpretion would mean that the public perceives more issue

differences between the two major parties than in 1976. For one, the

traditional American values dimension has collapsed onto the party

affiliation dimension. In addition, attitudes about the Black Agenda
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afdo thg t4t- 6t t)t jl I Agendar tjewriLvad elsdm4here in thO V*Wt 4 1 ats raw

icput of thol basic party affi.liation diftMinfio In ShOrto th* PU61

Perceives Woatijr. variety of lssww disitinguish ftq, P ;.On$

ftm Dwic**.rats than it did in 1970*

1'"t1y* toft, is: a' si*10 It:M, vety sighif icant kaf femwe between the

1976 and 1.905 Olitical sp&ces6 In 1976 'the &V*rxq* votor (ths,

weighted oenteipoint in the Vac*) was closer to the Democratic

cluster of now than to the Republican cluster of namee* In 1995,9

the average voter is closer to the Repjblican clustero
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Wlfare Scale in the 1985 Political Spas
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SUMMARY OF FEELINGS TOWAfOD 'O 11, IPOLITiCS

VerG USIA., Fa -~ribt,* 0 Plixt

RONALD REAGAN 66. 3

LEE IACOCCA
JEANE KIRKPATRICK

HONARO BAKER

JOHN GLENN
JACK KENP

TIP O'NEILL
PAT ROBERTSON

SW *
62.3

S9.6

S7.4

53.1

JESSE JACKSON t6.%

JaNE FONDA '13.0

JERRY FALWELL 33.1

Ro|s? DOLE So%
G#SRfeS FO $701.

cal eant $soteav 'KaNED ssc
TE IW~jENEOT 55. 0

JituN CARTER 53.1

WALTER NONOALE 16.6
GERALONE PERRARO 6.C

GEORGE WALLACE %0.0

VerWj Colds Unfavorable Feeling
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WIi MRY OF PrECLNGS TOIVD

UVro Uarm,

0

CONSERVATIVES o19.6

LIBERALS '%1.3 -

Favorab tO

?7e

so

So

T Mc-rHe
*1%* tic PooT so. 7

VerV Cold, Unfavorable Feeling
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I 4
Mg.- dW±bL p.e~pOsevvav.

extremely
cenfervative

ALL VT

SELF
4.7

(EORE BUSH 4.11
I .1 RONALD REAGAN

r 1
Extremely

C Liberal

2
Fairly

Liberal

3
Sighl
Liberal

4
Moderate

a
Slightly

Conservative

6
Fairly

Conservative

7
Extremely

Conservative
REPUBLICANS

GEORGE
BUSH
4.7 5.1 RONALD REAGAN

I , .n n,4

4
Moderate

OlOCRAT

5
Slightly

Conservative

6
Fairly

Conservative

7
Extremely

Conservative
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SELF
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1
Extremely

Liberal

2
Fairly

Liberal

3
Sightly
Liberal
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MAUMT OPINIOCN FESFM4M

RATINGS OF REAGAN AND KE4EUO PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS

I I7"

s.

CONPElTNCE

8.

7.0

6.0
z
0--
Cs.o

4.0

3.0
CONCERN
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July 17, 1986

0, C'#
-i

Mr fiotathn1 L1041-0
Federal ETEcti1C0
999 E Street, ".V.
Washington, D. . 2

Dear Mr. Levin:

To follow Up o #~ rat mmlu.
Meyer,. Kirk,. Snyder4
worksheets for tepeV$tOi#4E
National Committee M7

gone over some of the nuimbers n black

I hope this will be helpful to you.

: s* #,* : non Research Company

.r~t~O~ wthMr. Driscoll from
Ow" ccOy of the cost allocation

arth 0 for the Republican
I 25, I' , 'You will notice we have
in order to make them more legible.

Sincerely,

Robert M. Teeter
President

Encl osures

cc: George H. Meyer

Washington, DCTorontoDetroit
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July 17, 1986 A'AA -

Mr. Jonathan ,_,
Federal Electioh.Co
999 E Street, N.We
Washington, D.C 204P

opinion .,"arch Company

Dear Mr. Levin:

On February 18, 1986, I s mt $1 the'StaW 't: *f Doigntion of Counsel
form (copy enclosed) appoilting W. -Geor. ILI as our coate.I
would like to amend that Statement to t cludt tIlaw firm of Meyer, Kirk,
Snyder & Safford as our counsel and authorized by Market Opinion Research
to receive any notifications and other comunications from the Coninssion
and to act on our behalf before the Commission on matters relating to
MUR 2133.

Thank you for your cooperation.

Sincerely,

Robert M. Teeter
President

Enclosure

cc: Mr. George H. Meyer

Washington, DCDetroit Toronto
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Mr. Robert M. Teeter

Market Opinion Research

243 W. Congress, Suite 1000

Detroit, Ml 48226

313-7M-5677

313-963-2414
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JAN WARAN 31, 1986

The Honorable a
Chairman

999 E Street, NW. 'r..
Washington, DOC. 20463

- ~Re:BU Ia

No Dear Madam Chairman:

LlThis office reprewkts . tor' Amrica's Future and
several individuals in theO iwmp, mater. This
office also represents te Srid ,Eporat o

.Omni Account.

VieThe purpose of this letter is to advise the FEC that theVice President's Exploratory AcOout is prepared to pay the0 expenses of certain portions of a public opinion poll
commissioned by the Republican National Committee and
produced by Market Opinion Research, Inc. That poll is theoD subject matter of a complaint which initiated this
proceeding.

We believe that there has been no violation of federal
Celection law in this matter. Nevertheless, the Vice

President's Exploratory Account is willing to pay for the
controversial aspects of this poll for the sole purpose of
settling this matter. Enclosed please find a copy of a
statement issued by Vice President George Bush on July 10,
1986 which describes the formation of the Vice President's
Exploratory Account and its purpose.

It is our hope that this offer of payment by the Vice
President's Exploratory Account will form the basis for
settlement of all issues in this matter. This offer has been
communicated to the RNC and Market Opinion Research, Inc. It
is our understanding that the RNC on the basis of our offer
will request pre-probable cause conciliation in order to
formerly conclude this case. It is my understanding based
upon my conversation with Charles N. Steele that the



0O
WILEY & REIN

The Honorable Joan D. Aikens
July 31, 1986
Page Two

appearances of Messrs. Atwater, flaer and Phillips frt*iLr
deposition testimony will be stayed pending a i ite

Federal Election ComisLor regarding the, RNC's requstL or

pre-probable cause conciliation. In the event that pr40*
probable cause conciliation is authorized by the Couui*i6-On,
these depositions will be postponed. Of course, this
deposition testimony would be unnecessary if this matter is
settled through conciliation.

Sincerell

Baran

Enclosure
cc: Edith E. Holiday, Esq.

Charles N. Steele, Esq.
E. Mark Braden, Esq.
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THIC VICK PRESIDENT
OFFICE OF TE PRESS SECRETARY

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE 
2

FrIDAY, JULY l, 1986

STATEMENT BY THE VICE PRESIDENT

The delegate selection process now underway in the S 
,*

Michigan has served to energize 
the Republican party aWO

create an impressive new level of political participation 
in

that state. The Fund for America's Future, my multi-..

candidate political action comaittee, helped recruit a atrong

slate of Republican delegates on May 27, 1986. On Augut 5,

many delegates will face opposition in the State primary

election. I want to put my full support behind dedicatod

Republicans seeking these delegate positions. 
I intend to

endorse specific candidates for these delegate positions 
and

to work for their election.

I also want to ensure that the political activity on 
behalf

of delegates, and its financing, complies with all 
of the

Federal election laws. I am, therefore, establishing an

exploratory account, known as a "testing the waters 
account,

which will raise money and finance political activities 
on

0 behalf of contested candidates in Michigan. 
This will allow

me to endorse contested candidates, and provide 
them support

in their campaign efforts.

I am advised by Counsel that the authority of the multi-

candidate political action committee is 
probably inadequate

for anyone seeking to support contested candidates in 
the

cMichigan primary. I am determined that any political effort

with which I am associated will comply with all Federal

election laws, especially the reporting of political

expenditures. The establishment of an Exploratory Account

will accomplish this goal. It is a prudent first step in

making any decision concerning my potential candidacy 
for

President in 1988.

The Fund for America's Future will continue to support 
the

Republican party and Republican candidates in the 1986

elections. It will continue to recruit delegates for those

positions still vacant in the Michigan primary. I am very

proud of the Fund's work throughout this country on 
behalf of

Republicans.
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The onorable JoanD, A.*"e
Chairmn
Federal BUlection Commission
999 a street, N. W.
Washington, D. C. 20463

ATTN: Jonathan Levin, Zsq.

Dear Madame Chairman:
RE : N 2133

This letter is a request of the Republican National Committee (RNC) to the
Federal Election Commission for pre-probable conciliation. This request to
commence conciliation discussions is made in concert with, and with the
knowledge of, the other parties involved in this matter. It is made at this
time to settle the matter in the most expeditious manner so that the parties
and the Commission may avoid the time and expense involved in extensive
discovery activities. The new factors outlined in the July 31, 1986 letter
from Jan W. Baran to the Commission provide a basis on which the RNC
believes a conciliation agreement can be satisfactorily concluded.

The Republican National Committee is anxious to settle this matter through
the conciliation process in a prompt and reasonable manner.

Very truly yours,

'K.MHark rae
EMB: jd

Dwight D. Eisenhower Republican Center: 310 First Street Southeast, Washington, D.C. 20003. (202) 863-8638. Telex: 701144
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On June 30 1"SI, th 0.110016a4~ fioqad, raonto bel ieve that
the Republilcan. National (;oiwttee (SCO), and Vfllas J6 ce~s
as treasurer, violated IIC.F 100 J(b), -(I i onectinit

testing the waters disbursements for a pol1 for Vice President

40 Bush. On that same date,t.:. the Commssion also found reason to

believe that Vice President Bush violated,11 C..,R. S 100.7(b)(1)

W in connection with the acceptance of the poll. In addition, the
Commission approved subpoenas for the production of documents and

the taking of depositions.

o The depositions in this matter were orginially scheduled as
follows: (1) July 7, 1986 - Robert N. Teeter, President of

C Market Opinion Research, the pollster; (2) July 7, 1986 - Craig

00 L. Fuller, the Vice President's Chief of Staff; (3) July 8, 1986
Cr

- Bill Phillips, formerly of the RNC and now with The Fund for

America's Future ("FAF"); (4) July 8, 1986 - William I. Greener,

III, of the RNC; and (5) July 9, 1986 - Lee Atwater of FAF. At

the request of counsel for the deponents, these depositions were

rescheduled, with Mr. Teeter and Mr. Greener to be deposed on

July 30 and 31 respectively and Mr. Fuller, Mr. Atwater, and Mr.

Phillips to be deposed on August 14, 15, and 18 respectively.



tht first depositions aw we*! % t een re be one nd hva

contafod, Lby lgr E1W* 06IM1r4 couiooi t tbe IC, At'" Jan W

Saran, counsel for 'FIR '0 *01*-of tWwitE0es4 to, be 40pos0e

?byake ht b &*~be oo"w pending the receipt

been set at the revised dates for a long period of time, that the

phone calls from Mr. Moore and Mr. Baran were last-minute

requests, and that no written request for conciliation had been

- received, the General Counsel explained that the depositions of

tfl Mr. Teeter and Mr. Greener should proceed. The General Counsel

further explained that, if a written request were received in

advance of the remaining three depositions, then this Office

would send the request to the Commission and, if entry into0

conciliation were approved, the depositions would be postponed.

oThe first two depositions of Mr. Teeter and Mr. Greener proceeded

Don schedule.

c On August 4, 1986, this Office received a letter from

E. Mark Braden, Chief Counsel of the RNC, requesting pre-probable

cause conciliation, and stating that "[tihis request to commence

conciliation discussions is made in concert with, and with the

knowledge of, the other parties involved in this matter." Mr.

Braden states that the request "is made at this time to settle

the matter in the most expeditious manner so that the parties and

the Commission may avoid the time and expense involved in



a' tltn.e In~~?~ 31 Z,16tt froioI"4 -lbR a
basis ft OIft~tOfl .P.*.i4

until A0qust,1 x. t. Baran t~ ft a,

representing, PA and "several 46t1.1.w in th t t Isis

represent ing the Vice President ay i 4iaoong

to M4r. Baran, the Vice PresIdent' , P op oratory .

established on July 11 as a -testing the waters aot*unto, is
prepared to pay the expenses of certain portions Of ~ f l6'poll.

- Mr. Baran says that his clients believe that no 0ie0ti*,t of the

W, I Act has been committed but that the Rxploratory Account "is

willing to pay for the controversial aspects of this poll for the

sole purpose of settling this matter." He states that his

clients hope that this offer "will form the basis for settlement
of all issues in this matter."

o) After receipt of this letter, this Office called Mr. Baran

Co to determine whether he was representing the Vice President, who

cc is also a respondent in this matter. Mr. Baran was out of the

office, but after contacting him, his associate, Mr. Potter,

conveyed Mr. Baran's response to this Office. Mr. Baran states

that he does not represent the Vice President in this matter and

has not been designated as the Vice President's counsel; that he

has no knowledge of the Vice President's wishes concerning entry

into conciliation; and that the letters of Mr. Braden and



4~ r tsei~nt may or ~

At p..t. ths Offic haW r, "--* the all of

thl, 8 Off ice hasl not reeie the transcripts of the testimon ..
notes taken- by staff Aombrn indicate possible conflicts In' the
relevant facts -gleaned froS the twotimony of Mr * Teeter, the
testimony of Nr. are ese and affidavits received In response to

the complaint. These possible conflicts concern the

responsibility for payment for the pollg the arrangements for
payment for the poll, and whether the RNC was aware of the

W contents of the poll questionnaire prior to the conducting of the
survey. Testimony from the three remaining witnesses will be

necessary to further clarify the facts pertaining to these

0 issues. Furthermore, certain aspects important to the
determination of this matter may be fully explained only by

testimony from the three remaining witnesses. Although this

cc Office has deposed the pollster and the entity commissioning the

poll, it has yet to depose any person working for other persons

or groups integrally involved in this matter, i.e.,

representatives of the Vice President and The Fund for America's

Future.

This Office does not believe that Mr. Baran's representation

that the Exploratory Account will pay for the "controversial

aspects" of the poll will fully resolve the issues in this



tM~tr.±/The ZxploratotY Oa4~~f*p

poll at this tim would not addre*s* tA*.t6406 ofth

tiat may have occurred during t r '04 tbot

makes it doubtful that the Commission and the parties *'mld

negotiate a satisfactory agreement at this time.

Finally, it appears that there has been no concilition

request from the Vice President. This Office has reoeived no

written notice from the Vice President designating Mr, ,atn to

speak for him and Mr. Baran does not purport to speak for him.

Therefore, it appears that a request has come from only one of

11W the parties, the Republican National Committee. Any settlement
based upon the offer stated in the letters received by this

Office would still leave the matter open as it pertained to the
0

Vice President. Consequently, further investigation is still

necessary.

CCN Based on the forgoing analysis, the Office of the General

oCC Counsel recommends that the Commission decline to enter into pre-

probable cause conciliation with the Republican National

Committee and William J. McManus, as treasurer, pending further

investigation.

It is unclear what counsel means by "controversial aspects
of the poll."
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i RAPAN August 11, 1986
4i : 0*-7330 I

I*1 Joan D
W t lto 

Re: M L2.
Doar adam Chairman"

On July 31, 1986 o wrote to yQm a leter regarding the
Obaoe-aptioned mattxr. At tb*t t Matdthat the
Vie .resident's Xlz, o Ap'ip is .t .li to pay for
the controversial "of p. :,:',h is the subject
matter of the complat in this p e

On August 1, 1986 the-RopblicA National Committee by
letter to you expressed its desire to enter into discussions

-. with the FEC to settle this matter by conciliation agreement
prior to any probable cause proceedings. I hereby make a
similar request on behalf of Vice President George Bush who
has designated this office as counsel by letter of August 11,
1986, a copy of which is enclosed.

In light of the offer by the Vice President's Explora-
tory Account, any disagreement regarding the financing of the

*poll should be eliminated. Resolution of this case now, on
this basis would save both the parties and the FEC continued
expense and unnecessary use of resources. While none of the
parties believes that any statute has been violated, we have
offered to pay for the poll in this fashion in order to
expedite mutual resolution of this case.

Sincerely,

e5 Jan W.aa

Enclosure
cc: Edith E. Holiday, Esquire

Charles N. Steele, Esquire
Jonathan Levin, Esquire



ISincerely,

0 e Bush
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* tsh

xtc .Marjorie W. los eorwf rea for ,the

FderZl Bleotion Ccougssion executiv &Sion of AUgUst; 12,

1986, do hereby certify that the Conmission decided by a

vote of 5-1 to take the following actions in XUR 2133:

1. Decline to enter into conciliation with any
of the respondents at this time.

2. Direct the Office of General Counsel to send
appropriate letters.

Commissioners Elliott, Harris, Josefiak, McDonald, and

McGarry voted affirmatively for the decision; Commissioner

Aikens dissented.

Attest:

Date Marjorie W. Emions
Secretary of the Commission



treasurer

j~e, Wathi Commission1 found reason to believe that
tn the RepubliCt 94044*2 aittee and William 3. *oManus, antr*$urer0,viated *Ito 100.8(b)(1), On August 1, 1986,

yo set te Ofle ofthe Oneral Counsel a letter requestingNow* pre-probable oueeooncilRation in the above-captioned matter.

In addition, JanBaran sent a letter,, referred to by you,outlining the basis for the request.

0 Because of the need to complete the investigation in this
matter, the Commission, on August 12, 1986, denied your request

r to enter into conciliation at this time. When the investigationin complete, the Commission i reconsider your request for pre-
probable cause conciliation.

In you have any questions, please contact onathan Levin,
the attorney assigned to this matter, at 376-5690.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Lawr enea. Noble
Deputy General Counsel



&ugiat .-~ .

33: WUR 2133,
vice Pr*8140*t George l~

:i;1! !

Ciniss ion found, reason to beleve that
CV At~ George Bush, violated 11 CIR

cn . ':,.i 17,1 , yo 12Bewt the Office of the
Ei.requesting prepobable causeGOi eb apttoned matter on behalf of the Vice

eoause of the need to complete the investigation in this
matter, the C00issio, on August 12, 1986, denied your request

0 to enter into ciliation at this time. When the investigation

is complete, the Comission will reconsider your request 
for pre-

probable cause conciliation.

If you have any questions, please contact Jonathan 
Levin,

the attorney assiqned to this matter, at 376-5690.

SSincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General. Counsel

Deputy General Counsel



eo20 West

Di~Oafeld 0111lsM bin403

Dear Hr. neyer:
Th Office of r

dated e m ... oN Market O nion nearob 
ertoU) Robert %eetereg se18to. w ,cn40 f m th, transcript OfRobrt eetr',deposition and from doc ueu - provided by Market

Opinion Research.
With respect to the references that YoU -hve requested to bedeleted from the deposition transcript, this Office viii deletethe references vhen the file is prepared for the public record.With respect to the documents that you have requested to beo omitted, this Office viil delete the references to Your clientsappearing on the d0cuments, but will not omit the documentsthemselves.
This Office vishes to call your attention to the fact thatCD these deletions apply only to our preparation of the file in thismatter for the public record. If a person files a requestcc pursuant to the Freedom of Information Act (5 U.S.C. S552) andseeks to inspect or copy the deleted references, the CommissionsFreedom of Information Act Officer will make a determination atthat point as to any exemptions that may apply to the deletedreferences. See 11 C.F.R. S 4.7.
If you have any questions, please contact Jonathan Levin,the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-5690.

General Counsel



BANDMDEIDZ

Jan V. Saran,; as 0L
Wiley,, Rein &
1776 K Street, .V
Washington, D.C. #9

Re: NR23
Dear Mr. Baran:

Ecoe pla £I4the transecript. of the deposi64tions ofyour clients, Craig L. W141eri av .o tatr n ilRWPhillips. As agreed dewing-theI" deoItin Jtah client il toreview the transcript of hjj Is deloi, .ti s' foE b *na tre aid tetranscripts are then to be returned to the Office of the General-Counsel. Please return these transcripts within ten days Of yourreceipt of this letter.

C3 If you have any questions, please Contact Jonathan Levin,the attorney assigned to this matter, at 202-376-.5690.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Deputy General Counsel
Enclosures

Deposition of Craig L. FullerDeposition of Harvey Leroy AtwaterDeposition of Bill R. Phillips



UE~Ar l

Jonathan Levin, Emquire
Office of General Counsel
Federal Election Coummision
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

r

2t

Re: M

Dear Mr. Levin:

This is to confirm our recent telephone conversations
regarding review and signature of deposition transcripts by
Mssrs. Atwater, Phillips and Fuller in connection with theabove-captioned matters. These depositions were conducted in
August 1986 and transcripts were provided on November 3,
1986.

Our clients are reviewing their respective transcripts.
I expect to have them returned to you by Friday, December 5,
1986.

Sincerely,

Jan W. Baran

cc: Edith E. Holiday, Esquire



JAN W. *ARAN
tok) 429-73Q

.4

* r

Jonathan Levin, A
Of fice of General T:.
Federal Election.
999 E Street, NW.
Washington, D.C. 21#

Re: i

Dear Mr. Levin:

I hereby transaft t om"1s "s 4 dposition
transcripts of Hes rA. M or,1PiiU *i Fuller in
connection with the above .captioned matter.
I8izs orely,

Jan W. Baran

Enclosures

Now--.- -
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In tb* "attek o f)zn )

hpuian #aional Committee MUR 2133
a Ite *iatus, as .t .rn

Vice P gesitent George Bushes
CPS

GrRm COUSNL'S Suva"

On June s3, 1986, the Commission found reason to believthais

the Republican National Committee ("RNC"I) and William J. Mc1rtlue5,

as treasurer, violated 11 C.F.R. 5 100.8(b) (1) in connection with

testing the waters disbursements for a poll for Vice President

Bush. On that same date, the Commission also found reason to

believe that Vice President Bush violated 11 C.F.R. S 100.7(b) (1)

in connection with the acceptance of the poll. In addition, the

Commission approved subpoenas for the production of documents and

the taking of depositions.

Depositions in this matter occurred on the following dates:

(1) July 29, 1986 - Robert M. Teeter, President of Market Opinion

Research ("MOR"), the pollster; (2) July 30, 1986 - William I.

Greener, III, Deputy Chief of Political Operations for the RNC;

(3) August 14, 1986 - Craig L. Fuller, the Vice President's Chief

of Staff; (4) August 15, 1986 - Lee Atwater, advisor to the Vice

President and Chairman of Fund for America's Future ("FAF"); and

(5) August 18, 1986 - Bill Phillips, formerly RNC Chief of Staff

and presently Executive Director of FAF.

On August 4, 1986, this Office received a letter from the

Chief Counsel of the RNC requesting pre-probable cause conciliation,



-and. a ttith *U0, thio. 4 I itIon

discuassionis isnRU 60 _ 4tth,.*4 th J k )oede o

the_ other p#rt1ie, £av': IV* j t. ef Counsel

sted-6 th t the# atq,' e * this6 time" to ettle the

matter in the Abt e0661itoud IMMI*I so that :,b# p~arti &I the

Coesiss Ion may avoid the time and expense involved in extensive

dicvy :activit4.*1  Be refers to the. Onow:fict* s" ou~tlined
in a July 31 lete rom counsel f or PFAP as ptovidin h ai

for a conciliation agreement. (See Attachmentts I and 2).

The July 31 letter from counsel for PAP was not received by

this Office until August 6. Counsel stated thatp in addition to

representing PAP and 'nseveral individuals" in this matter, he is

representing the Vice President's Exploratory Account. According

to counsel, the Vice President's Exploratory Account, established

on July 11, 1986, as a "'testing the waters account," "is

prepared to pay the expenses of certain portions' of the poll.

Counsel says that his clients believe that no violation of the

Act has been committed but that the Exploratory Account "is

willing to pay for the controversial aspects of this poll for the

sole purpose of settling this matter." He stated that his

clients hope that this offer "will form the basis for settlement

of all issues in this matter." (See Attachment 2).

On August 8, 1986, this Office sent a report to the

Commission recommending that the Commission decline to enter into

pre-probable cause conciliation with the Republican National



Committee at that time because of-$ t 'u o

from the three witnesses still b~ )
contained no recomendation vith Went

because no request had been rece *4 aOn Au9Ast I,

this Office received a designatito the

Vice President. An accompanying xitt-r -*iqnaT'

counsel also requested pre-probable lat lon on behalf

of the Vice President. (See Attacb Rt 3)

On August 12, 1986, the CommissloR, aft*r considering the

report of August 8 and the Vice President's req'4st, determined

to decline to enter conciliation with the !V and the Vice

Wj President at that time. The three remaining depositions took

place as scheduled.

II. ANALYSIS

The depositions and review of the requested documents
0

attempted to cover the sequence of events from the first

conversation in which the poll was mentioned, i.e., a

conversation between Frank Fahrenkopf, Chairman of the RNC, and

Vice President George Bush, until the filing of the responses to

the complaint.

The depositions and documents indicate three basic elements

relevant to whether a violation occurred. These elements pertain

to: (1) the assumption by the persons involved that this was an

RNC project to be paid for by the RNC; (2) the knowledge, prior

to the fielding of the poll, that this poll would contain

questions relating to political perceptions of George Bush; and



3)the. accet e *tpot re) ~ ~ i.~ e~ tb

of tbe** etemett to atcs.&US.... N 901
(1) ithe't**tmnya i ia h those

in: -the development of! this poX3. *onsifted this pol 'to be a

project of theRUC. to. be aiPd for by the , prior to the

surfacing of the controversy on December' 3, 1496, .and: the

reporting of the controverYI i Ml'sashianltn Post and other

newspapers starting on Dece*ber-4, 1985. This controversy

centered around the discovery .that the RNC had apparently

commissioned a poll that contained a substantial number of

questions about the Vice President and the revelation of this

discovery to The Washington Post.

Before the controversy surfaced, Mr. Teeter had billed the

RNC. FAPF and the Vice President were not billed before or after

that point. In addition, the testimony of Mr. Teeter and

Mr. Fuller indicate that the RNC was to pay for this poll in its

entirety. During his testimony, Mr. Teeter discussed an early

meeting involving Mr. Atwater, Mr. Phillips, and Mr. Teeter.

When questioned as to whether he knew at this point that the RNC

would be paying for this poll, Mr. Teeter said "Yes" and that

"iut was an RNC proposal clearly." (Deposition of Teeter, p.

32-33) Toward the end of the deposition, Mr. Teeter was

questioned about a forward to the analysis for Vice President

Bush that had stated that the survey "was conducted by Market

Opinion Research for the Republican National Committee," and that



W0 of. ~#.pre4eot~ whena tbh cQntE~rsy

t tI-orythat the, foward -:as,
~ kr. ~ #tatd th~td~**On thop ioclnt

400*e14n iafration, the INC wau the, entity to whom,
the contract. was seat :d the RNC was going to pay for the poll.

N r *iated th!t the first titme he came ware' that the
RIC w l not going to pay for all of the poll was Deqember 3,

1985. (Dposition of Teeter, pp. 137-138)

*0 Mr. Fuller, the Vice President's Chief of Staff, Is quite
emphatic as to his belief, prior to December 3, that the RNC

It would be paying for the entirety of the poll. Prior to the
fielding of the poll, Mr. Teeter showed Mr. Fuller a copy of a
draft questionnaire containing virtually all of the questions
pertaining to the Vice President and his presidential prospects
that were included in the final questionnaire. Significantly,

Mr. Fuller testifies that, even after receiving this questionnaire,
it was his impression that the RNC would pay for all of the

questions. (Deposition of Fuller, p. 25) At subsequent points
in his testimony, Mr. Fuller reiterated that this was his under-
standing. He stated that "the survey had been requested by the
RNC and Market Opinion Research had done the survey for the RNC."

(Deposition of Fuller, p. 47)

During their testimony, Mr. Atwater and Mr. Phillips each
discussed statements made by Mr. Atwater to the effect that, if
Mr. Fahrenkopf was criticized "for doing a poll predominantly for
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e0 tbitFnd for

bei able to pay for som Of. the": '.1 qusin h ttmnts

wre ade Oujr ri tbe suer 1f( l95 i," a onveW'retion invlinq

Atwater#. Telt an 0Phillips at the Capitol Bill Club and during

the outm1 Of 1*85, in a Onhversation involving Atwater, Greener,

and Teeter at the Golden Palace. Mr. Atwater testified that he

was making the tentative offer only with respect to questions

that PAP could pay for, not with respect to questions dealing

specifically with the 1988 elections. (Deposition of Atwater,

pp. 23-24) He testified that he was speaking "on this) own" and

that he would use any influence he had at PA? to try to get PA?

in to pay for questions if PA? needed to pay for questions.

(Deposition of Atwater, p. 34) Mr. Atwater further testified

that "nothing ever came of this offer" and that, until

December 3, 1985, he assumed that the RNC would be paying for the

poll. (Deposition of Atwater, pp. 34 and 52) Mr. Phillips

stated that after the meeting at the Capitol Hill Club, it was

CO still his understanding that the RNC would be paying for the

Spoll. (Deposition of Phillips, p. 62)

The only view diverging from the basic understanding that

the RNC was to pay for this poll was the view of Mr. Greener.

Mr. Greener claims that in the middle of the summer of 1985,

Mr. Atwater called him and asked if it was possible for "us" to

place questions in the poll. Interpreting "us" to mean "the

interests of the Vice President," Mr. Greener according to his

testimony, said that he did not think that there would be a



pX~oh# woul~d g t bai

to t &vterR b ua T, 'be, fti~bbd U4# to Will
.... ips and tbA W It r. Greener

testif ies that, when- 0' r. Atv.tt:r back, it was his

wndersatanding: tht tiwe pt lZ was a stp4.t4 pi"jY-baking

atr anqemo t, i We., certain qu~etions for the RUMC would appear. on

the poll and certain questions as to "the interest of the Vice

President' would appear on the po11 and the RC would not see the

Vice Presidential questions, obtain the results from such

o questions, or pay for such questions. (Deposition of Greener,

p. 20)

In the context of his testimony, as well as the testimony of

others, Mr. Greener's expressed viewpoint is not particularly

probative, however. No mention is made by Mr. Atwater or

Mr. Phillips in their depositions of a call by Mr. Atwater in

mid-summer asking for the insertion of questions for the Vice

President. Furthermore, Mr. Greener is far from certain as to

what this piggy-back arrangement was to entail. Mr. Greener

states that, in conversations on December 3, involving him and

other persons involved with the poll in preparation for press

inquiries, there was a discussion as to whether or not the trade

and terrorism questions were to be paid for by FAF or were part

of the questions that the RNC intended to fund all along. They

eventually resolved that the RNC should pay for the trade and

terrorism questions but, from Mr. Greener's notes of that day and

his deposition testimony, it appears that extensive discussion



o o q*aL~o with a4:twat, a o *a #to . vayho oustoenstblw

t4 C d?.b the ph ,Ie oC1 in mid st th Wik oW this

40"Oiea tio. "'s t d ied* the' ... .. .tlftyopamt

oithir by the RRC' or by FA? of tr ,ado i*#teeors 2 ue' stions, big"

testimony infaI Ctes:t tt he was not as oezrtin 4urfing his

conversation with Iir. Atwajter as, to -who was to pay for questions

-not paid, for by the 90C. He idno think ,abouat the question of

whether FAF or some other representativeOf o;the Vice President

-would pay for such questions. (Deposition of Greener, p. 21)

Mr. Greener's contention that, prior to December 3, there

was to be a standard piggy-backing arrangesent may be consistent

with the accounts provided for the newspaper stories on

December 4,-1/ but this contention is belied by the preponderance

of the testimony provided in this matter. It appears from the

testimony that, until the controversy surfaced, the RNC was the
paying client for this poll. Even taking into account

Mr. Atwater's offers to attempt to have FAF pay for some of the

1/ Proponents of the theory that this poll was a piggy-backing
cc operation may wish to point to the fact that the analysis

presented to the Vice President contains only analysis pertaining
to the political prospects of the Vice President while the
analysis presented to the RNC contained analysis pertaining
predominantly to prospects for the party and information on
public perceptions of issues. However, according to Mr. Teeter's
testimony, the analysis for the RNC was changed as a result of
the controversy. He testifies that he and Mr. Greener met after
December 3, 1985, but prior to the presentation of the analysis
to the RNC, to review the questionnaire and to determine what
questions the RNC would pay for. Mr. Teeter had intended to
include in the RNC analysis "a substantial share" of the analysis
already presented to the Vice President. Because it appeared to
Mr. Teeter that the RNC would not pay for most of the questions
pertaining to the Vice President, he eliminated the analysis of
those questions from his report to the RNC.
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awrpirto December 3, that there vou d be quetin on the

poll pertaining to the political perception$ of the Vice'

President.. Although some of the witnesses claim that, prior to

Demsber 3, they did not think the poll wouldcontain questions

pertaining to 1988, the evidence indicates other witnesses knew

N1 that questions pertaining to 1988 were on the poll.

Mr. Teeter believed that he had been authorized to place
tn

questions concerning 1988 in the poll. An examination of the

testimony as to the early arrangements for the poll indicates

the basis for such a conclusion. The testimony of the witnesses

o) as a whole indicates that during the early part of 1985,

Mr. Fahrenkopf and the Vice President discussed a poll to be

commissioned by the RNC and to be conducted by MOR. Two of the

witnesses, Mr. Teeter and Mr. Phillips, were told by the Vice

President and Mr. Fahrenkopf respectively, about the initial

conversation shortly after it occurred. Mr. Teeter states that,

according to the Vice President, Mr. Fahrenkopf offered to

"include any questions or areas of interest to the Vice

President." (Deposition of Teeter, p. 20) Mr. Phillips states

that, according to Mr. Fahrenkopf, Mr. Fahrenkopf offered to have

the RNC conduct a poll that "was to pertain to the Vice
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percptions of the, Vic* Pres idot, 'A E1 t . in. the f. 14C t.
commission a poll to see what impact tbke had been. -

(Deposition of Phi-Ilips, p. 20)

Shortly thereafter, Mr. Teeter+ *Wok. to r. Fahrewiktop
Mr. Fahrenkopf referred to his offer to the Vice Presidnt to

include any areas of interest and also:.referred to a discussion

of the measurement of *the level of [the Vice President's)
political support" after the 1984 campaign. (Deposition of

Teeter, p. 22)

Mr. Teeter stated his understanding after this was that the
poll should contain questions as to voter perceptions of the Vice

oD President. He, therefore, understood that questions pertaining

to 1988 were appropriate. This understanding is confirmed by the

fact that Mr. Fuller, the Vice President's Chief of Staff,

reviewed the draft questionnaire containing these questions and

approved of the poll. Mr. Fuller commented on the draft by

calling it "[a) great questionnaire" and even making a suggestion

to augment one of the questions pertaining to Bush and the 1988

elections. He made no comment, however, questioning the presence

of such questions. Mr. Teeter's understanding is further

confirmed by the fact that when he presented his analysis of the

poll results to the Vice President, Mr. Fuller and Mr. Atwater
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comments were made about 'he qo0t*o *th to I, to, the

effect "that he was out ahead of :0*r-yta 453ekd pretty

good.' (Deposition of Atwater, p 43).

Although the testimony of Mr Y, tt rand Mr.i Puller

indicates that they knew that the poll would contain questions

pertaining to a Bush presidential athdidacy' in 198, Mr. Phillips

and Mr. Atwater claim that they did not know that the poll would

contain such questions. Nevertheless, the testimony of

Mr. Phillips and Mr. Atwater disclosed that they both were

concerned about questions pertaining to the Vice President

0 appearing on the poll.

With respect to Mr. Phillips, the evidence is as follows.

Shortly after Mr. Fahrenkopf had the initial conversation with

the Vice President, Mr. Fahrenkopf informed Mr. Phillips of the

decision to commission a poll. Shortly thereafter, Mr. Phillips

expressed his concern to Mr. Fahrenkopf that their might be

"objections to conducting a poll for a single individual."

Mr. Fahrenkopf replied that "it would be along the lines of

practice of the Republican National Committee to conduct a poll

on behalf of the Vice President." (Deposition of Phillips, p.

23) Mr. Phillips reiterated his concern at the aforementioned

meeting at the Capitol Hill Club, at which point Mr. Atwater said

that possibly FAF could pay for some questions. (Deposition of
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a4bow fth* publ4$t felt about, bI's job Arid his job performance."'
p~i~io ofPipe, p. W) Reertheless, it appears that

Mt R Phillip, Wa coa erned'about a possible relationship of the
Poll to the 1988 presidential race. In response to his counsel's
questions, he testified he was concerned that, because the Vice
President is perceived as a possible presidential candidate,

other possible candidates might question "why the RNC would do a

poll for him." (Deposition of Phillips, p. 63)

With respect to Mr. Atwater, who was present at the Capitol

, Hill Club meeting, it is significant that, although Mr. Atwater
0 has asserted that he did not have questions pertaining to 1988 in

mind when he offered the possibility of FAF payment, he had no
objection to the appearance of such questions when the pollCO
analysis was presented to the Vice President, Mr. Fuller and him.

Mr. Greener claims that when Mr. Atwater asked him if it

were possible for "us" to include questions, he did not think

specifically enough as to whether these questions would pertain

to 1988 or not. Consistent with Mr. Greener's version, i.e.,

that this poll was a piggy-backing arrangement, he might have

expected that the poll would include questions pertaining to
prospects for Vice President Bush in the 1988 elections.

10 M. 0111PI
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such knowledge prior to ftcgtr .3, but evow be expressed concern
that this poll might be eonratr.u*d as relevant to the 1988 elections.

(3) The testimony indicates that the Vice President and his
agents accepted poll results pertaining to a testing the waters
effort for the 1988 presidential elections. At a meeting in the
Vice President's office on November 13, 1985, Mr. Teeter presented
a written analysis of the poll to the Vice President, Mr. Fuller,
and Mr. Atwater. The analysis contains a discussion of the public's
perceptions of the Vice President, the 1988 primary election, the
1988 general election, and the issues of trade and terrorism. It
appears that the entirety of this analysis is related to the
prospects for the Vice President in the 1988 primary and general
elections and that the analysis ties almost all of the questions

in the poll to this theme.

In his testimony, Mr. Atwater provided the most detailed
account of the meeting. He states that those present at the
meeting discussed the information in the analysis and related it
to "how the Vice President should be scheduled over the next
several months as based on -- as a result of this." In addition,
as stated before, those present commented on the apparent
strength of the Vice President's possible presidential candidacy
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his examinationof 0 of

Mr. Atwater attempted to make, the, i Oat t eJting o0

November 13 was nothing out of th#o-w-4 i4y"y andAid not

constitute acceptance of the polli aiad, r. Atwater repeat a

prior statement that he perio4dca;Ay eivs poll results from a

number of pollsters and discusses them with the Vice President.

(Deposition of Atwater, pp. 45 and 67) Mr. ruller stated, in his

testimony, that for the past six years, he has *been briefed

periodically by consultants to the ROC on polls that are taken

for the RNC" and that, within the past year, he and the Vice

President began to be briefed together on such polls.

(Deposition of Fuller, pp. 48-49)

It appears, however, that further testimony, ignored by

counsel for the witnesses in his examination, along with other

circumstances already dicussed, illustrates that this was not an

ordinary meeting and that the Vice President accepted the poll

results. According to the testimony of both Mr. Fuller and

Mr. Atwater, this was the first time that the Vice President,

Mr. Atwater, and Mr. Fuller had ever met together to receive a

poll analysis. In fact, Mr. Atwater and Mr. Fuller had never

before received an analysis together, either. In addition, it

should be noted that this was a poll largely devoted to questions

pertaining to the Vice President and involving arrangements for

the poll by the Vice President and his agents, even to the point
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President that appeared on the finall poll. Those fa@tGU-810fl9

and 1988 were presented and commed ipn at# that there

was an acceptance by. the Vice President of the po1 results.

In summation, the evidence presented indicates that a poll,

which prior to December 3 was to be paid for by the RNC, was

taken; that persons involved in those polls knew prior to

December 3 that one of the purposes of this poll was to test the

waters for the Vice President for a possible 1988 presidential

candidacy; and that the Vice President accepted the poll results.

It appears that, but for the fact that the controversy about this

poll surfaced on December 3, 1985, this would have continued to

be the arrangement.

In addition to the factual issues pertaining to the making

of a disbursement for testing the waters purposes and the

acceptance of such disbursements, the Commission must resolve the

issue of the amount of the violation. In response to the

complaint, Mr. Teeter presented figures purporting to be a

division of the costs of the poll. This division was calculated

by Mr. Teeter after the controversy surfaced. According to

Mr. Teeter $52,390 would be paid by the RNC, $4,996 by FAF, and

$12,614, the amount construed as related to a 1988 Bush

candidacy, would be absorbed by MOR. Mr. Teeter also submitted a
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division of the'costs of the poll. This-dtwistofl Is based

primarily on thetallocation of questians n gh RNC, PA?,and

NOR, with adjustments for data processing, c *odilng, and analysiap

the cost to data process, code, and analyse wa greater for -Some

questions than for others.

In his allocation of questions and, hence, in his division

of costs, Mr. Teeter has separated the questions and cost for PAP

and the questions and cost pertaining to a possible Bush

Omni candidacy in 1988. However, a review of the analysis presented

to the Vice President indicates that those questions ostensibly

0 allocated to PAP were used for analyzing George Bush's strength

in connection with the 1988 presidential election. It appears,

therefore, that to determine the amount to be attributed to a

testing the waters effort, the costs for FAF ($4,996) should be

added to the costs that Mr. Teeter intended to attribute for

questions pertaining to a Bush candidacy in 1988 ($12,614).

Consequently, the sum attributable to a testing the waters

effort, i.e., the sum accepted by the Vice President, is

$17,610 2/

2/ As stated above, the analysis presented to the Vice President
tied in almost of all of the questions in the poll. Those
questions allocated by Mr. Teeter to the RNC, however, appear to
pertain more to areas not related to a testing the waters effort
by the Vice President.
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3. Approve the attaohed copr40 tion agreements.

4. Appov the attached lt t..

Date •
General Counsel

Attachments
1. Letter from E. Mark Braden, dated August 1, 1986
2. Letter from Jan Baran, dated July 31, 1986
3. Letter from Jan Baran, dated August 11, 1986
4. Letter and proposed conciliation agreement to Mr. Baran
5. Letter and proposed conciliation agreement to Mr. Braden
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8~RJECT OE rZoPO To~ W*413 <S, COWEOSEL REPORT
-IGNED DECEE 10, 1986

Tbe above'.cption4 4 , m - t vas- cirult" to- the

CoSI~L55±o2 0On Wednesdayr, Decbe'r10, 1986 &it 4:00 P.M.

ObjectibOns have been received t.r the Couta*issioners

as indicated by the name(s) checked:

Commissioner Aikens

Commissioner Elliott

Commissioner Josefiak

Commissioner McDonald

Commissioner McGarry

Commissioner Thomas

This matter will be placed on the Executive Session

agenda for Tuesday, January 6, 1986.



Tho~ 0000.-CaPtie doument vao ci@04 t toth

C0UI£issiOnL onh Wednesday, December '10, 1986 at 4:0* P.M.

Objections have been received from the C010ti'sioners

as indicated by the name(s) checked:

Commissioner Aikens

Commissioner Elliott

Commissioner Josefiak

Commissioner McDonald

Commissioner McGarry

Commissioner Thomas

X

X

X

This matter will be placed on the Executive Session

agenda for Tuesday, January 6, 1986.
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Vi 6, aS treasurer.p; I

P inGeorge Bush )

CERTITIAFlQ

I,- .Marjorie W. Eumons, recording secretarv 
for the

rFeoral Election Commission executive 
session of January 6,

1987, do hereby certify that the Comission 
decided by a

vote of 6-0 to take the following actions 
in MUR 2133:

i. Enter into pre-probable cause conciliation

with the Republican National Committee 
and

William J. McManus, as treasurer.

2. Enter into pre-probable cause concilition

with Vice President George Bush.

3. Approve the conciliation agreements 
attached

to the General Counsel's report 
dated

December 10, 1986.

4. Approve the letters attached to 
the General

Counsel's report dated December 
10, 1986.

Commissioners Aikens, Elliott, 
Josefiak, McDonald,

McGarry, and Thomas voted affirmatively 
for the decision.

Attest:

-Datv U Marjorie W. Emmons

Secretary of the Commission
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FEDERtAL EUL*CTO '10

WASHIN T,,N, O C *>>4:ii ~~*00 , 1987 i i i

Republican National Comitt.
Dwight D. Eisenhower Rfz1*4 Co~~310 First Street, S.3.
Washington, D.C. 20003

~abOn National

Wil J. HManus, as
Streaurer,.

Dear Mr. Braden:

On June 3, 1986, the Commissionfoud reason to believe thatyour clients, the Republican National Comittee and William J.McManus, as treasurer, violated 11 C.y.R. S 100.7(b)(1). At your1request, the Commission determined on January 6, 1987, to enterinto negotiations directed towards reaching a conciliationo agreement in settlement of this matter prior to a finding ofprobable cause to believe.
Enclosed is a conciliation agreement that the Commission hasapproved in settlement of this matter. If your clients agreeOwith the provisions of the enclosed agreement, please have theagreement signed and return it, along with the civil penalty, toSthe Commission. In light of the fact that conciliationnegotiations, prior to a finding of probable cause to believe,are limited to a maximum of 30 days, you should respond to thisnotification as soon as possible. If you have any questions orsuggestions for changes in the agreement, or if you wish toarrange a meeting in connection with a mutually satisfactoryconciliation agreement, please contact Jonathan Levin, theattorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-5690.

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure
Conciliation Agreement
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Jan W. Baran, Zgquir*
Wiley, Rein & Fielding
1776 K Street, N..
Washington, D.C. 20006

113'

R 1

, I

Dear Mr. Baran:

On June 3, 1986, tb u."ijss1 fQuI 4 h eOn to believe thatyour client, Vice President Qeorge ,Latod 11 C.. R100.7(b) (1). At your, reest, the Comieson determined onJanuary 6, 1987, to enter-into negotiations directed towards
reaching a conciliation agreement in settlenent of this matter
prior to a finding of probable cause to believe.

Enclosed is a conciliation agreement that the Commission hasapproved in settlement of this matter. If your client agreeswith the provisions of the enclosed agreement, please have himsign and return it, along with the civil penalty, to theCommission. In light of the fact that conciliation negotiations,prior to a finding of probable cause to believe, are limited to Amaximum of 30 days, you should respond to this notification assoon as possible. If you have any questions or suggestions forchanges in the agreement, or if you wish to arrange a meeting inconnection with a mutually satisfactory conciliation agreement,please contact Jonathan Levin, the attorney assigned to thismatter, at (202) 376-5690.

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure
Conciliation Agreement

7AM

1987
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Aprl 21I M987

General Counsel
Federal ElectOn 'C
999 E Street, N.A.
Washington, D. C.

U.

*1

Az

Dear Sir:

On January 22, 1:986 w ant concerning
a possible violation of th 1,11oc-tion Zwlgn Act of 1971,
by The Republican Rational e.

Your January 31 response, descr ibing Ithe Comiss on's procedures,
states that after 15 days, the office of eneral Council shallreport to the Comisslon making a recomedatton that A) the cowls-
sion find reason to investigate or B) that the CoMission find no
possible violation, therefore closing the file.

We have yet to hear from you on this matter, and would greatly ap-
preciate a response.

Very truly yours,

Charles Orndorff
CO/br

THE CONSERVATIVE CAUCUS POLTCAL ACTION COMMITTEE
Paid for by TCCPA; nrt by ny canddaW comm fit or cuididw c mm1

0
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5O*al a4s t ,is,*~
Vienna, VA 22110

Re: NUR 2113

Dear Mr. Orndorff:

This is in resose to your letter dated April 21, 1987,
whicb you request Infrmnation pertaining to a COUPlaint filed
The Conservative Caucus Volitical Action Committee on January

tn 1986, with the Federal Slection Commission.

in
by
22,

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,
prohibits any person from making public the fact of any
notification or investigation by the Commission, prior to closing
the file in the matter, unless the parties being investigated
have agreed in writing that the matter be made public. See

O 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a) (4) (B) and S 437g(a) (12) (A). Because the-re have
been no written agreements that the matter be made public, we are
not in a position to release any information at this time. As

o you were informed by letter dated January 31, 1986, we will
notify you as soon as the Commission takes final action on the
complaint.

Lawrence N. Noble
Acting General Counsel
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RB: UR 2133
Republican National Coittee
William . nus as treasurer

0.~ii ~ "W7, t1i Office sent a letter notifying you
4~ t r rined to enter into egotiations

tng a conciliation agreement in settlement of
:t, prior to a finding of probable cause

t@ hi,, t vto.h that letter was a conciliation proposal
approed by. t6 b*on

The Office of the General Counsel and you have been unable
to reach an agreuet in this matter. In light of the fact that
the time period for conciliation negotiations prior to a finding
of probable cause has elapsed, such negotiations are now
terminated. This Office will proceed to the next stage in the
enforcement process.

If you have any questions, please contact Jonathan Levin,
the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-5690.

Acting General Counsel

V
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U
son soottcb~~N~ ra Rction -Commission

tootWash-ington, tD.Co 06

Dear Sir I

On January 21, 1984, we filed an inquiry concerning a
possible violation of law on the part of Vice President
Bush and/or committees acting on his behalf. An extra-
ordinarily long time has elapsed since the submission of
our IIquiry, yet we have received no indication that it
has be* addressed by the FEC.

We have begun to receive a number of media inquiries
concerning this complaint and would appreciate any

-- guidance you can give us concerning the apparent failure
of the FEC to act in a timely manner.

Many thanks for your consideration.

With personal best wishes, I am

'Sincerely,

HP:pnw

THE CONSERVATIVE CAUCUS POLITICAL ACTION COMMITTEE
Paid for by TCCPAC; not by any candidate, committee, or candidats commetee

I
~II

44
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Dear Ur . Pbhi

This is
1967, in whic
f iled by itia(02CC-PaC'O) 0
Coumissione

OA p August 31,

I' to a 00S$laint

An stat iA this to crety,Charles Orudojf,0 -On rr*1x 2* 198-7, # idt EetoCampaign Act of: 17, e7a1e:ue4 pany person frommaking public the. fact o . 1. .1 P rb t ....rs n rotheommakisbion thof any notification or investigation bythe Commission, prior ~o closing the file in the matter, unlessthe parties being invegtigated have agreed in writing that thematter be made public. fee 2 U,8.C.$ 437g(a) (4) (8) andS 437g(a)(12)(A). Because there have been no written agreementsthat this matter be made public, we cannot release anyinformation at this time. As noted in a letter to TCC-PAC datedJanuary 31, 1986, and in the April 29 letter to Mr. Orndorff, wewill notify TCC-PAC as soon as the Commission takes final actionon the complaint.

Sincerely,

Lawrence !. Noble
Acting General Counsel



Ig"y

4

Oft 2133

Vr+. : -- *, fl le4 on +No+ . P L
__ ipoeeats' replies to
&- turther report to the CoWj.

0 I. Letter and brief for Vi e P !I4E+ 0 r+WF "*W +

2. Letter and brief for the U.3ta ba* m a) comittee
CF



FEDERM ELECTION'COMMI$$W)
. WASHINGTON. Ct 26W~P

E. Mark Braden, Chief -00nsel .
Republican National, 001it 

"

Dwight D. sisenhower apublicanCeter
310 First Street, S.M.
Washingtont D.C. 20003

RE: MNUR ,2133.111W I ian" National committeewilliam 3a,. .:Ia., s

0Dear Mr. Braden:

Based on a complaint filed with the Federal Blection

Commission on January 22, 1986, and information supplied by you,

the Commission, on June 3, 1986, found that there was reason to

believe that the Republian National Committee and William J.

Mctanus, as treasurer, violated 11 C.F.R. S 100.8(b)(1), and

oD instituted an investigation of this matter.

After considering all the evidence available to the

oCommission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared to
recommend that the Commission find probable cause to believe that

Go a violation has occurred. The Commission may or may not approve
the General Counsel's recommendation.

Submitted for your review is a brief stating the position of

the General Counsel on the legal and factual issues of the case.

Within 15 days of your receipt of this notice, you may file with

the Secretary of the Commission a brief (10 copies if possible)

stating your position on the issues and replying to the brief of

the General Counsel. (Three copies of such brief should also be

forwarded to the Office of the General Counsel, if. possible.) 
The

General Counsel's brief and any brief which you may submit will

be considered by the Commission before proceeding to a vote of

whether there is probable cause to believe a violation has

occurred.

If you are unable to file a responsive brief within 15 days,

you may submit a written request for an extension of time. All

requests for extension of time must be submitted in writing 
five

days prior to the due date, and good cause must be demonstrated.

In addition, the Office of the General Counsel ordinarily 
will

not give extensions beyond 20 days.
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A. bytecomplainats

on January 24, 3986, the Office of the General Counsel

received a complaint filed by Howard Phillips and DavidsG.

Sanders on behalf of the Conservative Caucus Political Action

Committee against the Republican National Committee a oReC) and

William J. McManus, as treasurer. Enclosed with the complaint

were a number of newspaper articless, some of which are referred

to by the complainants.

The complaint pertained to a poll apparently commissioned by

the Republican National Committee and conducted by Market Opinion

Research ("MOR'). This poll, accordingto a Washington Post

article referred to by the complainants, was conducted for the

purpose of determining "voter support" for Vice President Bush in

both the presidential primary elections and general election in

1988. The complaint referred to the article further, quoting

passages indicating that the poll was designed to explore Vice

President Bush's strengths and weaknesses among the electorate,

to rate him against other possible contenders for the Republican

nomination, to examine how Vice President Bush can use certain

issues to build support, and to make certain points related to a
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Poll as an effort to Otest the waters.'

Complainants stated that *the reports ate "co"nf licting' as to

who is paying or wili pay for the poll. One -article referred to

04D the RIC commissioning and f ina nc Ing the -poll. Complainants

stated that the article

is consistent with reports that officials of
the Republican National Comittee planned the
poll in the spring of 1985; that the Chairman
of the Republican National Committee invited
Vice President Bush to suggest some questions
for inclusion in the poll; and, that
additional questions were developed by
William Phillips, who was then an employee of

o the Republican National Committee.

Subsequent articles stated that the RNC, NOR, and FAF will share
cc

the cost of the poll. Complainants summarized by stating that it

appears that the poll will be paid for either by the RNC alone or

by some allocation among the RNC, NOR, and FAF.

Complainants cited 11 C.F.R. SS 100. 7 (b) (1) and 100.8(b) (1).

They stated that, although these regulations indicate that the

terms "contribution" and expenditure" do not include receipts and

disbursements for "testing the waters," they do provide for

proper recordkeeping and for treatment of the receipts and
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thWC. Complaints stated that, if the iwc pays more than $5,000

of the cost of the poll de liver'ed to FM', t~he RNC wiii have... violated 2 L.C., S 441a and'if Vice PresidentBush becomes a

candidate for President,r any payment to NOR by the RNC or Fa in

r excess of $5,000 viii violate section 441a. They further stated

-" that Vice President Bush will be allowed to pay only up to $50,000
from personal funds if he becomes a candidate receiving matching
funds. The complainants concluded from these assertions that,
because the RNC can pay only $5,000, FAF can pay only $5,000, the

nVice President can pay only $50,000, and the cost of the poll,

xaccording to newspaper articles, was $75,000, this would leave

$15,000 unpaid for if the respondents complied with the limits.

Complainants concluded, therefore, that an excessive or
prohibited contribution would result. Complainants stated that,
in order to avoid such a result and to avoid the "concomitant

need" for Vice President Bush to prematurely establish a campaign

committee, "there is some nonsensical talk" about allocating the

cost between the RNC and FAF based upon the number of questions
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becaus* it, related, .ntir~ly to a Bush Pcesibntial candidacy,, no

such allo0ation was possible. They further maintained that the

suggestion that MOR inserted questions on it. own is
Wridiculoui," stating that those requesting thoe poll would review

the format and the questions, and any questions not specifically

requested would be the "usual demographic questions included in

every poll."

tO 3. Responses to the Complaint

1r The RNC responded on March 6, 1986, by submitting an

affidavit from William I. Greener, III, Deputy Chief of Staff for

Political Operations of the RNC. He stated that the RNC

commissioned MOR to conduct a poll related to various issues such

as terrorism and international trade, but not to issues related

00 to a possible presidential candidacy by Vice President Bush.

V Mr. Greener claimed that "[i]nformation from this survey and

analysis has been made available to members of the

Administration, members of the Republican National Committee, and

the general public through the press."

Mr. Greener claimed that, "in the late summer of 1985," he

was approached by Lee Atwater from FAF. Mr. Atwater, according-

to Mr. Greener, asked him if "questions of interest" to FAF could

be added to the survey. Mr. Greener stated that he agreed to
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On Apr il 23 l96, this Office, ct..e.d V ,, additional letter

from counsel for the RC reitecati6g Mr. Greener's contention

N that the RINC did not authorie a poll of., vot~r'support for the

Vice President in the 1988 elections. Me stated that the RUC

commissions numerous polls, that the RSC commissions polls

regularly on behalf of the President and the Administration, that

data from such polls is made available to principal

VAdministration figures, that RNC personnel "regularly consult

o) with various Administration officials for their input as to

cissues to be examined," and that issues of particular interest to
c Administration officials are included in requests to pollsters.

Counsel stated that this poll, like a number of other RNC

polls, involved "piggybacking," i.e., "when a committee intends

to conduct a survey and make the polling procedure available to

another committee to add separate questions of unique interest to

it" and where the additional cost "is absorbed by the separate

organization."
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a t e #opns* Del iy *# vah~enk*pfth counsl nd ai
Af fida-Vit frtoo Robt Ftr N ~ s, The letter,
Ouuaited, the eotit af f &fdavit., M. ftwter, stated

that, 'early In 3903t th* Vice Presidnt told hxis that he, ,shot d,

expect a call fom F ankV, FhrnIoptz the RWC COO irman, cofne ing
poll to be commissioned by r 'he p tha Iol ince

questions of interest to the Vice President, but that the Vice-

President had said nothing indicating that a poll was being

commissioned at his request. Mr. Teeter further stated that,

several days later, Mr. Fahrenkopf asked him to conduct a poll

for the RNC and to follow up on details with Bill Phillips,

Mr. Fahrenkopf's Chief of Staff. Mr. Fahrenkopf indicated that

the poll should include issues of interest to the Vice President,

and that Teeter "should talk to the Vice President's staff for

input for the poll."

The affidavit further stated that, a "couple of weeks or so"

later, Mr. Teeter, Mr. Phillips, and Mr. Atwater (whom Mr. Teeter

describes as "a volunteer adviser to the Vice President") met "to

discuss a variety of items, including a poll." They decided to

delay the poll until the fall to avoid "any lingering effects"

from the 1984 election.

Mr. Teeter stated that, in the late summer, when MOR and the

RNC agreed that the polling should proceed, he asked Craig

Fuller, the Vice President's Chief of Staff, what issues he

wanted to include in the poll and Mr. Fuller replied that the

N
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poll should cover trade, awnd toveorism. At that t LA*

Pmir twater, wh* 4~ by, tbenta con*01tant, f~r A- sked that th*4

poll include 'IVhat#ver qu* n, 'Lne(Mr eteOrt thought would be

appropriate to'cdolve t Wpoptiol pf' theb vice ftegid~flt.0 in

early September, 1985, Mr., Teeter asked his staff to draft the

poll questionnaire- with five 'issues,' one of which was to

determine the approval, perception and political support of Vice

President Bush." Mr. Teeter stated that, *during the

questionnaire design stage, he gave a copy of the draft

questionnaire to the Vice President's Chief of Staff, Mr. Fuller,

and Mr. Teeter and Mr. Fuller discussed the questions "with a

Vr focus on the trade and terrorism issues." (FAF's response

indicates that Mr. Fuller received the draft on September 6,

1985). A few days later, Mr. Fuller suggested "a change to a
0 trade question, the addition of names to a list of names on a

question which assessed the public's attitude on various public

4figures, and suggested changes to a question which measured the

Squalities sought in the next president." (FAF's response

indicates that Mr. Fuller suggested two names for a thermometer

question on public figures.) MOR "accepted" "some" of the

suggestions. After completion of the questionnaire, Mr. Teeter

told Mr. Greener that the poll would cost $70,000, the

"customary" rate.

The affidavit maintained that questions relating to the 1988

election, "including the 'head on head' questions" were included
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relating to the !1980 election,

Mr. Toter stated t I hat NOR: od.ted the Polling interv.W.

from September 17 to September 25, 1S85, and sent a $70,000

invoice to the RNC on September 19.- Re stated that, when the

poll was completed, MOR wrote two separate analyses of the poll,

one to be given to the Vice President and his staff and the other

Lin to be given to the RNC. According to Mr. Teeter, the first

analysis "emphasized the perception of the Vice President, the

1988 election, the trade and terrorism issues and other national

o issues." The second analysis "emphasized voter attitudes on

V national issues, the Republican and Democratic Parties, and major

CD political figures and it included perceptual maps relating to

those issues." Copies of the first analysis were presented by

Mr. Teeter to Vice President Bush, Mr. Fuller, and Mr. Atwater at

a meeting on November 13, 1985. Mr. Greener did not receive a

copy of the second analysis until December 19.

Mr. Teeter stated that, in December, 1985, [when the news

stories referred to by the complainants appeared or were about to

appear] the RNC advised MOR that it would not pay for "the
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intformed NOR that It_ would, pay *for, o" portitoos of th pollQ
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,for those portions of1 the poli relating, to the, 1968 election

since [?A?) had not authori10ed those questios This was the

first time NOR became aware that (IAO) would be paying anything

for the poll. He stated that FA? also asked NOR to prepare a

revised analysis to show how the Vice President might best help

Republican candidates in the 1986 campaign.

Mr. Teeter stated that he had negotiating sessions with the

RNC and FAF to attempt to resolve the question of payment. NOR

proposed that the RNC pay for 74.8% of the poll, i.e., $52,390,

and that FAF pay for 7.1% of the poll, i.e., $4,996. Mr. Teeter

stated that the 18.1% balance of the poll ($12,614) "will have to

be absorbed by NOR." These allocations and the proposed

settlement were, according to MOR, consistent with MOR's "normal

and customary business practice in resolving disputed work or

charges with its clients, both political and commercial."

The response of FAF and the Vice President contained a

detailed letter from its counsel, affidavits from Lee Atwater and

Craig Fuller, and a letter from Vice President Bush. The letter

and affidavits contain some details additional to those presented

by Mr. Teeter.

Counsel indicates that during the first conversation between

Mr. Fahrenkopf and the Vice President, Mr. Fahrenkopf stated
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Prsdnt. aw stated tr* th1 o reidptv in the course of

a uote general coflv-wott0.% in totUd tXr. rector that he
understood Mr. bahee kopf would e alling hi about a poll foz

the RNC.0 Mr. Oan-renopf t Ontacted Mr, 'Veeter and asked him

"to consult the Vice-President's staff for suggestions concerning

the RNC poll,. Counsel asserted that the 'questions of interest

to the Vice President were to be, included only because

Mr. Fahrenkopf, for his own purposes, had instructed Mr. Teeter

to include such questions.*

Mr. Atwater stated that in the late summer of 1985,

Mr. Phillips "indicated some concern that the Vice President and

his staff had been invited by Mr. Fahrenkopf to add issues to an

RNC poll, fearing that it might later prove politically awkward

for the RNC." Mr. Atwater claimed that he "therefore indicated

to Mr. Phillips that the Fund might be able to pay for a portion

of this RNC poll" if the addition of questions of such issues,

i.e., "questions concerning terrorism and trade, and the public

perceptions of leading Republicans, including the Vice President,

would create a problem for the RNC." Mr. Atwater stated,

however, that it was still his impression at that time that the

RNC would include the questions and pay the full cost for the

poll.
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especially in ligt aof thefact that "[ipi~t wad z of

questions relating tolthe Vice PrlsHot*.o

counsel stated that Mr. Teetet eto the

vice President and his staff on NoVe 
ia 13 ectio. counsel

pointed out that there was a mcover not a e si

was drawn from a poll comissioned by th o ' andythat '(lt was

assumed that the 1988 Presidential questions had been included at

the direction of the e.sp

Counsel asserted that neither the Vice President#

Mr. Atwater# nor Mr. Fuller requested 
or authorized the poll# and

that no one outside of the RNC or NOR authorized the inclusion of

questions concerning the 1988 Presidential 
elections. Counsel

maintained, therefore, that the Vice 
President was not testing

the waters with respect to this poll 
and that any recently

expressed willingness by FAF to pay 
for "questions of interest to

the Fund (including only those which measure 
the public

perception of the Vice President, the 
Fund's founder and Honorary

Chairman) did not constitute authorization 
by the Vice President

for testing the waters expenditures.

On March 17, 1986, this Office received a copy of 
the poll

questionnaire from MOR. The questionnaire contained marginal
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MOR do, i 19i*ted .ev.nttY'SMV~ft questions, ilee, 72% of the

questions, to be ,allooated to the RNCe Thee questions included

general questions-about, the state of the nation and the

in government, questions about the performance of the President and

the Vl.ce President, 35 issue questions, 22 of which pertained to

trade or terrorism, questions pertaining to general feelings

about political figures, one of whom was George Bush, attitudes
0

toward both major parties and toward liberals and conservatives,

four sets of questions pertaining to attitudes 
toward the

President, the Vice President, and Senator Kennedy with only the

references to the President and Senator Kennedy being attributed

to the RNC, and questions pertaining to an ideological

characterization of the person being polled, the President, and

the Vice President,

Six questions, i.e., 5.5% of the questions, were designated

as allocable to FAF. These questions pertained to perceptions of

George Bush. Two of these questions referrea to the Vice

President alone. Four were part of the four sets of questions
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Depositions in this matter occurred 
on the followi-g dates:

(1) July 29, 1986- Robert m. Teeter; (2) July 30, 
1986- William

I. Greener, III, Deputy Chief of Staff for Political 
Operations

for the RNC; (3) August 14, 1986 - Craig L. Fuller; (4)

oD August 15, 1986 - Lee Atwater, the Vice President and Chairman of

FAF; and (5) August 18, 1986 - Bill Phillips, formerly RNC Chief

a) of Staff and, as of the beginning of December, 
1985, Executive

Director of FAF.

II. ANALYSIS

At the time of the reason to believe finding, 
the positions

of the RNC, the Vice President, 
and Mr. Teeter were as follows:

The RNC asserts that this 
poll was a simple piggybacking

operation in which the RNC planned to pay for questions applying

to the RNC and the representatives of FAF or the Vice President

would pay for questions 
in which they had an interest.

The Vice President asserts 
that the RNC authorized the poll;

that the Vice President was invited by the RNC to have "questions
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to, pay the 'full os.th jll that PIE. Vujler d14 not approve

the poll but merely rff-O ed suggestions in his capcLitY as. the

Vice Presidents Chief, of Staff i*e., as a 'Col oasionally

consulted by pollsters, and as one who might naturally comment on

questions related to the Vice President; and that it was assumed

by the Vice President and his staff that the 1988 Presidential

questions had been included at the direction of the RNC.

Robert Teeter, a key witness and coordinator of the poll,

asserts that the Vice President told him that the RNC was going

to commission a poll that was to include questions of interest to

the Vice President; that the RNC commissioned such a poll; that

he was instructed by the RNC to receive input from the Vice

President's staff; that he received such input and that he

believed that he had acted within the authority granted to MOR

when he included questions pertaining to the Vice President and

1988; that he wrote two separate analyses for the poll, one for

the Vice President and one for the RNC; that he presented the

first analysis to the Vice President on November 13, 1985, and

the second analysis to Mr. Greener on December 19, 1985; and that

after the RNC stated that it would not pay for certain questions,

he attempted to allocate questions between the RNC and FAF.

The depositions and review of the requested documents

attempted to cover the sequence of events from the first

conversation between Frank Fahrenkopf, Chairman of the RNC, and
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r -ev.t to vhatbr a violation oaorr4 -The elements Pertain

to: (1) ithe assuadption ---by the persons involved that this was an

aRC zoject to be patd Ior by the RC; (2), the knowledge, prior

to the fielding of the poll, that this poll would contain

questions relating to Political perceptions of George Bush; and

(3) the acceptance of poll results by Vice President Bush. Each

element is discussed separately below.

(1) The testimony as a whole indicates that those involved

in the development of this poll considered this poll to be a

project of the RNC, to be paid for by the RNC, prior to the

surfacing of the controversy on December 3, 1986, and the

reporting of the controversy in The Washington Post and other

newspapers starting on December 4, 1985. This controversy

centered around the discovery that the RNC had apparently

commissioned a poll that contained a substantial number of

questions about the Vice President and the revelation of this

discovery to The Washington Post.

Before the controversy surfaced, Mr. Teeter had billed the

RNC on September 9, 1985, and October 18, 1985 in the amount of

$70,000. FAF and the Vice President were not billed before or

after that point. In addition, the testimony of Mr. Teeter and

Mr. Fuller indicate that the RNC was to pay for this poll in its

N

c
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entirety ~In, his t"t stiony~ M.- w~~~aa
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Wh*n questioned as to whetkher he knew 4tt b poiint tha t-

would be paying for thits poll, Mr. Toter Aidr"YeS and, tt

"'ilt was an RUC proposal clearly." (Depo.titon of Teotert

pp. 32-33) Toward the end of the deposition HrT. Teeter Was

questioned about a forward to the analysis for Vice President

Bush that had stated that the survey Owas conducted by Market

Opinion Research for the Republican National Committee,' and that

had been characterized as erroneous by the RNC and

representatives of the Vice President when the controversy

surfaced. Insisting during his testimony that the forward was

N. not erroneous, Mr. Teeter stated that, even though two clients
o would be receiving information, the RNC was the entity to whom

the contract was sent and the RNC was going to pay for the poll.
0

Mr. Teeter stated that the first time he "became aware" that the0,
RNC was not going to pay for all of the poll was December 3,

1985. (Deposition of Teeter, pp. 137-138)

Mr. Fuller, the Vice President's Chief of Staff, is quite

emphatic as to his belief, prior to December 3, that the RNC

would be paying for the entirety of the poll. Prior to the

fielding of the poll, Mr. Teeter showed Mr. Fuller a copy of a

draft questionnaire containing virtually all of the questions

pertaining to the Vice President and his presidential prospects

that were included in the final questionnaire. Significantly,

Mr. Fuller testifies that, even after receiving this
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qu*tioQn&r*#t w tsiapr*40#in tat the* RWC would ayfor
eiOf the qu o s.(botino?4L,. 25) At

subseqqon, -pAnt Anbst~in , M Pu, ?uer reiterated -that

this ws his "ndetstanding. e stated that "the survey had been

requiested by the RIS and. Market Opinion Research had done th

survey for the RYC.0 (Deposition of Fuller, p. 47)

During their testimony, Mr. Atwater and Mr. Phillips each

discussed statements made by Mr. Atwater to the effect that, if

Mr. Fahrenkopf was criticized "for doing a poll predominantly for

one potential 1988 candidate," the Fund for America's Future

might be able to pay for some of the poll questions. The

statements were made during the summer of 1985 in a conversation

involving Atwater, Teeter, and Phillips at the Capitol Hill Club

and during the autumn of 1985 in a conversation involving

Atwater, Greener, and Teeter at the Golden Palace. Mr. Atwater

testified that he was making the tentative offer only with

respect to questions that FAF could pay for, not with respect to

questions dealing specifically with the 1988 elections.

(Deposition of Atwater, pp. 23-24) He testified that he was

speaking "on [his] own" and that he would use any influence he

had at FAF to try to get FAF to pay for questions if FAF needed

to pay for questions. (Deposition of Atwater, p. 34) Mr. Atwater

further testified that "nothing ever came of this offer" and

that, until December 3, 1985, he assumed that the RNC would be

paying for the poll. (Deposition of Atwater, pp. 34 and 52)

Mr. Phillips who was the Chief of Staff at the RNC until a few
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The only view diverging fro the basic.uderstanding.that

theAC was to pay for this ll v4a the view of Mr. Greouer.

Kr. Greener claims that in the aidi of the summer of 1965,

Kr. Atwater called him amd asked *&if it was possible for "us* to

place questions in the poll. interpreting *us* to mean *the

interests of the Vice Ptesident, but not thinking specifically

UP whether this meant the Vice President's interests in 1986 or

V 1988, Mr. Greener, according to his testimony, said that he did

not think that there would be a problem with placing such

questions, and that he would get back to Mr. Atwater. He claims

that he briefly mentioned this to Bill Phillips and that

Mr. Phillips consented to it. (Deposition of Greener, pp. 18-21)

CO Mr. Greener testifies that, when he called Mr. Atwater back, it

cc was his understanding that this poll was a standard piggy-backing

arrangement, i.e., certain questions for the RNC would appear on

the poll and certain questions as to "the interest of the Vice

President" would appear on the poll and the RNC would not see the

Vice Presidential questions, obtain the results from such

questions, or pay for such questions. (Deposition of Greener,

p. 19)

Mr. Greener's viewpoint on this issue, however, is not

supported by the other evidence presented in this matter. In

their depositions, no mention is made by Mr. Atwater or
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Mr. Phillips, Mr. Greener's superior at the, RIC, of a call by

Mr. Atwater in aid-summer asking for the insertion of 
questions

for the Vice President. Furthermore, Mr. Greener is far from

certain as to what this piggy-back arrangement was to entail.

Mr. Greener states, in conversations on December 3 involving him

and other persons involved with the poll in preparation for press

inquiries, that there was a discussion as to whether or not the

trade and terrorism questions were to be paid for by FAF or were

-.0 part of the questions that the RNC intended to fund all along.

They eventually resolved that the RNC should pay for the tradeLA
and terrorism questions but, from Mr. Greener's notes of that day

and his deposition testimony, it appears that extensive

discussion was necessary. (Deposition of Greener, pp. 96-100) In

o addition, although Mr. Greener, who ostensibly received the phone

call in mid-summer upon which this determination was based,

discusses the possibility of payment either by the RNC or by FAF

of trade and terrorism questions, (Deposition of Greener, p. 96-

100), his testimony indicates that he was not as certain during

his conversation with Mr. Atwater as to who was to pay for

questions not paid for by the RNC. He did not think about the

question of whether FAF or some other representative of the Vice

President would pay for such questions. (Deposition of Greener,

p. 21)

It appears from the testimony, therefore, that, until the

controversy surfaced, the RNC was the paying client for this

poll. Even taking into account Mr. Atwater's offers to attempt
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Otfters were conditional upon 'his obility t.o et ?IJ to pay tor

these quest ions and that FA#- would not Pay for questions.
pertaining to the 1988 election.a

(2) The testimony i;%dicates that the participants were

aware, prior to December .3, that there would be questions on the

poll pertaining to the political perceptions of the Vice

President, Although some of the witnesses claim that, prior to

December 3, they did not think the poll would contain questions

pertaining to 1988, the evidence indicates other witnesses knew

that questions pertaining to 1988 were on the poll.

Mr. Teeter believed that he had been authorized to place

questions concerning 1988 in the poll. An examination of the

o testimony as to the early arrangements for the poll indicates

V that there was a reasonable basis for such a conclusion. The

o testimony of the witnesses as a whole indicates that during the

early part of 1985, Mr. Fahrenkopf and the Vice President

discussed a poll to be commissioned by the RNC and to be

conducted by MOR. Two of the witnesses, Mr. Teeter and

Mr. Phillips, were told by the Vice President and Mr. Fahrenkopf

respectively, about the initial conversation shortly after it

occurred. Mr. Teeter states that, according to the Vice

President, Mr. Fahrenkopf offered to "include any questions or

areas of interest to the Vice President." (Deposition of Teeter,

p. 20) Mr. Phillips states that, according to Mr. Fahrenkopf,

Mr. Fahrenkopf offered to have the RNC conduct a poll that "was



to p0rtaln, to te Phi "oA, MCI

teeti tv#y Nr .: *ft oE We Prent n

hi 'ed 1s. 4~ 9% ~Mt*~i~at that it had
had on t i eident, which

Shortly tee4a tet, . Tee e ter spoke* to Mr. Fahrenkopf.

Mr. Fahrenkopf referred to his offer to the Vice President to

include any areas of interest and also referred to a discussion

of the measurement of *the level of [the Vice President's)
Lf

political support" after the 1984 campaign. (Deposition of

Teeter, p. 22)

rN Mr. Teeter stated his understanding after this was that the

o poll should contain questions as to voter perceptions of the Vice

President. He, therefore, understood that questions pertaining

to the 1988 election were appropriate.-1  This understanding is
co

confirmed by the fact that Mr. Fuller, the Vice President's Chief

of Staff, reviewed the draft questionnaire containing these

questions and approved of the poll. Mr. Fuller commented on the

draft by calling it "[a] great questionnaire" and even making a

-' In meetings with this Office, counsel for the RNC has argued
that the RNC never authorized a poll that would include questions
pertaining to a possible presidential candidacy of George Bush in
1988. Although there may not have been a specific request for
questions pertaining to the Vice President's prospects in the
1988 elections, it appears from the above mentioned conversations
involving RNC Chairman Fahrenkopf, including the Chairman's
contact both with Mr. Teeter and with the Vice President, that
Mr. Teeter reasonably concluded he had been authorized to develop
the poll he ultimately fielded.
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Mr. Atwater in the Vice Presidont's: of fice twenty days prior to

the surfacing of the controversy,, none of the participants.

questioned the existence of questions pertaining to the Vice

President's prospects in 1988. During questioning as to what

transpired during the November meeting# the following colloquy

between counsel for OGC and Mr. Atwater took place.

Q. Did anyone comment on the fact that there were

o) questions related to the Vice President and possible prospects

for '88 in the poll?

A. Well, that was certainly discussed. The '88 portion of

the poll was discussed.
cc

Q. And what was said about that?

A. Well, that he looked -- that he was out ahead of

everyone and looked pretty good.

Q. Anyone asked why these questions were in the poll?

A. No.

(Deposition o f Atwater, pp. 43-44)

Although the testimony of Mr. Teeter and Mr. Fuller

indicates that they knew that the poll would contain questions
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pertaining ,toa Bush prosidb4tia candidacy in 1988,r *r. PhilX Js
and Mr, pAtvatezr Clai that tbey d id not 1kno that the poll WotWU
contain such questious prior to its fie RevertholeS

testimony of Kr. Phillips discloses that he was concerned about

questions pertaining to the Vice President appearing on the pol.

The testimony of Mr. Atwater discloses that he was aware before

December 3, 1985, that the poll contained such questions.

With respect to Mr. Phillips, the evidence is as follows.

Shortly after Mr. Fahrenkopf had the initial conversation with

the Vice President, Mr. Fahrenkopf informed Mr. Phillips of the

decision to commission a poll. Shortly thereafter, Mr. Phillips

expressed his concern to Mr. Fahrenkopf that there might be

"objections to conducting a poll for a single individual."

Mr. Fahrenkopf replied that "it would be along the lines of

practice of the Republican National Committee to conduct a poll

on behalf of the Vice President." (Deposition of Phillips, p.

23) Mr. Phillips reiterated his concern at the aforementioned

meeting at the Capitol Hill Club, at which point Mr. Atwater said

that possibly FAF could pay for some questions. (Deposition of

Phillips, p. 39 and Deposition of Atwater, p. 34) Upon

examination by his counsel during the deposition, Mr. Phillips

stated that his understanding was that the poll was "to measure

public perception of the Vice President's role as Vice President

and how [the public] felt about his job and his job performance."

(Deposition of Phillips, p. 62) Nevertheless, it appears that

Mr. Phillips was concerned about a possible relationship of the
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poll. to -the * PS4 eidential rao. Inrenaq to his co.iM V

question,. b testified he was concerned th at because the Vice

President is, perceived as a possible preoidnttal candidate,..

other possible candidates might question "why the RUC would doa

poll for him.." (Deposition of Phillips, p. 63)

With respect to Mr. Atwater, who was present at the Capitol

Hill Club meeting, it is significant that, although Mr. Atwater

has asserted that he did not have questions pertaining to 1988 in

mind when he offered the possibility of FAF payment, he had no

objection to the appearance of such questions when the poll

analysis was presented to the Vice President, Mr. Fuller, and

him.

Mr. Greener claims that when Mr. Atwater asked him if it

were possible for "us" to include questions, he did not think

specifically whether these questions would pertain to the Vice

President's interests in the 1988 election. (Deposition of

Greener, p. 21) However, Mr. Greener's claim that this was a

"piggyback" arrangement appears to entail an assertion that the

RNC would pay for certain issues of interest to the Vice

President but would not pay for question of more particular

political interest to the Vice President.

Based on the evidence presented in the testimony, it appears

that, prior to December 3, most of the participants in the

arrangements for the poll knew that the poll would or did contain

questions pertaining to the Vice President's prospects in 1988.

Only Mr. Phillips' testimony is that he may never have had such



Vie eed9e* It* Zo#ce * 3, ta4t 13, 1pt* tr. eetterO *

tesnte a01 tttn anays s teit ant to the Vic8 elictiet

fh*:. F er, atn i ontildent andhi

agents accepted 'Pll talts pertaining to a teting the aters

ef fort for te 198the 98gnea elections At a Aeeting in, the

Vice President's office on November 13# 1985, Mr. Teeter

presented a written analysis of the poll to the Vice Presidet

Mr. Fuller, and.Mr. Atwater. The analysis contains a discussion,

of the public's perceptions of the Vice President, the 1948

primary election, the 1968 general election, and the issues of

terrorism and trade. It appears that the entirety of this
Lfl analysis is related to the prospects for the Vice President in

the 1988 primary and general elections and that the analysis ties

almost all of the questions in the poll to this theme.

In his testimony, Mr. Atwater provided the most detailed

account of the meeting. He states that those present at the

meeting discussed the information in the analysis and related it
Oto "how the Vice President should be scheduled over the next

several months as based on -- as a result of this." In addition,

as stated before, those present commented on the apparent

strength of the Vice President's possible presidential candidacy

as evidenced in the results from the 1988 questions. (Deposition

of Atwater, pp. 43-44)

During his examination of Mr. Atwater, counsel for

Mr. Atwater attempted to make the point that the meeting on

November 13 was nothing out of the ordinary and did not

constitute acceptance of the poll. He had Mr. Atwater repeat a

prior statement that he periodically receives poll results from a
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(Deposition of Fulle, PO4O 4~
It appears, however, that further testimony 44ucig-.the

examination by OGC counsel, not rebutt*d by o un *,for' the
witnesses in his examination, along with other ,0ircumstaices already

discussed, illustrates that this was not an ordinry meeting and

that the Vice President accepted the poll results. According to the

testimony of both Mr. Fuller and Mr. Atwater, this was the first
o time that the Vice President, Mr. Atwater, and Mr. Fuller had ever

met together to receive a poll analysis. (Deposition of Fuller,
C

p. 49 and Deposition of Atwater, pp. 45-46). In fact, according

to Mr. Fuller, Mr. Atwater and he had never before received an

analysis together either. (Deposition of Fuller, p. 49). In

addition, it should be noted that this was a poll largely

devoted to questions pertaining to the Vice President and

involving arrangements for the poll by the Vice President and

his agents, even to the point of Mr. Fuller receiving and

commenting upon a draft questionnaire containing virtually all

of the questions pertaining to the Vice President that appeared

on the final poll. These facts, along with the aforementioned fact

that a formal meeting took place where the results pertaining
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In 400ton tbo evidence presented jIndicaktes that a poll
which prior to O ine , 5 was to be paid fo by the U

and not by the Vilce Preside- nt of: F wa akes that persons

involved in thiat pol knew porto December 3 that one of the

Purposes of this poll w~s to obtain information pertaining toa

0% Possible 1988 presidential1 candidacy by the Vice President, and

th that the Vice President accepted the poll results. It appears

that, but for the fact the controversy about this Poll surfaced

on December 3, 1985, this would have continued to be the

arrangement.

0 In addition to the factual issues pertaining to the making

CD of a disbursement for purposes of obtaining information

Cn pertaining to a possible 1988 presidential candidacy by the Vice

CC. President and the acceptance of such disbursements, the

Commission must resolve the issue of the amount of the

disbursement. In response to the complaint# Mr. Teeter presented

figures Purporting to be a division of the costs of the poll.

This division was calculated by Mr. Teeter after the controversy

surfaced. According to Mr. Teeter, $52,390 would be paid by the

RNC, $4,996 by FAF, and $12,614, the amount construed as related

to a 1988 Bus h candidacy, would be absorbed by MOR. Mr. Teeter

also submitted a copy of the Poll questionnaire with marginal

notations denoting how MOR would allocate questions among the
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questions than tar other*.
In his allocation.'Ot qu tions and'o hece inhsdvio

of costs, Kr. Teeter has separ*ted the qyuestions and cost for FAN'

and the questions and cost pert~ainiag ;to a posible Bush
candidacy in 1988. However, a review of, the analysis presented
to the vice President indicates: that those questions ostensibly
allocated to FAN' were used for analyzing George Bush's strength

in connection with the 1988 presidential election. It appears,

therefore, that to determine the amount to be attributed to a
T testing the waters effort, the costs for FAF ($4,996) should be

added to the costs that Mr. Teeter intended to attribute for

questions pertaining to a Bush candidacy in 1988 ($12,614).
Consequently, the sum attributable to a testing the waters

effort, i.e., the sum accepted by the Vice President, is

$17,610. 2/

II. Law

Section 100.8(b) (1) of the Commission Regulations provides

that the term "expenditure" does not include "payments made

-7As sated above, the analysis presented to the Vice President
tied in almost all of the questions in the poll. Those questions
allocated by Mr. Teeter to the RNC, however, appear to pertain
more to areas not related to a testing the waters effort by the
Vice President.
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travel. The section further s:osataos, however, that ' [ o ] nly funds

permissible under the Act 0aY be used for such activitios.' In

addition, the section provides that, if the individual

subsequently becomes a candidate, the payments made are subject

to the reporting requirements of the Act.

Section 44la(a) (2) (A) of Title 2 prohibits a multicandidate

committee from making contributions in excess of $5,000 to any

candidate and his authorized committees with respect to a federal

election. Therefore, a disbursement of funds for testing the

waters purposes that exceed the limit of 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(2)(A)

would be in violation of 11 C.F.R. S 100.8(b) (1).

In this matter, the RNC incurred an obligation for a poll

containing questions as to a possible candidacy of Vice President

Bush in the 1988 presidential elections. The results of this

poll were presented to the Vice President and his agents. As

stated above, the circumstances surrounding the poll and the way

in which the poll was received indicate that this was not a

routine review akin to the review by a member of the Vice

President's staff of various polls that normally come in to the

Vice President's office. The Commission Regulations at 11 C.F.R.

S 106.4(b) outline the circumstances under which the purchase of

poll results and the receipt of poll results constitute a
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(b) The purchas of oinionP° -l

results by a political, Ci tte O or

person not authorized a candidate to J004
expenditures and the subsequent acc0pta** 'Of
the-poll results by a candidate oC a
candidate's authorized political OouMitt *t

agent or by another unauthorized politicl
committee is a contribution in-kiid bY
purchaser to the candidate 

or other poitW4'il,

committee and an expenditure by the cOndi
dft*

or other political committee. Regarding the

purchase of opinion poll results for the

purpose of determining whether an indivAdUal
should become a candidate, see 11 C.F.L. •

S LO0.7(b)(1). / The poll results are

accepted by a candidate or other political
wF committee if the candidate or the candidate's

authorized political committee or agent or
the other unauthorized political committee--

(1) Requested the poll results before

oD their receipt;

(2) Uses the poll results; or

o (3) Does not notify the contributor

that the results 
are refused.

(c) The acceptance of any part of a

poll's results which part, prior to receipt,

has been made public without any request,

authorization, prearrangement, or

coordination by the candidate-receipient,
shall not be treated as a contribution 

in-

kind and expenditure under paragraph (b) of

this section.

11 C.F.R. S 106.4(b) and (c).

In this matter, the RNC incurred an obligation 
of $17,610

for that part of the poll pertaining to 
a 1988 testing the waters

effort. The Vice President and his agents received 
the results

3/ Section 100.7(b) (1) extends the coverage of this 
provision

to non-candidates conducting "testing the 
waters" activity.
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%BY:A( makig aa in-kind, toesih *Atexs disboraesent in the
form of poll results to Vice Ptes4ent BUSih an amount in excess

of the limit of 2 U.s.c. S 4414(a(2) (A), the IC exceeded the
limit that is permissible under 11 C.F.R. S 100.8(b)(1). This
Office, therefore, recommends that the Commission find probable

cause to believe that the RNC and William J. Mctanus, as

treasurer, violated 11 C.F.R. 5 100.8(b)(1).

III. rCOUIKZTIOU

Find probable cause to believe that the Republican NationalCommittee and William J. McManus, as treasurer, violated
11 C.F.R. S 100.8(b) (1).

Date
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After considering all the evidence available to the
Commission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared to
recommend that the Comission find probable cause to believe thato a violation has occurred. The Commission may or may not approve
the General Counsel's recommendation.

o Submitted for your review is a brief stating the position ofthe General Counsel on the legal and factual issues of the case.
0O Within 15 days of your receipt of this notice, you may file with

the Secretary of the Commission a brief (10 copies if possible)
stating your position on the issues and replying to the brief of
the General Counsel. (Three copies of such brief should also be
forwarded to the Office of the General Counsel, if possible.) The
General Counsel's brief and any brief which you may submit will
be considered by the Commission before proceeding to a vote of
whether there is probable cause to believe a violation has
occurred.

If you are unable to file a responsive brief within 15 days,
you may submit a written request for an extension of time. All
requests for extension of time must be submitted in writing five
days prior to the due date, and good cause must be demonstrated.
In addition, the Office of the General Counsel ordinarily will
not give extensions beyond 20 days.
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On Jan ary 240,1986, the Officeof the General Counsel

received a complaint filed by Howard Phillips and David G.

Sanders on behalf of the Conservative Caucus Political Action

Committee against Vice President George Bush. Enclosed with the
0

complaint were a number of newspaper articles, some of which are

referred to by the complainants.

Mau The complaint pertained to a poll apparently commissioned by

f1% the Republican National Committee and conducted by Market Opinion

oD Research ("NOR"). This poll, according to a Washington Post

article referred to by the complainants, was conducted for the

purpose of determining "voter support" for Vice President Bush in

both the presidential primary elections and general election in

1988. The complaint referred to the article further, quoting

passages indicating that the poll was designed to explore Vice

President Bush's strengths and weaknesses among the electorate,

to rate him against other possible contenders for the Republican

nomination, to examine how Vice President Bush can use certain

issues to build support, and to make certain points related to a

possible strategy for Vice President Bush. The article also

stated that MOR delivered a copy of the poll to Fund for
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poll as an a srornt too t9t th Votershi

no t tep atia reports are conflicti a to
who is paying or will Pay for the poll. One, article referrt to.
the RNC commissioning a4d financing the poll. Complainants

stated that the aruticle

is Consisten with re ports that officials of
the Republican National c planned the

440 Spoll in the spring of 19851 that the Chairmanof the Republican national Committee invited
Vice President Bush to suggest some questions

_ byfor inclusion in the polls and, thatadditional questions were developed byWilliaemt Phillips, who was then an employee ofthe Republican National Committee.

0Sbseent articles stated that the RNC, thRe and FAF will share
the cost of the poll. Complainants summarized by stating that it

appears that the poll will be paid for either by the RNC alone or
CC by some allocation among the RNC, MOR, and FAF.

Complainants cited 11 C.F.R. SS 100.7(b) (1) and 100.8(b) (1).
They stated that, although these regulations indicate that the
terms "contribution" and expenditure" do not include receipts and
disbursements for "testing the waters," they do provide for
proper recordkeeping and for treatment of the receipts and
disbursements as contributions and expenditures if the individual
subsequently becomes a candidate. Based on those regulations and
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VatrIOUsviolations were about, -to take. plac**,Co"plainents
referred to the neOppe: repoOrt, stating 'that, they ndiate

that NO delivered 'a full copy of the poll" to IA and that NOR
intended to deliver a "very different version' of the poll to the

RNC. Complainants stated that, if the RmC pays more than $5,000

of the cost of the poll delivered to IAN', the RNC will have

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a and "if Vice President Bush becomes a

candidate for President,' any payment to NOR by the RNC or PA" in
0 excess of $5,000 will violate section 441a. They further stated

that Vice President Bush will be allowed to pay only up to $50,000

from personal funds if he becomes a candidate receiving matching

funds. The complainants concluded from these assertions that,

o because the RNC can pay only $5,000, FAP can pay only $5,000, the
Vice President can pay only $50,000, and the cost of the poll,

0D according to newspaper articles, was $75,000, this would leave

cc $15,000 unpaid for if the respondents complied with the limits.

Complainants concluded, therefore, that an excessive or

prohibited contribution would result. Complainants stated that,

in order to avoid such a result and to avoid the "concomitant

need" for Vice President Bush to prematurely establish a campaign

committee, "there is some nonsensical talk" about allocating the

cost between the RNC and FAP based upon the number of questions

requested by each with MOR absorbing some of the cost because

some questions were requested by neither committee. Complainants
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maintained that, ecause the full p0ll IV acpted by IA a4 :'

because it related entirely to a sulh ?r sidential candidacy, no

such allocation was possible. They furthC maintained that-.te

suggestion that NOR inserted questions on its own is

*ridiculous#* stating that those requesting the poll would review

the format and the questions, and any questions not specifically

requested would be the "usual demographic questions included in

every poll.*

1B. asponses to the Complaint

0 The RNC responded on March 6, 1986, by submitting an

affidavit from William I. Greener, III, Deputy Chief of Staff for

Political Operations of the RNC. He stated that the RNC

commissioned MOR to conduct a poll related to various issues such

o as terrorism and international trade, but not to issues related

to a possible presidential candidacy by Vice President Bush.

Mr. Greener claimed that "[ilnformation from this survey and

analysis has been made available to members of the

Administration, members of the Republican National Committee, and

the general public through the press."

Mr. Greener claimed that, "in the late summer of 1985," he

was approached by Lee Atwater from FAF. Mr. Atwater, according

to Mr. Greener, asked him if "questions of interest' to FAF could

be added to the survey. Mr. Greener stated that he agreed to

such questions "with the express statement the Republican

National Committee would not pay for, nor see, any of the work

done in this regard."
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On April 23, 1986, this office received ,an additional letter
from coue fo tho ri aritera9 Kr. Gree ,noer a cont* t 1on
that the INC did not authorize a po,1 of voter Support for the
Vice President in the 1988 elections. He stated that the INC
commissions numerous polls, that the RNC commissions polls
regularly on behalf of the President and the Administration, that

%0 data from such polls is made available to principal
Administration figures, that RNC personnel "regularly consult
with various Administration officials for their input as to

N issues to be examinedt, and that issues of particular interest to
oD Administration officials are included in requests to pollsters.

Counsel stated that this poll, like a number of other RNC
polls, involved "piggybacking," i.e., "when a committee intends

c to conduct a survey and make the polling procedure available to
another committee to add separate questions of unique interest to
it" and where the additional cost "is absorbed by the separate

organization."

The response of MOR contained a letter from counsel and an
affidavit from Robert M. Teeter, MOR's president. The letter
summarized the contents of the affidavit. Mr. Teeter stated
that, early in 1985, the Vice President told him that he should



U

I....,n..
'

*poll, to b*'aytv wouald tnoz
questlibs of 44telt to to A~ bu~t that' tbw vie
President had said notbin i~± b tr pl wsbe

cossiohod at his request. " f Oth*.-r stated th t,

sever day la~,M.1arnopf asked him to conduct a poll1"

for the RUC and t, follow up on deta w1 itha" .... Pilips

Mr. Fahrenkopf's Chief of Staff. mr. Fahrenkopf indicated that
0 the poll should include issues of interest to the Vice President,

and that Teeter "should talk to the Vice President's staff for

input for the poll."

The affidavit further stated that, a "couple of weeks or so"

later, Mr. Teeter, Mr. Phillips, and Mr. Atwater (whom Mr. Teeter

o describes as "a volunteer adviser to the Vice President") met "to

discuss a variety of items, including a poll." They decided to
0 delay the poll until the fall to avoid "any lingering effects"
CO

from the 1984 election.

Mr. Teeter stated that, in the late summer, when MOR and the

RNC agreed that the polling should proceed, he asked Craig

Fuller, the Vice President's Chief of Staff, what issues he

wanted to include in the poll and Mr. Fuller replied that the

poll should cover trade and terrorism. At that time,

Mr. Atwater, who was by then a consultant for FAF, asked that the

poll include "whatever questions [Mr. Teeter] thought would be

appropriate to cover the perception of the Vice President." In
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questonnaire* g 404 sta e gave a Copy of the draft,questi*nnaire 'to the Vioe Pr esId*n4-s Chief of Staff, Mr. Fuller,
and Mr. Teeterland Mr. Fu]ler discussed the questions "with a
focus on the trad, and terrorism issues.' (PAr's response,
indicates that Mr. Fuller received the draft on September 6,
1 l985). A few days later, Mr. Fuller suggested "a change to a

trade question, the addition of names to a list of names on aquestion which assessed the public's attitude on various public
-_ figures, and suggested changes to a question which measured the

qualities sought in the next president." (FAF's response
o indicates that Mr. Fuller suggested two names for a thermometer

question on public figures.) MOR "accepted" "some" of the
0 suggestions. Nfter completion of the questionnaire, Mr. Teeter
0C told Mr. Greener that the poll would cost $70,000, the

"Customary" rate.

The affidavit maintained that questions relating to the 1988
election, "including the 'head on head' questions" were included
because Mr. Teeter and his staff "believed them to be
appropriate." MOR believed that these questions "were within the
authority granted to MOR to conduct the poll, although admittedly
neither the RNC nor FAF had specifically asked for questions
relating to the 1988 election."



"r. Teeter stated that XOR oonduoted the polling in t~eI

fr**ISeptember 17 to September 25,'I 19,85# and sent a $70,000

Iavoiew to, the.RWC on September 19. He stated that, when, the

poUi was completed, NOR wrote two separate analyses of the-poll,

one to be given to the Vice President and his staff and th 0*ther

to be given to the RNC. According to Mr. Teeter, the first

analysis "emphasized the perception of the Vice President, the

1988 election, the trade and terrorism issues and other national

0 issues." The second analysis "emphasized voter attitudes on

o national issues, the Republican and Democratic Parties, and major

% political figures and it included perceptual maps relating to

those issues." Copies of the first analysis were presented by

Mr. Teeter to Vice President Bush, Mr. Fuller, and Mr. Atwater at

a meeting on November 13, 1985. Mr. Greener did not receive a

copy of the second analysis until December 19.

oD Mr. Teeter stated that, in December, 1985, [when the news

stories referred to by the complainants appeared or were about to

c appear] the RNC advised MOR that it would not pay for "the

portion of the poll related to the 1988 election since [it] had

not authorized that portion." According to Mr. Teeter, FAF

informed MOR that it would pay "for those portions of the poll on

the perception of the Vice President but that it would not pay

for those portions of the poll relating to the 1988 election
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since (rArl had not authoris e those quet, tto. This was thew.

first time NOR became aware that t[AV) would be paying anything

for the poll." He stated that Ar, also asked NOR to pcepae a

revised analysis to show how the Vice President might best help

Republican candidates in the 1986 campaign.

Mr. Teeter stated that he had negotiating sessions with the

RNC and FAF to attempt to resolve the question of payment. NOR

proposed that the RNC pay for 74.80 of the poll, i.e., $52,390,

and that FAP pay for 7.1% of the poll, i.e., $4,996. Mr. Teeter

stated that the 18.1% balance of the poll ($12,614) "will have to

be absorbed by NOR." These allocations and the proposed

settlement were, according to MOR, consistent with NOR's "normal

N- and customary business practice in resolving disputed work 
or

o charges with its clients, both political and commercial."

The response of FAF and the Vice President contained a

CD detailed letter from its counsel, affidavits from Lee Atwater and

cc Craig Fuller, and a letter from Vice President Bush. 
The letter

and affidavits contain some details additional to those presented

by Mr. Teeter.

Counsel indicates that during the first conversation between

Mr. Fahrenkopf and the Vice President, Mr. Fahrenkopf stated that

"he was commissioning NOR to conduct a poll and that he was

desirous of including questions of interest to the Vice

President." He stated that "the Vice President, in the course of

a more general conversation, informed Mr. Teeter that he

understood Mr. Fahrenkopf would be calling him about a poll 
for
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Mr. Atwater Statd that, in, the late summer of 1985,

Mr. Phillips *indicated some concern that the Vice President and

0 his staff had been invited by Mr. Fahrenkopf to add issues to an

ROC poll, fearing that it might later prove politically awkward

for the RIC." Mr. Atwater claimed that he *therefore indicated

to Mr. Phillips that the Fund might be able to pay for a portion

of this RNC poll" if the addition of questions of such issues,

o) i.e., "questions concerning terrorism and trade, and the public

perceptions of leading Republicans, including the Vice President,

would create a problem for the RNC." Mr. Atwater stated,
CO

however, that it was still his impression at that time that thecc

RNC would include the questions and pay the full cost for the

poll.

Counsel claimed that Mr. Fuller "was not asked to approve

the poll, and he did not do so, but merely offered suggestions as

requested." He stated that Mr. Fuller is occasionally consulted

by professional pollsters "seeking his reaction to questions they

ask" and "thus was not surprised to receive the draft RIC survey,

especially in light of the fact that it contained a number of
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Counsel asserted that neithet the V* e np

- Mr. Atwater, nor Mr. Fullr requeest4 or, horix the poll, and

that no one outside f the ac or NOW authoried. the inclusion of

questions concerning the 1988 *eresidentiaa i eio s*.M Counsel

maintained, therefore, that the Vice President was not testing

the waters with respect to this poll and that any recently

o expressed willingness by rA? to pay for "questions of interest to

the Fund (including only those which measure the public

o perception of the Vice President, the Fund's founder and Honorary

Chairman) did not constitute authorization by the Vice President
cc

for testing the waters expenditures.

On March 17, 1986, this Office received a copy of the poll

questionnaire from MOR. The questionnaire contained marginal

notations by MOR denoting which questions MOR intended to

allocate to the RNC, which questions MOR intended to allocate to

FAF, and which questions were not to be allocated. There were

107 non-demographic questions. (Although the last question is

numbered 104, there are two sets of question 23 and two sets of
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MOR dea ignated aveot-v # ~*SiR *~ 72%1 of th.

questions, to be allocated to t0e 10C OnS qetionS indlu40a

general questions about the state of the ntion 
and the

government, questions about the performance of the President 
and

the Vice President, 35 issue questions, 22 of which 
pertained to

trade or terrorism, questions pertaining to general feelings

about political figures, one of whom was George Bush, 
attitudes

%0 toward both major parties and toward 
liberals and conservatives,

four sets of questions pertaining to attitudes toward the

President, the Vice President, and Senator Kennedy 
with only the

references to the President and Senator Kennedy being 
attributed

o to the RNC, and questions pertaining to an ideological

characterization of the person being polled, the President, 
and

the Vice President.

Six questions, i.e., 5.5% of the questions, were designated

as allocable to FAF. These questions pertained to perceptions of

George Bush. Two of these questions referred to the Vice

President alone. Four were part of the four sets of questions

referring to the President, the Vice President, and 
Senator

Kennedy. The remaining twenty-five questions, i.e., 23.4% of the

questions, were not allocated. These questions all pertained to

George Bush and the 1988 election.
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In addition# the oCuissLon approved subpoenas for the production

of documents and the taking of depositions.

Depositions in this matter occurred on the following dates:

(1) July 29, 1986 - Robert 14. Teeter; (2) July 30, 1986 - William

I. Greener, III, Deputy Chief of Staff for Political Operations

for the RNC; (3) August 14, 1986- Craig L. Fuller; (4)
August 15, 1986 - Lee Atwater, the Vice President and Chairman of

Wo
FAF; and (5) August 18, 1986 - Bill Phillips, formerly RNC Chief

.-- of Staff and, as of the beginning of December, 1985, Executive

Director of FAF.

o lI. ANALYSIS

At the time of the reason to believe finding, the positions
0 of the RNC, the Vice President, and Mr. Teeter were as follows:

Q,
The RNC asserts that this poll was a simple piggybacking

operation in which the RNC planned to pay for questions applying

to the RNC and the representatives of FAF or the Vice President

would pay for questions in which they had an interest.

The Vice President asserts that the RNC authorized the poll;

that the Vice President was invited by the RNC to have "questions

of interest" to the Vice President in the poll for the purposes

of the RNC; that Mr. Atwater stated that FAF might be able to pay
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questions related to tt* Vice jotesidtnt; and that it waslassumed
by the Vice President and .his staff that the 1988 Presidential

questions had been included at the direction of the RNC.

Robert Teeter, a key witness and coordinator of the poll,

asserts that the Vice President told him that the RNC was going

to commission a poll that was to include questions of interest to
__ the Vice President; that the REC commissioned such a poll; that

he was instructed by the RNC to receive input from the Vice

o President's staff; that he received such input and that he
believed that he had acted within the authority granted to NOR
when he included questions pertaining to the Vice President and

Cr 1988; that he wrote two separate analyses for the poll, one for
the Vice President and one for the RNC; that he presented the

first analysis to the Vice President on November 13, 1985, and
the second analysis to Mr. Greener on December 19, 1985; and that

after the RNC stated that it would not pay for certain questions,

he attempted to allocate questions between the RNC and FAF.

The depositions and review of the requested documents

attempted to cover the sequence of events from the first

conversation between Frank Fahrenkopf, Chairman of the RNC, and
Vice President George Bush, until the filing of the responses to

the complaint.
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The depoitions and documents indioate three basic el en'ts

relevant to whether a violation occur'o These elements pertain

tot (1) the assumption by the persons involved that this was an

RNC project to be paid for by the RNC; (2) the knowledge, prior

to the fielding of the poll, that this poll would contain

questions relating to political perceptions of George Bush; and

(3) the acceptance of poll results by Vice President Bush. Bach

felement is discussed separately below.

(1) The testimony as a whole indicates that those involved

in the development of this poll considered this poll to be a

project of the RNC, to be paid for by the RNC, prior to the

surfacing of the controversy on December 3, 1986, and the

o reporting of the controversy in The Washington Post and other

newspapers starting on December 4, 1985. This controversy

CD centered around the discovery that the RNC had apparently

commissioned a poll that contained a substantial number of

questions about the Vice President and the revelation of this

discovery to The Washington Post.

Before the controversy surfaced, Mr. Teeter had billed the

RNC on September 9, 1985, and October 18, 1985 in the amount of

$70,000. FAF and the Vice President were not billed before or

after that point. In addition, the testimony of Mr. Teeter and

Mr. Fuller indicate that the RNC was to pay for this poll in its
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would be payi; for this poll, Mr., Teeter aid "Yes" and that

"it was an FRC proposal clearly." (Depotition of Teeter,

pp. 32-33) Toward the end of the deposition, Mr. Teeter Was

questioned about a forward to the analysis for Vice President

Bush that had stated that the survey "was conducted by Market

Opinion Research for the Republican National Committee," and that

had been characterized as erroneous by the RNC and

representatives of the Vice President when the controversy

_. surfaced. Insisting during his testimony that the forward was

r%. not erroneous, Mr. Teeter stated that, even though two clients

o would be receiving information, the RNC was the entity to whom

the contract was sent and the RNC was going to pay for the poll.

Mr. Teeter stated that the first time he "became aware" that the

RNC was not going to pay for all of the poll was December 3,

1985. (Deposition of Teeter, pp. 137-138)

Mr. Fuller, the Vice President's Chief of Staff, is quite

emphatic as to his belief, prior to December 3, that the RNC

would be paying for the entirety of the poll. Prior to the

fielding of the poll, Mr. Teeter showed Mr. Fuller a copy of a

draft questionnaire containing virtually all of the questions

pertaining to the Vice President and his presidential prospects

that were included in the final questionnaire. Significantly,
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subsequent points -in "his tsotimony, U. Fuller reiterated tha-t

this was his understanding. He istated that *theisurvey had been

requested by. the RIC and Maiket Opinion Research had donle the.

survey for the IC." (Deoition of ulijer, p. 47)

During their testimony, Mr. Atwater and Mr. Phillips each

discussed statements made by Mr. Atwater to the effect that, if

Mr. Fahrenkopf was criticized "for doing a poll predominantly for

one potential 1988 candidate,* the Fund for America's Future

might be able to pay for some of the poll questions. The

statements were made during the summer of 1985 in a conversation

involving Atwater, Teeter, and Phillips at the Capitol Hill Club

and during the autumn of 1985 in a conversation involving

Atwater, Greener, and Teeter at the Golden Palace. Mr. Atwater

testified that he was making the tentative offer only with

respect to questions that FAF could pay for, not with respect to

questions dealing specifically with the 1988 elections.

(Deposition of Atwater, pp. 23-24) He testified that he was

speaking "on [his) own" and that he would use any influence he

had at FAF to try to get FAF to pay for questions if FAF needed

to pay for questions. (Deposition of Atwater, p. 34) Mr. Atwater

further testified that "nothing ever came of this offer" and

that, until December 3, 1985, he assumed that the RNC would be
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The only view diverging from the bael undecstanding t

the RNC was to pay for this poll was the view of Mr. Greener.

Mr. Greener claims that in the midle of the sumier Of lS.

Mr. Atwater called him and asked if it was possible for "us* to

place questions in the poll. Interpreting "us" to mean "the

interests of the Vice President," but not thinking specifically

whether this meant the Vice President's interests in 1986 or

1988, Mr. Greener, according to his testimony, said that he did

not think that there would be a problem with placing such

questions, and that he would get back to Mr. Atwater. He claims

that he briefly mentioned this to Bill Phillips and that

Mr. Phillips consented to it. (Deposition of Greener, pp. 18-21)

Mr. Greener testifies that, when he called Mr. Atwater back, it

was his understanding that this poll was a standard piggy-backing

arrangement, i.e., certain questions for the RNC would appear on

the poll and certain questions as to "the interest of the Vice

President" would appear on the poll and the RNC would not see the

Vice Presidential questions, obtain the results from such

questions, or pay for such questions. (Deposition of Greener,

p. 19)
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for the Vice President. Furthermore, Mr. Greener is far f to

certain aS to what this piggy-eck arrangement was to entail.

Mr. Greener states, in conversations on December 3 involving him

04, and other persons involved with the poll in preparation for press

inquiries, that there was a discussion as to whether or not the

trade and terrorism questions were to be paid for by FAF or were

part of the questions that the RNC intended to fund all along.

They eventually resolved that the RNC should pay for the trade

o and terrorism questions but, from Mr. Greener's notes of that day

and his deposition testimony, it appears that extensive

C) discussion was necessary. (Deposition of Greener, pp. 96-100)

Cw
In addition, although Mr. Greener, who ostensibly received thecc
phone call in mid-summer upon which this determination was based,

discusses the possibility of payment either by the RNC or by FAF

of trade and terrorism questions, (Deposition of Greener, p. 96-

100), his testimony indicates that he was not as certain during

his conversation with Mr. Atwater as to who was to pay for

questions not paid for by the RNC. He did not think about the

question of whether FAF or some other representative of the Vice

President would pay for such questions. (Deposition of Greener,

p. 21)



It apea -s from ti 4 4fltn t

,  ufa ed :for this

co tr v rs ,,u c: ..... :

o11. Bv*en taiking into **on: tr. Awtz%~ t 04, Pt

to hare I pay for some of, t)* quetiaons it1"Ars that theta

offers were conditional up6h his ability to got F" o pay1 for

these questions and that FVA would "not' pay for quetions

pertaining to the 1988 election.

(2) The testimony indicates that the participants were

aware, prior to December 3, that there would be questions on the

poll pertaining to the political perceptions of the Vice

President. Although some of the witnesses claim that, prior to

December 3, they did not think the poll would contain questions

pertaining to 1988, the evidence indicates other witnesses knew

that questions pertaining to 1988 were on the poll.

Mr. Teeter believed that he had been authorized to place

questions concerning 1988 in the poll. An examination of the

c testimony as to the early arrangements for the poll indicates

that there was a reasonable basis for such a conclusion. The

testimony of the witnesses as a whole indicates that during the

early part of 1985, Mr. Fahrenkopf and the Vice President

discussed a poll to be commissioned by the RNC and to be

conducted by MOR. Two of the witnesses, Mr. Teeter and

Mr. Phillips, were told by the Vice President and Mr. Fahrenkopf

respectively, about the initial conversation shortly after it

occurred. Mr. Teeter states that, according to the Vice

President, Mr. Fahrenkopf offered to "include any questions or
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there had been." (Deposition of Phillips, p. 20)

Shortly thereafter, 1r. Teeter spoke to Mr. Fahrenkopf.

M(' Mr. fahrenkopf referred to his offer to the Vice President to

include any areas of interest and also referred to a discussion

of the measurement of "the level of [the Vice President's)

political support" after the 1984 campaign. (Deposition of

Teeter, p. 22)

Mr. Teeter stated his understanding after this was that the

o3 poll should contain questions as to voter perceptions of the Vice

0 President. He, therefore, understood that questions pertaining

to the 1988 election were appropriate.1 /  This understanding is

confirmed by the fact that Mr. Fuller, the Vice President's Chief

of Staff, reviewed the draft questionnaire containing these

questions and approved of the poll. Mr. Fuller commented on the

1/ In meetings with this Office, counsel for the RNC has argued
that the RNC never authorized a poll that would include questions
pertaining to a possible presidential candidacy of George Bush in
1988. Although there may not have been a specific request for
questions pertaining to the Vice President's prospects in the
1988 elections, it appears from the above mentioned conversations
involving RNC Chairman Fahrenkopf, including the Chairman's
contact both with Mr. Teeter and with the Vice President, that
Mr. Teeter reasonably concluded he had been authorized to develop
the poll he ultimately fielded.
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further confirmed by the faCt that when he presented his analysis

of the poll results to the Vice President. r. Fuller, and

Mr. Atwater in the Vice President's office twenty days prior to

the surfacing of the controversy, none of the participants

questioned the existence of questions pertaining to the Vice

President's prospects in 1988. During questioning as to what

*AD transpired during the November meeting, the following colloquy

V between counsel for OGC and Mr. Atwater took place.

Q. Did anyone comment on the fact that there were

0 questions related to the Vice President and possible prospects

for '88 in the poll?

A. Well, that was certainly discussed. The '88 portion of

cc the poll was discussed.

Q. And what was said about that?

A. Well, that he looked -- that he was out ahead of

everyone and looked pretty good.

Q. Anyone asked why these questions were in the poll?

A. No.

(Deposition of Atwater, pp. 43-44)

Although the testimony of Mr. Teeter and Mr. Fuller

indicates that they knew that the poll would contain questions
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The oestiony of Mr. Atwater dLsclose*, that he was aware before

December 3, 1985, that the poll' contained Jiucht questions.

With rospect to 14r. Phillipa, the evidence is as follow#.'

Shortly after Mr. Fahrenkopf had the initial conversation with

the Vice President, Mr. Fahrenkopt informed Mr. Phillips of the

decision to commission a poll. Shortly thereafter, M4r. Phillips

expressed his concern to Mr. Fahrenkopf that there might be

"objections to conducting a poll for a single individual."

fN Mr. Fahrenkopf replied that "it would be along the lines of

0 practice of the Republican National Committee to conduct a poll

V" on behalf of the Vice President." (Deposition of Phillips, p.

0 23) Mr. Phillips reiterated his concern at the aforementioned

meeting at the Capitol Hill Club, at which point Mr. Atwater said

that possibly FAF could pay for some questions. (Deposition of

Phillips, p. 39 and Deposition of Atwater, p. 34) Upon

examination by his counsel during the deposition, Mr. Phillips

stated that his understanding was that the poll was "to measure

public perception of the Vice President's role as Vice President

and how [the public] felt about his job and his job performance."

(Deposition of Phillips, p. 62) Nevertheless, it appears that

Mr. Phillips was concerned about a possible relationship of the

poll to the 1988 presidential race. In response to his counsel's
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With respect to-Mr. Atwater, who was present at the Capitol

Hill Club meeting, it. is significant that# ^lthough Nr. A water

has asserted that he did not have questis 9.otainng to 1986 in

mind when he offered the possibility of AT -payment, he 'had no

objection to the appearance of such questions when the poll

analysis was presented to the Vice Preside t,, Mr. Fuller, and

him.

Mr. Greener claims that when Mr. Atwater asked him if it

were possible for "us" to include questions, he did not think

specifically whether these questions would pertain to the Vice

President's interests in the 1988 election. (Deposition of

Greener, p. 21) However, Mr. Greener's claim that this was a

"piggyback" arrangement appears to entail an assertion that the

RNC would pay for certain issues of interest to the Vice

President but would not pay for question of more particular

political interest to the Vice President.

Based on the evidence presented in the testimony, it appears

that, prior to December 3, most of the participants in the

arrangements for the poll knew that the poll would or did contain

questions pertaining to the Vice President's prospects in 1988.

Mr. Phillips' testimony is that he may never have had such

knowledge prior to December 3, but even he expressed concern that

this poll might be construed as relevant to the 1988 elections.

.0

0
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presented a vr tooe a lyis -of the pol to the Vice President,
'Mr. Fuller, and Mir. At~ater. The analysis onatans a discussion

of theopublics perceptions'of the Vice Pro*Went, the 1988

primary election, the 1988 general election, and the issues of

terrorism and trade. It appears that the entirety of this

analysis is related to the prospects for the Vice President in

the 1988 primary and general elections and that the analysis ties

almost all of the questions in the poll to this theme.

In his testimony, Mr. Atwater provided the most detailed

o account of the meeting. He states that those present at the

meeting discussed the information in the analysis and related it

C to "how the Vice President should be scheduled over the next

several months as based on -- as a result of this." In addition,

as stated before, those present commented on the apparent

strength of the Vice President's possible presidential candidacy

as evidenced in the results from the 1988 questions. (Deposition

of Atwater, pp. 43-44)

.During his examination of Mr. Atwater, counsel for

Mr. Atwater attempted to make the point that the meeting on

November 13 was nothing out of the ordinary and did not

constitute acceptance of the poll. He had Mr. Atwater repeat a
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(Deposition of Puller, pp. 48-49)

It appe.ars, however, that further testimony, during the

examination by OCC counsel, not rebutted by counsel for the

witnesses in his examination, along with other circumstances

already discussed, illustrates that this was not an ordinary

meeting and that the Vice President accepted the poll results.

o According to the testimony of both Mr. Fuller and Mr. Atwater, this

was the first time that the Vice President, Mr. Atwater, and

Mr. Fuller had ever met together to receive a poll analysis.

(Deposition of Fuller, p. 49 and Deposition of Atwater, pp. 45-46).

In fact, according to Mr. Fuller, Mr. Atwater and he had never

before received an analysis together either. (Deposition of

Fuller, p. 49). In addition, it should be noted that this was a

poll largely devoted to questions pertaining to the Vice President

and involving arrangements for the poll by the Vice President and

his agents, even to the point of Mr. Fuller receiving and

commenting upon a draft questionnaire containing virtually all of

the questions pertaining to the Vice President that appeared on the
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commented uponiv indicate that there was an acceptance by the Vice

President of the poll results.

In summation, the evidence presented Indicates that a poll,

which prior to December 3, 1985, was to be paid for by the RNC

and not by the Vice President of FAF, was taken; that persons

involved in that poll knew prior to December 3 that one of the

purposes of this poll was to obtain information pertaining to a

possible 1988 presidential candidacy by the Vice President; and

that the Vice President accepted the poll results. It appears

that, but for the fact the controversy about this poll surfaced

on December 3, 1985, this would have continued to be the

arrangement.

In addition to the factual issues pertaining to the making

of a disbursement for purposes of obtaining information

pertaining to a possible 1988 presidential candidacy by the Vice

President and the acceptance of such disbursments, the Commission

must resolve the issue of the amount of the disbursement. In

response to the complaint, Mr. Teeter presented figures

purporting to be a division of the costs of the poll. This

division was calculated by Mr. Teeter after the controversy

surfaced. According to Mr. Teeter, $52,390 would be paid by the

RNC, $4,996 by FAF, and $12,614, the amount construed as related

to a 1988 Bush candidacy, would be absorbed by MOR. Mr. Teeter

also submitted a copy of the poll questionnaire with marginal

CO

o
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the division of, the coatsofthe poll. This division is basedi

primarily on the allocation of questions among the IUC# rA?, an

?40Rr with adjustments for data processing, coding, and analysis;

the cost to data process, code, and analyze was greater fa; some

questions than for others.

0 in his allocation of questions and, hence, in his division

of costs, Mr. Teeter has separated the questions and cost for FAP

and the questions and cost pertaining to a possible Bush

candidacy in 1988. However, a review of the analysis presented

to the Vice President indicates that those questions ostensibly

o) allocated to PAF were used for analyzing George Bush's strength

in connection with the 1988 presidential election. It appears,

therefore, that to determine the amount to be attributed to a

testing the waters effort, the costs for FAF ($4,996) should be

added to the costs that Mr. Teeter intended to attribute for

questions pertaining to a Bush candidacy in 1988 ($12,614).

Consequently, the sum attributable to a testing the waters

effort, i.e., the sum accepted by the Vice President, is

$17,610. 21

/ As stated oveF wrthe analysis presented to the Vice President
tied in almost all of the questions in the poll. Those questions
allocated by Mr. Teeter to the RNC, however, appear to pertain
more to areas not related to a testing the waters effort by the
Vice President.



'0 71(bL) Lt 84-1 *on: Mttions provide

that the term *c6t r bt ial4*'L 1rc lide, tund reee

s~yfor, thi OUT9tpo* 46t d~x*tntt whe thee an individual

should beome a candidate,' i.et, un,4s6and, payents for testing

the waters. 'This sect ion states 00t'at eXampls* of testing the

waters activities are 'conducting, a poll, telephone calls, and

travel.' The section further states, however, that '[oinly funds

permissible under the Act may be used for such actLvities." In

Nv addition, the section provides that, if the individual

subsequently becomes a candidate, the payments made are subject

iqr to the reporting requirements of the Act.

Section 441a(a) (2) (A) of Title 2 prohibits a multicandidate

committee from making contributions in excess of $5,000 to any

candidate and his authorized committees with respect to a federal

o) election. Therefore, an acceptance of funds for testing the

O waters purposes that exceed the limits of 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(a) (2) (A) and 441a(f) would be in violation of 11 C.F.R.

S 100.7(b) (1).

In this matter, the RNC incurred an obligation for a poll

containing questions as to a possible candidacy of Vice President

Bush in the 1988 presidential elections and this poll was

presented to the Vice President and his agents. As stated above,

the circumstances surrounding the poll and the way in which the

poll was received indicate that this was not a routine review

akin to the review by a member of the Vice President's staff of

various polls that normally come in to the Vice President's
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'7 %* . The Commission Regulations at 11 C.-F.LR4
... 41 outline the circumstances under -whvich bob o

1 results and the receipt of poll results ,co*e Qe

*tribut ion by the purchaser and an acceptance, t

by ,the recipient candidate. The Regulations stat. .

(b) The purchase of opinion Poll
results by a political committee or othb# .rl
person not authorized by a candidate toi M".
expenditures and the subsequent acceptance f
the poll results by a candidate or a
candidate's authorized political committee or
agent or by another unauthorized political

" rcommittee is a contribution in-kind by the
purchaser to the candidate or other political
committee and an expenditure by the can idA te
or other political committee. Regarding tta
purchase of opinion poll results for the
purpose of determining whether an individual
should become I candidate, see 11 C.F.R.
5 100.7(b)(1)._/ The poll results are
accepted by a candidate or other political

1% committee if the candidate or the candidate's
o authorized political committee or agent or

the other unauthorized political committee--

(1) Requested the poll results before
C their receipt;

(2) Uses the poll results; or

(3) Does not notify the contributor
that the results are refused.

(c) The acceptance of any part of a
poll's results which part, prior to receipt,
has been made public without any request,
authorization, prearrangement, or
coordination by the candidate-receipient,
shall not be treated as a contribution in-
kind and expenditure under paragraph (b) of
this section.

11 C.F.R. S 106.4(b) and (c).

3/ Section 100.7(b) (1) extends the coverage of this provision
to non-candidates conducting "testing the waters" activity.



Zthsmattv#r, t #ItC inurt4 Aj obliggtion, of $17'4~

for ttb*t part of the poU 1996hkg oa ) te*sting the a~

etor The Vice Pros~t and his agents .0f4 the, r..,*_a

before any -tosults ver*amade piablito and they n*Vsr not ifiled tle%

IMC o. the refusal6 ot th~se resul t. ihus this is a sitU~tion

wt hich Vice, President Bu~sh has accepted a ibursemetith

fo*o#ol eut high: woud be a contribution if the Vice-

President were a candidate and, without such candidacy, is still

subleot to the limit of 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a) (-2) (A).

0By accepting an in-kind testing the waters disbursement in

the form of poll results from the RNC, in an amount in excess 
Of

- the limit of 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a) (2) (A), Vice President Bush has

N accepted a disbursement in an amount that is impermissible under

0 11 C.F.R. S 100.7(b)(1). This Office, therefore, recommends that

the Commission find probable cause to believe that Vice President

George Bush violated 11 C.F.R. 3 100.7(b) (1).

M Ill RECOIBNDATION

Find probable cause to believe that Vice President George
Bush violated 11 C. F. R. S 100. 7(b) (1) .

Date A kGeneral Counsel
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. Mark Braden

Chief Counsel

Mktael A. Hess
Randall Davis
Deputy Chief Counsels

November 16., 1967

Mr. Lawrence N. Noble z
General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W. .,o
Washington, DC 20463 CD

ATTN: Jonathan Levin

RE: MML2133

Dear Mr. Noble:

On November 10, I received a letter indicating that the Office of
General Counsel is preparing to recommend to the Federal Election
Commission that it find probable cause to believe that the
Republican National Committee (RNC) has violated 11 CFR Sec.
100.8 (b)(l).

Your letter indicates that within fifteen (15) days of receipt,
the RNC may file a brief stating its position on the issues
involved in this matter. This letter is to request an additional
twenty (20) days in which the Republican National Committee may
file a brief in response to the General Counsells position.
Fifteen days is insufficient time for the RNC to provide the
Commission with an adequate and full response to the allegations
contained in the General Counsel's brief. Individuals intimately
involved with the issues arising in this complaint are no longer
employed by the RNC and no longer reside in the Washington area.
Additional time will be required to contact and discuss these
issues with them. Also, the response period falls during the
holiday season in which scheduling is most difficult.

A comparison of the elapsed time during which the General
Counsel's Office has considered this matter, and the time
afforded the RNC to respond, clearly illustrates the basic equity
of an expansion of the RNC's response period. The initial

Dwight D. Eisenhower Republican Center: 310 First Street Southeast, Washington, D.C. 20003. (202) 863-8638. Telex: 701144
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COMMISSION
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12an Center

RE: NUR 2133
Republican National Committee
William J. Nlanus, as

treasurer

Dear Krt. Braden:

This i in .14rispftes. to your letter dated November 16, 1987,
hb We recet ?Vndio OV4eber 17, 1987, requesting an extension of

20 days to respond tothe General Counsel's Brief in the above-
captioned matter. Iter considering the circumstances presented
in your letter, I Ibaw granted the requested extension.
Accordingly, your response is due by close of business on
December 15, 1987.

If you have any questions, please contact Jonathan Levin,
o the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-5690.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

BY: Lois G. Lern
Associate General Counsel



Deputy Chef CounseWs

Jonatha L'4wit, 4
Of fice of 0 (1011n
Federal Election - sioion
999 a Street.-. I.

1A Washington, DC 20463

so~.b 23# 1987

Dear Mr. Levin:

After reviewing the General Coumsel's brief on Rlt 2133, I havefound that, in order to file a full and adequate statement of theRepublican National Coimittee's position on this matter, I mustreview all of the depositions which the General Counsel's Office
has taken in this matter.

I request from your office copies of the following depositions:

Robert N. Teeter
Craig L. Fuller
Lee Atwater
Bill Phillips

July 29, 1986
August 14, 1986
August 15, 1986
August 18, 1986

These depositions are vital to the Republican NationalCommittee's ability to respond to the allegations contained in
the General Counsel's brief.

I will be happy to arrange for the pick up of the depositions
during the week beginning November 30, 1987.

If you wish to discuss the details, or make other arrangements inregard to this matter, please contact my office. I look forwardto your cooperation, as in the past, in this matter. Thank you.

Very truly your i

E. Mark Bradeu

EMB: j d

Dwight D. Eisenhower Republican Center: 310 First Street Southeast, Washington, D.C. 20003. (202) 863-8638. Telex: 701144
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Lawrence K. Noble, Isqutr
General counsel
Federal Election Coxisiona
999 z street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20443,

Re: MRN 2133,

Dear Mr. Noble:

We are in receipt of th, e 1 .oun 84 e *tter of
November 6, 1987 and ampa Brie, .g that
the Commission find probabl 0au to be-.ta our
client, Vice President Geoq Bsh, Vat0 t4,C. ,,F.R.
§ 100.7(b)(1) in this matter. Because the General Counsel's
Brief relies extensively upon the deposition tXalscripts of
William I. Greener, III and Robert M. Teeter, which
transcripts we have never seen, we hereby requst that theo Commission provide us with a copy of these transcripts.
These are necessary in order for us to begin preparing the
Respondent's Brief.

In view of the fact that these transcripts have not yet
been made available to us, of the coming public holidays, and
of the fact that our client has an extensive travel schedule
which will make it difficult for us to confer with him on
this matter, we also respectfully request an extension of
time within which to file the Respondent's Brief. Since we
received the General Counsel's letter and Brief on
November 12, 1987, our fifteen day period in which to file a
Brief concludes November 27, 1987. We hereby request an
extension of forty-five days, up to and including Monday,
January 15, 1987. We appreciate that this requested
extension exceeds the time period customarily granted.
However, we believe the fact that we have not yet even seen
the deposition transcripts upon which much of the General
Counsel's Brief is based, as well as the existence of three
public holiday periods, and of our client's travel
commitments, makes this an unusual situation. This request
for a forty-five day extension presumes that the transcripts
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LJ IMAMDUM TO:

FROM:

DATE:

SUBJECT:

ELECTION COMMISSION
i. O C 2046 V

LAWRENCE M. NOBLE
GENERAL COUNSEL

MARJORIE W. EMMONS/JOSHUA MCFADD946

DECEMBER 7, 1987

COMMENTS TO MUR 2133 - General Counsel's Report
Signed December 4, 1987

Attached is a copy of Commissioner Thdmas's vote

sheet with comments regarding the above-captioned matter.

Attachment:
copy of vote sheet
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X0#AL UMcION COMSe5$e

I rit ac aw7320

cc~~uuomma.i !lRU E,4Of Joina 0~ ~aa,~

W ~ ChUZSOUS35!W -MESAT. 11987 400O

~=3 MUR 2133 - General Counel,.
signed December 4 , §871

C-

I appve the recoWiemdation 0

I object to the :ecendation

COuinS: d.

DATEr::i -- S I NATURE"

A DVI'3TE VOTE 1I REQUIRED, ALL BALLOTS MST BE SIZD AND DATED.

PLEASE RETURN ONLY TEE BALLOT TO TH COOIISSION SECRETARY.

PLEA IETUR BALLOT NO LATER THAN DATE AND "INE SOW ABOVE.

(0

c



AMORAN TO I

FROM:

DATE:

SUBJECT:

"CO6a
MAR3ORIE V. eONs /JOBHUA MCFADD

DEW3MR 7, 1047

OBJECTION, TO UR 2133 - General Counsel's Report
Signed December 4, 1987

The above-captioned document was circulated to the

Commission on Friday, December 4, 1987 at 12:00 P.M.

Objections have been received from the Commissioners

as indicated by the name(s) checked:

Commissioner

Commissioner

Commissioner

Commissioner

Commissioner

Commissioner

Aikens

Elliott

Josefiak

McDonald

McGarry

Thomas

This matter will be placed on the Executive Session

agenda for December 15, 1987.

Please notify us who will represent your Division

before the Commission on this matter.

X

FaAAL ELECTION C

L TO% 0-C,:i



December 9, 1987

Marjorie Emmons,
Commission Secretary

Commissioner Thomas J.

MUR 2133

Josefiak

On December 7, 1987 I voted to object to the

General Counsel's Report signed December 4, 1987 and

circulated on December 4, 1987 at 12:00 Noon.

I wish to withdraw my objection and be recorded

as approving the recommendation.

FROM:

RE:

~; I
-,

.9 -~

'A
S=

TO:



This matter i tnv the apparent :making of testing the
W.aters disburis* tS 'bY the Republican a4onal Comittoe*( (wC ")

it theb' form of a0 1ol for'Vice Pres ident G#orge Bush and the
apparent acceptance .of the pOll by Vice President Bush. On
November 6, 1987, this Office sent a brief to counsel for the
Vice President stating that the General Counsel was prepared to

make a recommendation of probable cause to believe that the Vice
President violated 11 C.F.R. S lO0.7(b)(1). On that date, this
Office also sent a brief to counsel for the RNC stating that the
General Counsel was prepared to make a recommendation of probable

cause to believe that the RNC violated 11 C.F.R. S 100.8(b)(1).
On November 24, 1987, this Office received a letter from

O counsel for the Vice President requesting the deposition
c transcripts of William I. Greener, III, and Robert M. Teeter.

These are the witnesses not represented by him during the

depositions in this matter. Counsel states that the General

Counsel's Brief relies extensively on these transcripts and that

he has never seen them. He states that they are necessary for

his preparation of the response brief.

Counsel also requests an extension of time to file his
brief, stating that his request is timely because he did not
receive the General Counsel's Brief until November 12. He states



Vde a' lablo"e 1o him, bi1Lday#,

boc*Uto, his -U14s. .
dfficul't fo' s,~e3 *oonfeg With 0*, h- is eeting a

ezstetsiofl of, time for Vopl U*t t13-.*~ #n 3$%
On November 25, 1987, this Office' rceLvedra letter from

counsel for the IC reusig tro of teepositios of

the four witnesses not represented by him during the depositions,
i.e., Mr. Teeter, Craig Wuller, Lee Atwater, and Bill Phillips.

Counsel states that he needs these transcripts in order to file a

"full and adequate* statement of the RNC's position)'

li. ANYSIS

Vr Pursuant to the Supreme Court's decision in S.E.C. v.

O'Brien, 467 US. 735 (1984), the Commission is not obligated to

provide the respondents with access to the transcripts of other
0 witnesses. However, because this Office has already made

reference to and quoted from the deposition transcripts in the

General Counsel's Briefs, this Office believes that counsel for

CC. the Vice President and the RNC should have access to such

transcripts. Therefore, this Office recommends that the

requested transcripts be provided to counsel for the respondents.

1/ On November 17, 1987, this Office received a letter from
counsel for the RNC requesting an extension of time to file a
reply brief until December 15. On November 19, this Office sent
a letter granting that request. In his letter requesting
transcripts, counsel has not requested a new extension of time.
If he should do so, this Office will address the request upon its
receipt.
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"-"3. Approve the atached letters.

th Date
General Counsel

0i~

AttachmentsI. Letter from counsel for the Vice President
2. Letter from counsel for the RNC3. Proposed letter to counsel for the Vice President
4. Proposed letter to counsel for the RNC



In hi 'Ma~tter of)

~~~an Mattoal Comtt
W"hz USJ. as, tr*~

N 2 *133

Ir Marjorie W. Smofts, Secretary of the Federal

Election commission, do heteby certify that on December 9,

1987, the Commission decided by a vote of 6-0 to take

the following actions in RUR 2133:

1. Authorize the Office of the General Counsel
to provide the requested transcripts to counsel
for the Vice President and counsel for the
Republican National Committee, as recommended in
the General Counsel's report signed December 4,
1987.

2. Grant an extension of time to counsel for the
Vice President until January 5, 1988, to file
a reply brief, as recommended in thO General
Counsel's report signed December 4, 1987.

3. Approve the letters, as recommended in the
General Counsel's report signed December 4,
1987.

Commissioners Aikens, Elliott, Josefiak, McDonald,

McGarry, and Thomas voted affirmatively for the decision.

Attest:

Date
Darjorie W. Emmons

Secretary of the Commission

Received in the Office of Commission Secretary:Fri., 12-4-87,
Circulated on 48 hour tally basis: Fri., 12-4-87,
Deadline for vote: Tues., 12-8-87,
Objection place on Agenda 12-15-87
Objection withdrawn on 12-9-87 at 11:18 A.M.

10:11
12:00
4:00
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R*14'

1776 K St.....
Washington, 04 20006

R: NURk, 2133

Vice President George Bush

Dear Mr. Baranl

This is in response to your letter dated November 24, 1987,
requesting the deposition transcripts of William I. Greener, III,
and Robert N. Tter and requesting an extension of time in which
to file a response brief.

%In order to accommodate your need to review the requestqd
transcripts, the Commission has authorized this Office to provide

r then to you. Therefore, these transcripts will be made available
at this Office on December 11, 1987.

With respect to your request for an extension of time, the
Commission has considered the circumstances presented in your

o) letter and has determined to grant most of the extension
requested by you. Accordingly, your response is due by close of
business on January 5, 1988.

If you have any questions, please contact Jonathan Levin,
the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-5690.

Sincerely,

General Counsel



R W 314 Do=m ber 1987

liAcan Center

Wahi4#~

RE: NOR 2133
Republican National Committee
William J. f4cManus, as

treasurer

Dear Mr. Braden

This i iR R n*s.e tO your letter dated November 23, 1987,
and recie 'a oniovbe -- 18,rqesting the deposition
transerip Of ft 0, Teeter, Craig L. Fuller, Lee Atwatet,
and Bill Ph1llipto iZn order to accommodate your need to review
the requested t s4ripts, 'the Commission has authorized this

Office to provide them to you. Therefore, these transcripts will
be made available at this Office on December 11, 1987.

If you have any questions, please contact Jonathan Levin,

(o the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-5690.

Sincer y,

Cr General Counsel
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cornmfttse
.mChief Counsel X

MkWA. Hess CI hC

Randal Davis 2j 18Deputy Chief Counsels*W~23,16

Scott E. Thomas, Chaien -
Federal Election ComnS*tOn-
999 E Street, N. W.
Washington, DC 20463

RE: MWR 2133
RepublicaNat1*oal Committee
William j. IeoUa, as Treasurer

Dear Chairman Thomas:

I am writing in response to the letter and brief received on
November 10 from the Office of General Counsel. That letter

Nindicated that the Office of General Counsel was prepared to
recommend that the Commission find probable cause to believe that

D a violation of the Federal Election Campaign Act has occurred.

7Attached to this letter is a copy of a responsive brief from the
Cl Republican National Committee on this matter. I believe the

Commission's review of the responsive brief will clearly
cdemonstrate that the Commission should vote to dismiss and close

this matter.

If you should have any additional questions, or if I can be of
any other assistance, please contact my office.

Very truly yours,

E. Mark Braden

EMB: jd
Enclosure

cc: Lawrence N. Noble, Esq.
General Counsel

Dwight D. Eisenhower Republican Center: 310 First Street Southeast, Washington, D.C. 20003. (202)8638638. Telex: 701144



In the Ktter of )

Republican atiEonei C010itti
ainii J. Nae~s, as treasurer PR13

RESIPONENIT'S8 BIEF
On January 24, 1986, Howard Philllps ed David G.

Sanders, on behalf of the Conservative Political Action

Committee, filed a complaint with the Federal E"lection Commission

(FEC) against (among others) the Republican National Committee

(RNC). Attached to the complaint were a number of newspaper

o articles which purported to provide the factual support for the

complainants' allegations.

The basic assertion in the complaint in regard to the

Republican National Committee is that the RNC commissioned Market

Opinion Research (NOR) of Detroit, Michigan, to conduct a poll

"of voter support for Vice President George Bush in both the

primary and general elections for President in 1988." The

complainants stated that, "if the RNC pays more than $5,000.00 of

the cost of the poll delivered to The Fund for America's Future

(FAF), the RNC will have violated 2 USC 441a, and, *Further, by



Teaso ot11 Cft lOO.71(b) (1) and l0o.#(b)() if Vice Ptestaot,

Bush becomes a candidate for President, any payment to Uarko
Opinn'* Research by ts RejpubliCan Iattonal Committee, .. ,. in

excess of $5,000.00, will violate 2 USC 441a. [l].

On March 6, 1986, the REC responded to the Commission's

notice of the complaint with a very brief letter and affidavit

from William I. Greener III outining the RCs position "that

the Republican National Committee has never commissioned Market

o Opinion Research (NR), of Detroit# Michigan, to conduct a poll

of voter support for Vice President George Bush in both the

primary and general elections for President in 1988." [2] This

was followed with a slightly expanded letter on April 21, 1986.

[3] On June 3, 1986, the Commission found reason to believe that

the RNC may have violated provisions of the Federal Election

Campaign Act (FECA) and began to undertake an investigation

pursuant to the Conservative Caucus's complaint. On August 1,

1986, pursuant to a request from attorney Jan Baran, the RNC

agreed to seek pre-probable cause conciliation with the

Commission. The RNC notified the Commission of its desire to

enter into negotiations. On August 15, 1986, the Commission

denied the RNC's request to enter into immediate conciliation.

Depositions in this matter occurred on the following

dates: (1) July 29, 1986 - Robert 1. Teeter (NOR); (2) July 30,

1986 - William I. Greener III, Deputy Chief of Staff for

Political Operations for the RNC; (3) August 14, 1986 - Craig L.



FUller, Vice President's Offic; (4) August 15, 1986 - Lee

Atwater, Chairman of FAY; and (5) August 18, 1lo6 - Bill

Phillips, former I Chief of Staff and, as of the beginning of-

December, 1985, Ixecutive Director of FAF.

On January 6, 1987, the Commission agreed to enter into

negotiations on a conciliation agreement. On February 5, 1987, a

meeting occurred at the General Counsel's office at the Federal

Election Comission to discuss a conciliation agreement at which

time the RNC reiterated its firm position that it had not

tIP violated any provisions of the Federal Election Campaign Act and

would enter into no conciliation agreement not expressly

indicating that the RNC had not violated provisions of the law.

On November 10, 1987, the RNC received a letter from the Office

of General Counsel stating that they were prepared to recommend

that the Commission find probable cause that a violation had

occurred. On November 23, 1987, counsel for the Republican

National Committee wrote to the Commission requesting access to

the depositions of Robert Teeter, Bill Phillips, Lee Atwater, and

Craig Fuller. On the afternoon of December 11, 1987, copies of

the depositions were provided to counsel.

The analysis by the General Counsel's office of the

facts and legal issues involved in this MUR are erroneous from

the first sentence to the final recommendation. The first

sentence of the General Counsel's analysis states:
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The. ( e#l, 4'' *gttly states the

RN's position.

The 'NCsw position on this maetter has been consistent

from the first aSPapr ithp es to tb4s brief.

In 195, the, RUC coisionod MOR to conduct a variety

of research projects, including a nationwide attitude survey.

The nationwide survey was coMmissioned by the RNC for its own
o political and fundraising purposes and in support of the

Administration's policy and political objectives. The RNC

contracts for and directs all polls for the White House and the

Administration. The RNC regularly seeks input from members of

the Administration, including the Vice President, on matters of

interest to them for inclusion in surveys. These questions are

not included pursuant to any piggyback theory.

With the first comunications from the RNC to the

Commission, the RNC stated that it also regularly included in its

surveys questions regarding the public perception of various



politicl figutes, in4lud6in ther fsident ad4 Vice P esi4at.

Similar public perception questions have appeared in vituiall

al of the numerous national surveys for the NC by differe

firms since 1981. These public perception questions in e*k 0ene

to the Vice President are brief, goneral, OtbermometerO tests.

These are not for the '88 election and the RNC position is that

they were not intended as part of any piggyback arrangement. It

is the RNC's position that the NOR survey was designed to seek

information for the RNC, the Republican Administration, including

the Vice President's office, and only those questions of

separate, unique political interest to the Vice President or FAF

on the poll would be part of a piggyback arrangement. The RNC

need not, and would not ezpect to, have any specific knowledge of

separate piggybacked questions of unique interest to others

placed on the survey by NOR, whether for a potential political

client or for commercial clients who were apparently piggybacked

(without RNC knowledge) on the survey. [5]

The General Counsel's assertion of three basic elements

relevant to whether the RNC has violated the FECA is flawed. The

General Counsel's elements are:

1. The assumption by the persons involved that this was
an RNC project to be paid for by the RNC.

2. Knowledge, prior to the fielding of the poll, that
this poll would contain questions relating to
political perceptions of George Bush, and

3. Acceptance of the poll results by the Vice President. [6]
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project to be paid for by the 130.

It is not germane whether the INC assumed that the whole

LO survey project was its own and wfuld be paid for out of INC funds

if there is no RW knowledge of 1988 questions. The survey
clearly was predominantly for the RE and the Administration.

There is no dispute. The General Counsel's allocation of the

questionnaire and accompanying materials indicates that they

believe three-fourths of the survey related to matters of

interest to the RNC and the Administration. The RNC agrees that

at least three-fourths of the survey was for these interests [7],

CC- but the RNC is not obligated for parts of the survey about which

it has no knowledge or interest. The disputed survey also

included two commercial clients. Should their part of the

project be paid for by the RNC? If the General Counsel's

analysis is determinative, the RNC is "obligated" to pay for the

part of the survey for the two comnercial clients because some

persons involved assumed that the survey was an RNC project to be

paid for by the RNC. [8]
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2. Did anyone at the U have knowledge, prior to the

fie4114 of the poll, that the poll would InuIe questions.

relating to political perceptions of Oeorgo lush? The answer to

that is oys. But, again, the anal siS by the commission"s own

staff renders the answer to that broad question irrelevant. tn

1985# political perception questions not relating specifically to

the 198 election were appropriate for the PINC's own political

and fund raising purposes and for the Administration's policy

activities. The Office of General Counsel's analysis in this

MUR, its allocation of general political perception questions,

indicates agreement with this position. The general political

perceptions on the survey are not for any "testing of the waters"

effort.

The General Counsel fails to articulate an express

answer in the text of the brief as to whether anyone at the RNC

had knowledge prior to the fielding of the survey that it would

contain questions relating to the 1988 Presidential election.

Why?

To this key, precise question, the General Counsel

answers indistinctly. The brief states:

'Although some of the witnesses claim that, prior to
December 3, they did not think the poll would contain
questions pertaining to 1988, the evidence indicates
other witnesses knew that questions pertaining to 1988
were on the poll." (9]

The deposition testimony is uncontroverted. No one at
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the 30C was awart uh queston w .oing to apear in the
survey or did appear in the survey. Th6 Comilssion

investigatory record On this is crystal clor, lob Teeter

indicates that no one at the RNC was made aware of such

questions. Craig Fuller indicates that hi had so knowledge that

anyone at the RNC was aware of such questions. Bill Phillips

indicates that no one at the RNC was aware of such questions.

Lee Atwater indicates that he has no knowledge that anyone at the

RNC was aware of such questions. Bill Greener indicates no

knowledge of such questions, and the attached affidavit by Frank

Wn J. Fahrenkopf Jr., Chairman of the Republican National Committee

C0 (RNC), indicates he was not aware such questions would appear or

did appear in the survey. [10]

The so-called mother witnesses" which the evidence

indicates knew that questions pertaining to 1988 were on the poll

Cincluded NO RNC employee or member. No one at the Republican

GD National Committee knew that questions regarding the 1988

CPresidential elections would appear in the survey.

The General Counsel states:

"Based on the evidence presented in the testimony, it
appears that prior to December 3, most of the
participants in the arrangements for the poll knew that
the poll would or did contain questions pertaining to
the Vice President's prospects in 1988. Only Mr.
Phillips' testimony is that he may never have had such
knowledge prior to December 3." 11]
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testmn i t Is d4ge. It Is

e ~ ~ha AlhuhteGnea one' bteflo

Phillips o -'I' bf teat, it

prior knowle # Theft is
not a single Word O t mes nt hove toa specfit the N oh

prior knowledge on tion p ertaining to the Vi O Presidents

prospects in i949*

NAlthough the. G9"eral Counsol's brief %*lls to

to acknowledge this tact- inD. ittt it does tacitly admit it in a

%0 footnote.

"Although there may not have been a specific request for
questions pertaining to the Vice President's prospects

r in the 1988 elections, ..... Mr. Teeter reasonably
concluded he had been authorized to develop the poll he~ultimately fielded.o [13]

o This is not a reasonable conclusion from the RNC's

perspective. Such a poll on behalf of a single potential

Cc. Presidential candidate would:

1. violate the RNC's rules

2. violate RNC public pledges of neutrality

3. potentially violate the FECA and,

possibly, most persuasively,

4. destroy the ability of the RNC to perform its
political function.

The only posture from which the RNC can effectively



the 10 E * ~ ~~ would have

the, .. tho4tMOP -, iol t t
rulegr violate 4u1t~ a"~ i*u~4 ttl $ te the law
to insert iltef I's the 0 i4 of the a ray

Understandpb. y th is unt.a st trir froms the RUC

perspective*-

e - I ibrief states:

Kr. ?ta ter Stas t! dit Ms sdarsota n tinig that the
0012 sosld oon te o th s pt prceptions of
UO. vice resint w k t tfoe, i* rFStod that
quetios perteins relatingto the 1988elelettiiwoere

.0 appOPriate. This undxis.8du ..Is conft rmed by the
fact that K.Fu r e rd the VicePi airt ds Chief ofstaff*' reviewed2 the draft quesinar conaiin ths

c~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~~~~s anoso oreeac odtemnnnhterl ornttiin thewse

questions and approved of the poR suv14y

Mr. Fuller does not work for the pNC. Kr. Fuller did

not tell anyone at the nC that he had reviewed the questionnaire

or that there were questions relating to the 1988 election. The

fact that Mr. Fuller reviewed the questionnaire does not confirm

and is of no relevance to determining whether or not the RUC was

aware that such questions would appear on the NOR survey.

As indicated in Mr. Greener's deposition, Bill Phillips'

deposition, Frank Fahrenkopf's affidavit, and earlier letters

from RNC counsel to the Comission, the RNC regularly comissions

polls which contain voter perceptions of the President, Vice

President, and other Administration officials. The General



COunal i stit ..... i own iastI of the poll it , h tbe.i

are quosttions which can ~be ,paid for by the ISO lotQOt iuicrrtis

any contributions or- tsen ies for "testSiq ti W#i* Lr

potential candidacy. These Perception questions, has not

triggered in other RE pollsters the conclusion that io$*

Presidential electoral questions are appropriate on their

surveys. No other INC polling firms which have onducted

nationwide surveys including political perception of

Administration officials (which have, in the past, Included the

Vice President) have concluded that they should ask 1988 *testing

t n the waters* questions. No greater degree of RMC direction or

review of instruments is provided regularly for these other

firms. Using the General Counsel's analysis, their failure to

ask 1988 questions is unreasonable.

3. On the element of acceptance by the Vice President

of any results of the survey, the RNC has no first-hand

knowledge. No one at the RNC was present when the poll was

presented to the Vice President. No one at the RNC was informed

in advance that the poll was going to be presented to the Vice

President. No one at the RNC was informed that the poll had been

presented to the Vice President until press inquiries were

received in early December of 1985. No one at the RNC authorized

the presentation of the poll to the Vice President. Whether he

accepted the poll or not is a question on which the RNC has only

hearsay knowledge and no position.
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Zn early-1985, Frank Fahrenkopf 'hadf lunch with the Vce

President of-the IUnited States. During the lunbeon

conversation, a brief mention was made of the intention of

Chairman Fahrenkopf to commission a nationwide survey with Narket

Opinion Research (NOR). Not too surprisingly, a year later, when

asked to reconstruct the exact wording of the discussion through

hearsay, accounts vary to some degree.

0

0 Teeter: *He [Vice President] understood that Fahrenkopf was
going to ask us to do a poll for him [Fahrenkopf] and that he
offered to include any questions or areas of interest to the Vice
President." ppg 20-21. "He [Fahrenkopf] had discussed among
other things with Vice President Bush and offered to include any

Nareas of interest to the Vice President that he would like to
have covered." (151

0

wtr: "... the Vice President said he had had lunch with
Fahrenkopf and Fahrenkopf had offered to include him or some

0 questions about him on an upcoming poll." [161

MN Phjllj : "He [Fahrenkopf] indicated they had discussed the '84
elections and the impact that it had had on the image and

cc, perceptions of the Vice President, which resulted in the offer to
commission a poll to see what impact there had been." [17]

The only non third-hand hearsay account comes to the

Commission from Frank Fahrenkopf's affidavit.

Fahrenkopf: mIn February 1985, I had lunch with the Vice
President, George Bush. At that time, I had regularly had lunch
with the Vice President, who is a former Chairman of the
Republican National Committee, to discuss RNC activities and
plans, and politics generally. During our general luncheon
conversation, I casually mentioned to the Vice Presidenet that I



Intad o:tl ht 1o 5#sc (ICR). to conduct.ndaowid att~itude sgeytt o* 4ibictw national
,a T he Iftrgaof wucho l as not to di uspoemy
There hd been som critiis lel a hon for 0"0

~business of the RNC had not been sufficiently shared among the

various Republican polling entities, in particular that Decision

Making Information (tiol) had been used too exclusively in the

conduct of nationwide attitude surveys. For this reason, the

Chairman determined to conduct a national attitude survey with

'0
NOR.

r For a variety of imunaterial reasons, the survey which

o was intended to be fielded initially in the spring or sumer was

hdelayed until the early fall.

During the intervening months, brief occasional

conversations regarding the survey occurred between Lee Atwater,

Bill Greener, Bill Phillips, and Bob Teeter. Again, memories

vary as to the number, date, and content of the conversations.

This is not surprising because there is agreement that the

conversations generally were in a social setting, over food and

drinks, and were very brief and general. The parties remember

the conversations with similar, but not exact recollections.
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The Goneral CounselIs brief omiS'usly states, that, the

record does not support r. Greener's recollection of the

conversations. Lee Atwater rmembers vaguely that he might have

agreed to pay for questions of unique political interest to the

Vice President if embarrassing to the DEC. Bill Greener

remembers a telephone conversation in which Mr. Atwater said he

would pay for all questions of unique political interest to the

Vice President pursuant to a standard piggyback-type arrangement.

[191 In the deposition of Lee Atwater, the General Counsells

office fails to ask him specifically if he remembers the phone

conversation Greener asserts occurred in regard to the piggyback

arrangement. Since the General Counsel failed to ask Mr. Atwater

about the specific telephone conversation Mr. Greener remembers

clearly, it is not possible to determine with assurance whether

Mr. Atwater remembers expressly that it did not occur or if he

just does not remember whether it occurred. [20] The General

Counsel argues the record does not support Mr. Greener's

recollection, but Mr. Atwater never clearly states that such a

conversation could not, or did occur. What other testimony shows

it did not occur? None. Why does the General Counsel's office

rely on Mr. Atwater's unclear recollection when Mr. Greener

remembers the conversation clearly? Mr. Atwater's memory under

oath has already needed correction in regard to discussion on

these issues, as demonstrated by the filing of an amended

affidavit. The record really only supports that all the



participants in this matter sem to have'the no rmal impowfeot

memory exhibited by almost all human beings.

The general guidance on the survey given by Frank

Fahrenkopf to Bob Tooter and Bill Phillips was also not

identically remembered and/or understood. General direction in

contracting may seem suspect to the General Counsel's Office, but

reflects the normal and usual course of business between the RINC

and the large national polling firms, especially one with whom

the RNC has done business for twenty-five years. [211

0This is your classic contractual dispute, familiar to

any lawyer involved in contractual litigation. Is it terribly

surprising to the Commission that a survey commissioned eight

months in advance of its execution with only brief oral guidance

provided to the pollster, no written agreement, and input from a

variety of different individuals, institutions, resulted in a

cdisagreement over who would pay for what? Any other result would

chave been surprising.

Apparently, the General Counsel's office believes they

have found a conspiracy although they never make that express

statement because they realize there is no direct support for

that conclusion in any of the depositions. It is not uncommon

for prosecutors to believe they have found a conspiracy when all

they have found is confusion.



The Coi "Iioftn Regulations at, 11 Sction 106.4(b)

outline the cirewtsnce under which the Vuase of vol1 reults

constitutes a contribution to a candidate. The NEC has never

paid for nor received from NOR any poll or survey for individual

*testing the waters" for a 1988 Presidential race. TheNRMC

challenges whether this regulation in applicable to the NC in

this matter. Since the RNC has not paid for nor received such a

poll, it has not been purchased. The General Counsel's brief

0never directly argues that the REC purchased such a poll. Their

brief can only weakly maintain that the RNC is "obligated" for

$17,610 for that part of the poll which it concludes pertains to

1988 "testing the waters" efforts. [22]0

Even if the Commissioners wish to make an uninvited

leap from obligation to purchase, the RNC still has not violated

cany limits of the FECA because the RNC has no legal obligation to

pay $17,610 to NOR. NOR has already agreed not to seek payment

from the RNC for any questions which the General Counsel's office

refers to as 1988 "testing of the waters." The RNC does not

dispute the President of NOR, Bob Teeter's analysis of the

confusion surrounding this poll project: "I deserve and am going

to take the blame for it." [23] Even if NOR had not publicly and

privately expressly recognized that the RNC had no obligation, no



court would enfor this imagtz" obtigation from the INC to 3 :

in this atact si~taion*

The record unambiguously indicates that as soon as any

person at the "UC beoam aware that there were questions that

might pertain to a 1988 "testing of the waters" effort, the RIC

stated it would not pay for those questions. [243 The General

Counsel argues, but for the fact that a controversy over the poll

surfaced in the newspapers on December 3, that the IRC would have

paid NOR for the full $70,000 cost billed by NOR. The RNC does

not care to undertake speculation as to what would have happened

-AD if the RNC had not become aware of possible "S8 "testing of the

waters" questions. It is clear from Chairman Frank Fahrenkopf's

affidavit that the RNC would not have knowingly paid for such

survey information. It is unreasonable for the Commission to

find probable cause that the RNC violated the Federal Election

oCampaign Act based upon speculation over events which might have,

obut did not occur.

For these reasons, the Commission should reject the

recommendation of the General Counsel's office that the

Commission find probable cause to believe that the Republican

National Committee violated 11 CFR Section 100.8(b)(1).

Date E. Mark Braden, Chief Counsel
Republican National Committee
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.13 Conservative Caucus-PAC Complaint* p. 4
[2] William I. Greener III Affidavit, Mar. 6, 1986, Att. A
[33 RUC Counsel's Letter, Att. B
[43 General Counsel's Brief (Analysis),p. 13
(53 Teeter Deposition, July 30, 1986, p' s
[61 General Counsel's Brief (Facts), p. 15
[7] General Counsel's Brief, p. 28
[8] The General Counsel's office did noteven attempt to

determine how much of the survey was devoted to the two 3301
commercial clients who participated so it is imposstble to
determine exact allocations. FEC counsel even withholds
their names from the RNC. Teeter, p. 66.

[91 General Counsel, p. 20
[101 Fahrenkopf Affidavit, Att. C
[111 General Counsel, ppg. 24-25
[121 Phillips' Deposition, ppg. 41-42

%0 (131 General Counsel, p. 21
[141 General Counsel, p. 21
[151 Teeter Deposition, ppg 20-21
[161 Atwater Deposition, August 15, 1986, ppg 19-20
[171 Phillips' Deposition, August 18, 1986, ppg 19-20
[181 Fahrenkopf Affidavit, par. 5, Att. C
[19] Greener Deposition, July 31, 1986, ppg 18-20
[201 Atwater Deposition, ppg 24-25, 28-29
[211 Greener Deposition, p. 28; Fahrenkopf Affidavit, par. 13

o [22] It is interesting to note that even the complaint does not
allege a violation by the RNC, but only a potential
violation if the RNC should pay NOR for any questions
relating to the '88 election. Obviously, the General

C Counsel's Office is prepared to take a much more expansive
view of the law than the complainant imagined possible.

[23] New York Times, Dec. 5, 1985
c [24] Greener Deposition, ppg 60-61, Fahrenkopf Affidavit,

Teeter Deposition, ppg 107-108
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herein. and am competent to testify IM

SWRher~

2. I was first elected Chairman of the Replican

National Comittee on January 28, 319. Chairmanot, the

Republican National Committee is a fulit, paid position. As

Chairman, I am chief executive officer of tb Republican National

Comittee. The general management of the Republican Party is

under the jurisdiction of the Republican National Comittee,

subject to the direction of the quadrennial Republican National

Convention.

3. Republican National Comittee's contracting policy is

that only the Chairman has actual contracting authority. All

written contracts must be signed according to RNC procedure by

myself.
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t btoRo hav~l 1 t i onst surey business wt*.
varety of Republican survey, firms Thro " Concern in tb
0jt*1icau political i~nty :thit the W 000 relying tome
an tocieion M5k Int'' n*ution (W*1) for: Its notional survey
dsta. This was the priniali reason I employed Mo, and I

intended to employ other Republican survey firms for additional

work.

5. In February 1985, I had lunch with the Vice President,

George Bush. At that time# I had regularly had lunch with the

Vice President, who is a former Chairman of the Republican

National Comuittee, to discuss RNC activities and plans, and

Npolitics generally. During our general luncheon conversation, I
ocasually mentioned to the Vice President that I intended to

retain Market Opinion Research (NOR) to conduct a nationwide

attitude survey for the Republican National Committee. The

cpurpose of our luncheon was not to discuss my decision to employ

MR nor did we discuss my decision for more than a few moments.

I did not mention to the Vice President an intention to include

any questions in regard to any potential '88 Presidential

campaign since I had no such intention.

6. I contacted Bob Teeter to inform him that I was

interested in having NOR conduct a national survey of voter
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c 7o c h d no kowldg c atlu two co mRi ftld Include

"Y'quostions which might relate to any potential '-$

pr*iet addcies* Il an not 8ware otf 447on204t the RI

hOw 9s aware that the poll would contain such eustions. I did

cmnauthorize inOR to conduct such a poll, and t did not authorize

anyone employed by the RC to contact 4OR to request such

P questions.

O 8. I did not authorize and was not aware that the survey

V conducted by NOR would include two comercial clients.

cc9. Had I known that 088 Presidential questions and/or

commercial client questions were to be on the survey, I would not

have employed NOR.

10. In a brief conversation, Bill Phillips expressed

concern over perceptions which might occur because of the use by

the Republican National Committee of a polling firm so closely

identified with the Vice President. I indicated to him a desire



11. I have publicly stated on any number of occasions

that the firm policy of the RNC is to remain neutral in the 1988

Republican Presidential nominating process. It is my opinion

that the rules of the RNC also require this policy. I have

actively sought to maintain absolute RNC neutrality.

12. As soon as I became aware that questions had appeared

on the survey which might arguably relate to a potential 1988

candidacy, I stated that the RNC would not pay for those

questions. I do not believe that the RNC is legally or morally

obligated to pay for such questions.

-4-

.te futute. to usea variety of poll ftras for PAC

activities s0 as to fi rly shIre oour bustnss aros the
plican polling spectrum and so it was inevitable that tbe RC

would use fitas associated Vith individuals who wore being

Jublcl discussed as potential aspirants for the '88 Reulcan
presidential nomination. Areas in which X believed the Vice

President's office might be interested were trade and terrorism.

The Vice President had just been appointed by the President to

head a task force on terrorism. There was never any discussion

of any potential questions in regard to an '88 *Testing of the

Waters" effort, although it was my understanding at this time

that pursuant to standard polling practice that there might be

questions of unique political interest to the Vice President or

individuals politically associated with him which might be

piggybacked on this survey. Piggybacked questions would be

without RNC review or expense.
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111"4.04 OR az Itt basis,* tbe 2X condu~t, national

suvys. ?hsee,3 it the "bite zouse pQI0t*W, Zt has be~a

i~nnp ceC £#wr te RWC to ha*V * its, poUsteS seek. input from

s •inistration of ficals osto issues to inclu4O e such'

su I tv"I Virtuallyr all 'general national surVoys-conducted tthe

MNC include political pereption questions regarding a number *f

Republican officials. Theso are not questions. relating to

potential 188 candidacies. Usually specific national surve

instruments or questions are not reviewed by myself or RNC staff

prior to fielding.

14. Poll information gathered pursuant to a commission

from the INC is regularly made available by the INC to members of

the Administration, including the Vice President's office and

other Republican political leaders.

priora- t0*'e0ing

Signed and sworn to before me this _ - __day

of __ _ _ _ __ _ _ _ __ _ _ _

Notary Public

My commission expires:
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Vashilngton D.C. 20463

Dear Madame Secretary:

Enclosed please find Rtspondent's Brief and ton copies

in the above-captioned matter, filed pursuant to 11 C.F.R.

1 111.16(c).

o3 Sincerely,

CO

JWB: slg

Enclosure

cc: Lawrence M. Noble, Esquire (3 copies)



V The 4G a Butsh, Vie.Pr0ident of the U# r*us

States, by :euo u .l, hereby responds to the General Counsel-s

Brief of WovImr 6, 2987 in Matter Under Review ("KUR )

2133. The General Counsel's Brief re-om m that the

Commission find probable cause to believe that Vice President

Bush violated the Federal Zlection Campaign Act of 1971, as

amended (the "Act"). We urge that the Commission reject this

Omn recommendation and find instead that there is no probable

cause to believe that the Vice President violated the Act.

I. Summary of Arcument

o The public opinion poll at issue in this MUR was

O indisputably commissioned by the Republican National
cc Committee ("RNC") upon the personal instructions of Frank

Fahrenkopf, the Chairman of the RNC, within weeks of the

January 1985 inauguration. It was intended to be one of a

long line of RNC-commissioned polls which measure the

Republican Coalition and the evolution of the views of

American voters, about which the Vice President is routinely

briefed. It was Mr. Fahrenkopf's wish that this poll

additionally include questions in substantive areas of



inA!twtet to the, vice Presidenit *An that it measure the V$4

PreWe*mG a pox-tical tA4ta atiebqnning of the

adtmnitration'osecond tere

Thie -"Ipo, woo e d Oe4 o and tboe Vice President vas,

briefed on itsresults, seeral years before the 1988

election, and before the Vice President took aWx steps

towards becoming a candidate in that election. Nonetheless #

the General Counsel's Brief urges the Comission to find tat

the poll comissioned by the RUC in February, 1985, and on

which Vice President Bush was briefed in November of 1985 was

in fact a testing the waters contribution by the RNC to the

Vice President in connection with the 1988 Presidential

election, and that the Commission should therefore find that

the Vice President VersonajUm violated the federal election

laws by receiving such a briefing.

There are several facts which the Commission should

particularly note in connection with the General Counsel's

unwarranted recommendation.

First, the Vice President in 1985 was neither a

candidate for President nor engaged in "testing the waters"

as defined by the Commission's regulations. The Vice

President did not even authorize or establish an "exploratory

account" to receive and make testing the waters expenditures

until July of 1986. In the course of this proceeding, the

Vice President has submitted his own signed statement, dated

March 13, 1986, that he was not then a candidate for any



-0

q

0

w3

public of ticso,. and that e4±4 "not requesto authoris* ~o

pollin raing to the 3-99', election g~jMLSJ~

gan4La~i"(emp asi d4ed) Further, the Vie Pr~debt

devoted 1,985 and 1.985 to caup#igning ion bshel* of 1001,

state and federal Republ ican candidates 'in'..the :1966 aite

election. This political- activity was largely undert)an:

through the Fund for Anerica's Future (the 'Fund) a

political comittee established for this purpose by the Vice

President, and whose activities (not called into question

here by the General Counsel's Brief) were strictly regulated

by the Commission's Advisory Opinion 1986-6 and primarily

occurred well a the Vice President was briefed on the

poll at issue here. Advisory Opinion 1986-6, which was

sought in January 1986 by the Fund for the expressly stated

purpose of ensuring that the Fund's activities did not

inadvertently cause the Vice President to be "testing the

waters", contrary to his explicit intentions, is further

proof that Vice President Bush was not testing the waters in

1985.

Although the General Counsel's Brief urges the

Commission to find that the Vice President was in fact

testing the waters in November of 1985, the Brief offers no

evidence to support this conclusion. The Commission is asked

to find that Vice President George Bush personally violated

the nation's election laws without any explanation beyond the

two facts that the Commission's regulations regulate the



receipt o0 cottl~ft*on * 6 pll b persons who are

teattn the- vateis AO4 ft, $eI* president. Bush received the:

results of a poll on IM % 19*5.

t is not dUspute t+ t)he Vice .rt was br

on a portion+ otthe rwlts"of a poll, nor that the

commission's regulationo s14 t"e JAt regulate the receipt of

contributions such as politioal polls by persons who are

"testing the waters' in mton for beoming candidates

for federal office. Hover, a violation of the Act can only

be found if Vice President Bush was either a candidate or

testing the waters on NOvember 13, 1995, when he received the

poll. On this, the only legal issue of any consequence in

dispute here, the General Counsel's Brief simply offers no

grounds for the Commission to find probable cause to believe

o the Act was violated.

While persons in public office may contemplate their

o political future from time to time, federal election law does

not hold that all elected federal officials are therefore by

cdefinition "testing the waters" from the date they are first

elected to office to the date that they may decide to seek

re-election or some other federal office. There must be some

period in which an office holder, no matter how prominent,

may in fact be just a public official, rather than also a

candidate. The Commission's own regulations detail ways in

which an individual may proceed to test the waters, but the

General Counsel's Brief offers no proof that the Vice



P tn p itb activities at, pnt in' i!*_

~ns w~~ ~n laba t th Qomi.R~flcontains

unconoEotMd .ttu0 that hedino d1 o, SOP and acti*Etl

sought not to do0091.

au ,in csieiV he .. rlCounsel'a BriefC A

argi~entthat the Coiss-on should findpoabecu*tt

Vice, reident Stashi violated the.Acto the Comission should

cons ider the eXtremelY limited exte~nt Of the Vice Prssident"'s

involveomt with this poll. He neither raested nor

comisgioned, it. He did not see a copy Of the questions in

advance * He was not consulted about when it would take

place, or about any other aspect of this poll. He did not

request the briefing which occurred. Neither he nor any

authorized campaign committee of his paid for it. He was

informed in February Of 1985 by the Chairman Of the

Republican National Committee that the IWC was going to

Commission a poll. He was told that the poll would include

questions of substantive interest to the Vice president,

among other questionsr and also some questions designed to

measure his political standing in the aftermath of the 1984

Presidential election campaign. Then, in November of 1985,

the President of Market opinion Research ("NOR"), the polling

firm hired by the RNCr came to the Vice president's office

and briefed his, his Chief of Staff, and the Chairman of 
the

Fund for America's Future on the results of the poll.

Third, there is no proof that this poll was -itne to



have any onmadtiOn With -'t.e, S lt@M h tt
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poll all as e that this was an -c proj @t to be paid for
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General Counsel's Brief then argues that the various partUie

involved in this MR knew that this WVC poll would contain

questions pertaining to the 1988 elections (presumably

thereby seeking to demonstrate an intent on the part of the

RNC to assist Vice President Bush were he at some future time

0 to test the waters for the 1988 Presidential election).

In fact, the record demonstrates nothing more than a

fundamental misunderstanding about what the poll would

contain. The RNC, which was paying for it, did not expect

"1988 questions." The pollster, who put these questions in

the poll, thought they were within his mandate, but now

admits they were never actually requested by, or discussed

oD with, the RNC or the Vice President. The record shows that

the RNC in fact never saw the poll questionnaire with the

Cc- 1988 questions until well after the poll was completed, and

that this was standard RNC practice. The only outsider who

actually did see the questionnaire in advance was the Vice

President's Chief of Staff, Mr. Fuller. He is frequently

asked to review and comment upon professional polls conducted

by Republican pollsters, and on this occasion was requested

by the pollster to review the trade and terrorism questions

contained in the poll. There is thus plenty of evidence of
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Each o- these isaim* will'be emined in detail bel.rdaO

but they anto eorgel the coassion to coclude that

there vas no existing testing the waters effort to which the

REC could have msad an improper contribution in the for Of

the poll, and that the poll itself did not constitute a

testing the waters effort by the Vice President.

II.* Backaroud and Facts

oubShortly after George Bush was sworn in to office for a

second term as Vice President of the United States on

o January 21, 1985, Frank Fahrenkopf, the Chairman of the

OD Republican National Committee, informed him that the RNC

W would be commissioning a polling firm (Market opinion

Research) to conduct a poll, and that the RNC would like the

office of the Vice President to suggest questions on

substantive issues which were of particular interest to the

Vice President. Deposition of Craig L. Fuller in HUE 2133

[hereinafter "Fuller Dep."] at 70-71; mft also Deposition of

Robert M. Teeter In re: MUR 2133 [hereinafter Teeter Dep.] at

20. Mr. Fahrenkopf also intended the poll to measure "the
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Teeter of Naw)ket O~iift.Rseth Phillips Dep. at 22t 241'

Teeter DOP. at 2)1-. Kr.0 Vazeko Lrt~ated Wr Teeter, that

the RNC vtsb"e4 to:do 4a, poll to eauethe 'Republican

coalition in the country at that time," and that the poll

should gdditionglly cover any specific issues of iterest to

the Vice President. Teeter Dep. at 22. Mr. Teeter said

Kr. Fahrenkopf explained to him that the poll should measure

what "the Vice President*s perception was, the level of his

political support, after the 1984 campaign was over. He (the

Vice President] had been a major campaigner, and he

[Fahrenkopf] told the Vice President if he would like to know

anything about that, or some specific issues, he would be

happy to include it." Id. The pollster decided, however, to

delay this poll until after the dust had settled on the 
1984

election campaign. IA. at 24.

Accordingly, the pollster waited until the Summer of

1985 to begin work on the national poll commissioned by the

RNC. I=. at 34. While waiting to begin the poll, Mr. Teeter

discussed it again with Bill Phillips, the RNC Chief of

Staff, and with Lee Atwater, a political consultant who was

then associated with the firm of Black, Manafort and Stone
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4v~th the ENC. Z.. at 28-29. At this meeting, N. :

.ussod the fact that:

"What I was seeking to do in the first
instance is do a poll sometime afteor the 31*04
campaign to say how does the-ebl .ican ratty
and its members and coalition -and its
perception copare at that point to what it
was four years and two years ahead of that.
Obviously there has been a lot of talk about
realignment and I have done a lot of s iq
and writing about that subject -- and poli.,
for that matter. And I thought at that point
that was kind of a major thrust of it.,MsO
at this point that we were going to cover the
perception of the Vice President- .-

"g. at 25-27.
e0 Thereafter, Mr. Teeter drafted a poll questionnaire,

which included general "Republican Coalition" questions, and

- questions about trade and terrorism, as well as about how the

Vice President would be viewed as a potential Presidential

o candidate. Pursuant to his instructions from Mr. Fahrenkopf,

V he then showed a draft of the poll questionnaire to

CD Mr. Fuller, who made several specific comments, some of which

were incorporated into the final questionnaire. Id. at 68,
cc

71, 72; Fuller Dep. at 18-26. The poll was conducted by NOR

between the dates September 17th and 25th, 1985, and the data

thereafter extensively analyzed by the polling company. Once

the polling process was underway, the RNC was billed the full

$70,000.00 cost of the poll by MOR: first on September 9,

1985 and again on October 18, 1985. Mr. Teeter then

requested an appointment to present an analysis of this poll

to the Vice President. On November 13, 1985, he met with
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than~ had beoome Chairman of tbi itiasFu**(
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raxdidates in the, amitefa 1940, 10twhc heV

President was Honorary Cha~*o"t) ,p at 81.* A

second, more complicated, analysis m 44ed for RRC

officials, and presented to them once -ahrenkopf had

returned to the country fro .foreign travel. ZAg. at 91-96.

On July 11, 1986, a year and a hal atter Frank

Fahrenkopf informed the Vice President that the RNC was going

to commission a poll, and eight months a er the Vice

President was briefed on its results, the Vice President

established an "exploratory account" (or testing the waters

account) as a "prudent first stop in making any decision"

concerning his potential candidacy for President in 1988.

Press Release of Friday, July 11, 1986. Some seven months

later, on February 19, 1987, the Vice President authorized

the formation of a principal campaign committee, and he

formally announced his candidacy for President of the United

States in the 1988 election on October 12, 1987.

III. Discussion

The General Counsel's Brief states that the record in

this MUR contains:

three basic elements relevant to whether
a violation occurred. These elements
pertain to: (1) the assumption by the
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find that a violation of the Act bas ocred. As we will

show in the Discussion ot Law, section IV, " , a violation

cannot have occurred unless the Vice President was testing

the waters, or a candidate for federal office, at the time he

was briefed on the poll. The missing element in the General

Counsel's Brief's three points, and indeed in the record

itself, is any proof that the RNC's poll was a part of any

testing the waters effort, and thus any proof that the RNC

has made a "contribution" to any campaign.

As for the three elements identified by the General

Counsel's Brief, which would be relevant were the existence

of such a testing the waters effort to be shown, they are not

supported by the record in several important respects.
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"a project of the SCI, to he paid for by the Ne." X4 ,.

.is The ,IC oonoeived of the project, selected the p1

asked his to do the poll, told him what to include, eu

him to speak to others to obtain suggestions for qustio,

was informed of the poll's initial delay and eventual

fielding, and was billed for the final project. The:,oveber

13, 1985 analysis stated on its face that it "was conducted

by Market Opinion Research for the Republican National

%0 Committee." Teeter Dep. at FEC Exhibit No. 10; m lso

VPhillips Dep. at 22; Teeter Dep. at 22, 24, 25-26, 33, 35,

"Mm 69; and Brief at 16.

By contrast, Vice President Bush did none of the above.

0 He did not authorize or commission the poll, review the

questionnaire, know what questions it contained, ask for the

briefing, or pay for it. Letter from Vice President Bush,

attached to Response of Fund for America's Future in MUR 2133

(March 13, 1986); Fuller Dep. at 27; Teeter Dep. at 73.

The only ambiguity in the record is whether the Fund for

America's Future was under any obligation to pay for a

portion of the poll. The pollster did not think so, given

that his complete bill was sent to the RNC in September, and

again in October. Brief at 15. Similarly, Mr. Fuller, the

Vice President's Chief of Staff, assumed at the time he read
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the RUC, Mr. Aftwter' had been told that U10. C 00 46 a&

poll which included Imesions of i ~to "O t aV*

President, and that Sill Phillips of the IC Was O-Mad-1

that other Republica leaders night Object to such a poll.

Atwater explained his position as follow: *Kr. Phtillips

expressed concern about possible political fallout . .

[a]nd I said that if there was a problem that I would try to

got the Fund for Anerica's Future to pay part of the poll."

o Deposition of Harvey Leroy Atwater, In Re: KUR 2133

V [hereinafter "Atwater Dep."] at 22. Atwater, who never saw a

o) copy of the questionnaire, was asked in his deposition

100 whether he meant to offer to attempt to pay for "1988

questions." He responded that he did not mean to include in

this offer "anything dealing specifically with the 1988

presidential sweepstakes," as he "clearly knew that there

were certain types [of questions] that we couldn't pay for."

Id. at 23-24. However, Atwater continued to assume that only

the RNC would be paying for the poll, until the controversy

caused by press accounts in December, 1985 caused him to

repeat his initial offer. Brief at 17-18.
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fth record in this bVRals calysvetat ah

contents of the qestionair. used, in thia poll were

by the pollster, almost to the complete exalusion of anyon

else. Mr. Teeter has stated that he was insmtructed, in. y

general torus, by the RNC to do a poll measuring the

"Republican Coalition," and to include in that poll que ons.

on issues of particular interest to the Vice President and

his staff. Teeter Dep. at 22. Those were virtually the only

instructions Mr. Teeter received from his client about the

desired contents of the poll throughout the course of his

o work on this project. The RNC reviewed neither the draft nor

the final questionnaire before the poll was conducted. This

o3 is in accord with standard RNC practices, as the RNC's chief

O political officer has testified: "I have never reviewed and I
cc

don't know of anybody else reviewing a national voter

attitude survey prior to the fielding of the survey."

Deposition of William I. Greener, III In re: MR 2133

(hereinafter "Greener Dep.") at 28.

Mr. Teeter's control of the poll is evident, not only

from the manner in which the poll questions were assembled,

but from the fact that he took the initiative in deciding on

its timing. It was Mr. Teeter who decided that the poll
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significantly, he did not view, this poUx as a at", Poll.

He has stated that the express purpose of the poll m to

measure the Reaga/aepublican Coalition, and to oxan the

whole question of a possible 'realgnment amongst the

national political parties. Zd. at 49-50. Mr. Tee iewed

the questions about Vice President Bush's political ste

as necessary in determining "where Bush support or lack of it

added to [the Reagan/Republican Coalition) or subtracted from

it." IA. at 52. As Mr. Teeter explained in his deposition:

One of the things you try and do is find
out what causes people, a voter, to be
part of a coalition or not be part of a
coalition. I suspect what we were
talking about at the time was a fit
between whether all the things that
contributed or didn't contribute to the
Reagan -- to the Republican coalition,
one of those being Reagan, and number two
being Bush.

Mr. Teeter's FEC deposition then continued as follows:

Q. So it was clear at this point that Bush was -- I am
not going to say a majority part -- but an important
part of this poll? In other words, perception (of] the
Vice President?
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od . stera a profost*0l pollster with a

number of coeria2. as Well as political cl ients, had ist

and questions which he was eager to test in such a natiorvlde

poll. The poll Itself was an "omnibus poll, maning that

questions for several of NOR's other clients were inclu&e on

the poll. Z. at 65-66. As Mr. Teeter explained in his

deposition, N(w]e do a regular series of national polls and

there are certain kinds of questions you are trying to keep

track of in order to develop trend data. I guess we try and

measure throughout regular periods of time certain

perceptions of the Party and politics in the United States,

and issues. We are always trying to explore a little new

territory." Ia. at 42.

Further, Mr. Teeter saw the occasion of this poll as an

opportunity to do further work on "research and development"

issues relating to the way people respond to polling

questions. Id. at 46-47. Mr. Teeter explained that experts

in his field have done research suggesting that voters often

"describe political figures with nouns rather than

adjectives," Ia., a fact of professional significance to

pollsters. Accordingly, Mr. Teeter discussed with his staff

"the possibility of using this RNC general poll as a research

and development vehicle to test this methodology and
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in this NR is -that Kr.I Teterls oransftioln t-it ' i*thot

than the WNC or the vice President* was rosponsU0i* tP the

placement on the questionnaire of the questions at issi

here. The record even shows that NOR began dis 9i,

"terrorism" questions for inclusion in the poll befor it

0learned from Mr. Fuller that the Office of the Vice Proiodent

0would be interested in terrorism issues. Zd. at 5042. Mr.

Teeter has stated that "there was a great deal of thought

given by people like us and discussion as to what the

political implications of terrorism were, what the public

o thought about it, how they thought about it. So we Were

interested in it clearly on the behalf of all kinds of

o clients." Id. at 57. NOR, after the internal discussions

described above about issues, methodology, and specific

questions, began to produce a draft questionnaire in July and

August of 1985. Ia. at 39-60.

While the questionnaire was being drafted, Mr. Teeter,

pursuant to his instructions from his client, the RNC, called

Mr. Fuller and asked if there were any topics which should be

included in the poll. Mr. Fuller replied that "we would

specifically like you to think about some questions on trade,

international trade, or terrorism." Teeter Dep. at 36.
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Fuller Dep. at 19-45

Kr. Teeter ehowed l. Puller a O0%p7 @* tb* draft

questionnaire arA said 01003t tvb t40I" tlRei

there are any a~t~~ rGltOSthat, you wou3.

like to put in it.' eer ." at Do. Kr. Pulle elained

that he is fr e ly asked by,pollsters to review polls

which they are preparing 'having to do with issues that the

administration was involved in.. Fuller Dep. at 7.

Mr. Fuller stated that 'some of those polls and surveys were

taken on behalf of the RNCN and that some were outside

surveys. Id. He explained that -[f]rom time to time I was

asked to suggest questions or areas that the survey 
might

explore." Id. at 7-8. Mr. Fuller's Affidavit in this HM

states as follows:

As Chief of Staff to the Vice President,
I have been consulted by professional
pollsters, including other RNC pollsters,
concerning questions they intend to ask,
and briefed on the results of completed
polls. I accordingly was not surprised
to be asked to comment on 4r. Teeter's
poll for the RNC, and assumed others were
being asked to review it as well. I
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~z replied to Mr. Toeter in conto
my standard practice, commnti
the- issues of particular concer,
Vice, President (trade and terr
on other questions of more gone"&,
interest.

In responding to Mr. Teeter
comments, I did not intend to
possible candidacy of the Vice +

nor did it ever occur to me that
actions should be so construed. g
President has advised his staff,
including me, that he is not a c t
and has not authorized anyone to t+)
actions which might make him one. I'
considered it entirely appropriate tor a
Republican National Committee poll to
test public reaction to issues and tOra
number of prominent Republicans, with
particular attention to the Vice
President, the Party's second ranking
office holder.

Affidavit of Craig L. Fuller at 4 & 5 (March 13, 1986).

. When Mr. Teeter showed Mr. Fuller his draft

questionnaire, he specifically asked Mr. Fuller "to review

the questions that pertained to trade and terrorism" which

the Office of the Vice President's had asked be included in

the poll. Fuller Dep. at 22. Mr. Fuller did this, and sent

his comments on the poll back to Mr. Teeter. Mr. Fuller has

testified under oath that in so reviewing the poll, he

believed he was acting as someone "who is familiar with

surveys and interested in the two substantive questions

[trade and terrorism]," id. at 27, but that he did not

believe he was reviewing it on behalf of anyone other than

himself, or that his review constituted approval or

disapproval of the survey. Id. Additionally, neither the
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Vice Peident nrt tb -Fund fo - A66roa'e a utUre knew ,that

Mr.. Fuller bad rovieva the dstt questio"ei2@ Z4

We, FUllet's own opinion Of his lisitod ability to

affect: N=, 'poll for the WVC is borne out by, Mr. Teeter's-

testimony. . Teeoter has stated that, upon review of

Mr. Fller's c1aments (Mr. Fuler suggested three changes),

he told Kr. Fuller that NOR would be able to incorporate some

of r. Fuller's suggestions, but not necessarily all of thes.

Teeter Dep. at 72. As Mr. Teeter noted in his deposition,

"[c] learly, all of these suggestions are not incorporated in

the questionnaire." Zd.

Following this review of Mr. Fuller's comments, the

final questionnaire for the poll was prepared. Mr. Tester

states that this questionnaire was not shown to anyone

outside of NOR, including the RNC. Zd. at 73.

When asked in his deposition why the poll included

questions about the 1988 elections, Mr. Teeter responded that

I assumed it was our responsibility to
write a questionnaire and design a poll
that covered three or four different
purposes. . . One of those was to
measure the perceptions of the Vice
President and that we, at Market Opinion,
had written a series of questions that we
thought did that well and included in
those were some questions that referred
specifically to 1988, and that there were
some specific design reasons for us doing
it and we thought it was justifiable.

Teeter Dep. at 103.
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The General. Com"sI Iptef e that there vas
something unusual in the fact that this poll was commisioned

by the 1 C and that the Vice President va then briefed on
its results in the company of his Chief of Staff and the

Chairan of the political action committee he founded. Dri*e

at 26.

The record, however, does not support this contention.

To the contrary, the RNC*s commissioning of polls which are

then shared with high administration officials, including the

Vice President and his staff, appears commonplace. Mr.

Teeter, the pollster selected by the RNC to do this poll,

testified that he has done polls for the RNC since the

1960's, and that in 1985 alone he had several other projects

for the RNC. Mr. Teeter stated that, in his experience, he

did not regard a poll which measured the "public perception"

of an office holder outside of a campaign contest as at all

unusual. Teeter Dep. at 31.

"To my knowledge, there are dozens, hundreds, of polls

done every year" to measure the public perception of such

officeholders, Teeter said. Id. "Sometimes those are related

qr
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Mr. lhillips,# Chief of Staff to the Chairma 'of the C
was equally firm that the RNC regarded the provision of

suprsuch as poll briefings, as part of its tradititonal
relationship with a Republican administration. 1r. P illips

stated that Mr. Fahrenkopf,, the Chairman of the ROC, told his
in February of 19S5, when the poll was first comissioned

that "it would be along the lines of the practice of the

Republican National Committee to conduct a poll on behalf of

the Vice President." Phillips Dep. at 23. As Mr. Phillips

explained "[t]he RNC, one of the roles it plays when the

oRepublican Party occupies the White House is support of White
CD House activities in the political arena, one of those being

polling." Id. at 25. In fact, the briefing of the Vice

President which is at issue here was actually requested by

the RNC*s pollster, Mr. Teeter, on his own initiative and

because he thought such a briefing was "inherent" in the

process of such an RNC poll. Teeter Dep. at 88. Mr. Teeter

accordingly called Mr. Fuller and asked him to set up a

meeting with the Vice President for the purpose of briefing
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In. 4O of ftr. fuil*2's:- on the draft

quest Hr. Puller bM. teats4 as 'noted above,; t_

he is fre .enty asked to xeviewl poll& of potential intermpait

to the aaisatontatt4 nldsreviewing- draft

questionnaires and, sggesting quetOs.a Fller Dsp. at 7-4.

The oter issue raised by the GenevaI Counsel 'a Brief is
the fact that the vice President was briefed on this poll, by

Mr. Teeter, in the company of Mr. Fuller and Mr. Atwater.

The Brief suggests that this meetingwas endowed with some

special legal significance because this exact combination of

persons had not gathered before to review a poll. However,

Mr. Fuller has testified that "[flor six years I've been

briefed periodically by consultants to the RNC on polls that

are taken for the RNC, and so I thought there was nothing

unusual about it." M. at 48. Mr. Fuller stated that he had

been briefed in the company of the Vice President on party

polls on six to eight occasions in the previous year alone.

jd. at 49.

Mr. Teeter similarly expressed his opinion that it was

in the normal course of business for pollsters to brief Vice

Presidents on party polls, without the party's participation:

I think clearly in my experience Presidents
and Vice Presidents have polling done on a
regular basis, usually paid for by the
National Committee of their respective Party,
and I think they often receive data
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Thus, the only, aspct of the vice President's Briefing
which Vas different from earlier practice vas the presence of

Kr. Atwater, Chairman of the political action committee

founded by the Vice President, the Fund for America's Future.

Mr. Atwater's presence, though, should not be surprising:

Mr. Teeter has testified that he spoke with Mr. Atwater

- regularly at this time, Teeter Dep. at 83, and Mr. Atwater

1% was the head of the Vice President's new organization formed

oD to aid Republican candidates in 1986. Mr. Atwater has stated

that the poll's analysis of the public's perception of the
0

Vice President would be useful in scheduling the Vice

0 President's 1986 appearances for the Fund. jgM Atwater Dep.

at 42-43. It is only logical that the Vice President and

Mr. Fuller, who received briefings on such polls frequently,

would include the Fund's new Chairman in a poll briefing

which was expected to contain material on substantive policy

areas of particular interest to the Vice President, and on

the Vice President's political standing and effectiveness in

the party, and the country at large.
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The General Cunsel's Brief !uh that the

commission shoul4 find that vice OOeacceteds porslts

violated to a tesparticiatin in a btefiort by a pollster

in November, 1985. Zt is establishe that th. ol nwhc

he was briefed was an "R C poll,* ission d and to be paid

for by the Republican National Comittee. It is established

that the poll contained certain questions relating to the

public perception of vice President Bush,, and to his

oD political future. These questions included some selected by

CO the pollster which specifically attempted to measure, in the
cc Fall of 1985, the Vice President's current standing in a

hypothetical 1988 campaign.

The General Counsel's Brief would have the Comission

find that the Vice President thereby "accepted" poll results

pertaining to a testing the waters effort for the 1988

presidential elections", Brief at 25, and thus accepted

"funds for testing the waters purposes that exceed the limits

of 2 U. S. C. § 441 a (a) (2) (A) and 44la (f ) and 11 C. F. R. §
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in which a person "M is already a candidate or is "testing

the waters" is considered to have accepted a poll as an in-

kind contribution to a campaign or testing the waters effort.

11 C.F.R. I 106.4(b). Thes circumstances include a

candidate, or a person testing the water&, who "uses the poll

results" or "does not notify the contributor that the results

are refused." Ia. I 106.4(b)(2) & (3). The Rredicate of this

section, however, is that it applies only to a person who is

either already a candidate, or who is already testing the

waters.

The Commission's Regulations define the "testing the

waters" exemption as follows:

funds received solely for the purpose of
determining whether an individual should
become a candidate are not contributions.
Examples of activities permissible under
this exemption if they are conducted to
determine whether an individual should
become a candidate include, but are not
limited to, conducting a poll, telephone
calls, and travel.

11 C.F.R. § 100.7(b) (1) (i).

In a series of Advisory Opinions, the Commission has

discussed both the purpose and the limits of this "testing



237

th4tX'541W*k*4~f Maos ~ Mvi~ory Oi*t

1*44 "40 7.4. *L on, Osap. 4 Gtull 4X94405)~ 4 6),

MAOn)i 29S540,'jc# 1 0 6#2 (190), (fstssw) 1 196R-*3,4.

544T 26)", e @ ;ad213, . 4*(92

(Askew). 191 ea1 Of these instandces the. COMmission ba*w 4..lt
with a l3arie, or95iso4, and PublipQ "i4 of activitiesi

expressly dssignoo4 an intended to determine whether 44.
individual. shoul4 beo a candidate. The Commiiof has,
said that the purpose of the "testing the waters" period is

01i 0s0 that an individual would not be discouraged from pursuing

a variety of activities to determine whether a candidac~y for
to federal office is feasible," AO 1982-3 at 1 5647, and has

stated that the Commission regulations "permit an individual

to finance a variety of activities to assist in making a

determination of whether to become a candidate for Federal

office." AO 1981-32 at 5620.

0 In these Advisory opinions the Commission has allowed,

40 under certain circumstances, a very broad range and

cc combination of testing the waters activities. These include:

* Direct mail solicitations to raise funds
for testing the waters;

* Hospitality suites at party
gatherings;

* Travel of political associates;

* Newsletters;

* Rental of office space and
office equipment;
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aftivitie iN ov r of 11083. To te on' 'IIiyi

opinion to onaiuro that its.,,,cionas did not Caufo the Vice.

Sresident t engage in testing the waters activity. Not
0 until July of 19S6 did the Vice President establish a testing
N the waters account for the express purpose of engaging in

activities to deteraine whether to become a candidate. A.

at 10.

o Although the General Counsel's Brief has not addressed

the legal issue of when and how the Vice President allegedly

O began to test the waters, and has presented no evidence that

OD the Vice President wa testing the waters in November of
1985, it may be useful to examine the only argument the

General Counsel's Brief could have made on this point. The

Brief could (indeed must, if it is to allege a violation of

the Act without any proof of an ongoing "testing the waters

effort") suggest that the bare act of "conducting a poll" is

specifically defined by the Commission's regulations as

testing the waters in and of itself. IM 11 C.F.R.

§ 100.7(b) (1) (1).
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Brefisef ruds, that the poll was. a eafthe

commissioned by and t epi o yteRSSO~ a**
Committee. Brief at 1S. Vice President 3Saa did4 no t

authorize or commission the. poll, review OW.queStionn*e,

know what questions it Contained, requestth briefing, or

receive a bill for any portion of the poll. SML. at 12.

The Vice President himself has submitted a letter to the

Commission in this proceeding, stating that he did not

"request or authorize any polling relating to the 1988

election or any nosMible candidacy." fin=t,. at 2-3 (emphasis

*Nv added). Further, Mr. Fuller's Affidavit in this IUR includes

N_ the testimony that the Vice President had told his staff that

o he was not a candidate, and that no member of his staff was

authorized to take any action which might make him one.

0 Fuller Affidavit at 5. The Vice President did not "conduct"

a poll, nor engage in any activity intended to "test the

waters." He was simply briefed on a party poll, as was

customary.

In summary, the law provides that the Vice President's

briefing on a poll would only implicate the Act if the Vice

President were a candidate or testing the waters. There is

no suggestion or assumption that the Vice President was a

candidate at the time he was told of the poll results by the

RNC's pollster. Although the General Counsel's Brief refers
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briefed abM aill, an of the results of 'the poll, a te r

public figures are aboutsimilor polle. such a briefing Of

an administration official, only months after beginning-

service of a four ye orn of elective office, does notin

and of itself constitute testing the waters" for some other

o office. it is absolutely unprecedented for the Commission

to attempt to force an individual to "test the waters"

against his will, and on the basis of a single, isolated,

incident such as a briefing on a party poll. This is clearly

o n= the same as the organized "activities" which the

Commission has previously dealt with in the testing the

o waters context. Accordingly, there was no candidate or

testing the waters activity which could receive an "in-kind
testing the waters disbursement in the form of poll results

from the RNC in excess of the limit of 2 U.S.C. S

441a(a) (2) (A)," as the General Counsel's Brief alleges.
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referred to by the complainants.

The complaint pertained to a poll apparently commissioned by

the Republican National Committee and conducted by Market Opinion

30 Research ("MORO). This poll, according to a Washington Post

article referred to by the complainants, was conducted for the

purpose of determining "voter support* for Vice President Bush in

both the presidential primary elections and general election in

1988. The complaint referred to the article further, quoting

passages indicating that the poll was designed to explore Vice

President Bush's strengths and weaknesses among the electorate,

to rate him against other possible contenders for the Republican

nomination, to examine how Vice President Bush can use certain
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tepoll Spoif*licAlly stated that Ur. Su ist'' ~ la
frontrunner., .'84a*a, the$e att.L . r e*,ifi#4

the poll as an effortL to "test theL watOers.'r

Complainants,' iln reviewing the aftIAIOSe attaohed, to this

complaint, stated that it appeared that the poll.. ld be paid

for either by the RWC -.alone or by some allocation aong-1,1 the RISC,,

~4b NOR, and PAP,

Complainants cited 11 C.OF.R. SS 100.'7(b) (1) and 100.8(b)(1l).

They stated that, although these regulations indicate that the

terms "contribution" and "expenditures" do not include receipts

0 and disbursements for "testing the waters," they do provide for

proper recordkeeping and for treatment of the receipts and

OD disbursements as contributions and expenditures if the individual

subsequently beomes a candidate. Based on those regulations and

the limitations o Usc. S 441a, complainants asserted that

various violations were about to take place. Complainants

referred to the newspaper reports, stating that they indicate

that tOR delivered "a full copy of the poll" to WY and that NOR

intended to deliver a "very different version" of the poll to the

RNC. Complainants stated that, if the RNC pays more than $5,000

of the cost of the poll delivered to FAF, the RNC will have
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call *400 for presi4.to a*my, t t to NGOR by -the AtuC or OAF, iz

e ~oe 0. *~40Ov 31 vo3 441a !* They' further stated

that'#ic* President Bush wtill be alloweda to Pay onhly up to.

$50,000 fr~om, personal funds it be becomes a candidt eCei ving

matching ifunds. The complainants concluded from' these assertions

that, because the RNC can pay only $5#'000# PAY-can pay only

$5,000, the Vice President can pay only $50,000, and the cost of,

the poll, according to newspaper articles, was $75,000, this

would leave $15,000 unpaid for if the respondents complied with

the limits. Complainants concluded, therefore, that an excessive

or prohibited contribution would result. Complainants stated

that, in order to avoid such a result and to avoid the

"concomitant need" for Vice President Bush to prematurely

N establish a campaign committee, "there is some nonsensical talku

0 about allocating the cost between the RNC and FAF based upon the

number of questions requested by each with IdOR absorbing some of

an the cost because some questions were requested by neither

cc committee. Complainants maintained that, because the full poll

was accepted by FAF and because it related entirely to a Bush

Presidential candidacy, no such allocation was possible. They

further maintained that the suggestion that MOR inserted

questions on its own is *ridiculous," stating that those

requesting the poll would review the format and the questions,

and any questions not specifically requested would be the "usual

demographic questions included in every poll.'
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Pox ai 4 ,tI.,,,ition of theresponses ;to the

Out *fL#e refea* the cow4$ion to pp. 41-2 of the
General coa.l' 4.Sbot, dated Novenber 6, 2987. A summary of

the posttibes of *ob of the respondents follow. (This is

similar to the smary set out on pp. 13-14 of the briefs.)

The INC ro"1ided, on March 6, 1986, by submitting an

affidavit from William I. Greener, III, Deputy Chief of Staff for

Political Operations of the RNC. He stated that the RNC

commissioned NOR to conduct a poll related to various issues such

as terrorism and international trade, but not to issues related

to a possible presidential candidacy by Vice President Bush.

Subsequently, according to Mr. Greener, Lee Atwater asked him if

-m questions of interest to FAF could be placed on the poll and

Mr. Greener assented to their inclusion provided that the RNC did
0D not pay for or see the questions. In a subsequent letter from

counsel for the RNC, received on April 23, 1986, counsel stated

that the RNC commissions numerous polls on behalf of the

cc President and the Adminstration, consults with Administration

officials for their input, and makes poll data available to

Administration figures. Counsel again stated that this poll,

like a number of other RNC polls, involved "piggybacking," i.e.,

"when a committee intends to conduct a survey and make the

polling procedure available to another committee to add separate

questions of unique interest to it" and where the additional cost

"is absorbed by the separate organization."
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Mrs Teeter to c0nwduct a poll -for thel *C P~t fo11vu
details with Bill Phillipso Mr.0 ?atn0ko s Chief of" Staff. 2boe

response stated that tr. Teeter was 1i4trot+ d by the PAC t

0 receive input from the Vice President's staff, that-Mr. Teeter
O received such input, and that he believed that he had acted.

within the authority granted to NOR when he included questions

pertaining to the Vice President and 1988. NOR wrote two

separate analyses for the poll, one for the Vice President and

one for the RNC; Mr. Teeter presented the first analysis to the
Vice President on November 13, 1985, and the second analysis to

o Mr. Greener on December 19, 1985. According to the response,

after the RNC stated that it would not pay for certain questions,
C. (when the news stories referred to by the complainants appeared

or were about to appear), Mr. Teeter attempted to allocate

questions between the RNC and FAF and have MOR absorb the costs

of questions not allocable to either.

The response of FAF and the Vice President, received on

March 13, 1986, contained a detailed letter from counsel, an

affidavit from Lee Atwater identifying himself as Chairman of

FAF, and an affidavit from Craig L. Fuller, the Vice President's
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awkwardness of, inviting the Vice PreAsdit to *add issues to an""

•IC poll, 3 "Mr. Atater itat th at t jW aiht be able to pay for..
certain questions, but it wa still his impression that the it,

was to pay the full cost of the poll. The response stated that,

although Mr. Fuller reviewed a draft of the poll survey, he was

not approving the poll but Merely offering suggestions in his0
capacity as the Vice President's Chief of Staff, i.e., as a

person occasionally consulted by pollsters and as one who might

naturally comment on questions related to the Vice President.

Counsel stated that, when the poll was presented to his clients,

0 "[ilt was assumed that the 1988 Presidential questions had been

included at the direction of the RNC.0 Counsel stated that there

had been a "serious but good-faith disagreement between MOR and

cc RNC" as to what was to be included in the poll and, "in order to

ease the RNC's position," FAF had agreed "to receive a bill from

MOR" for certain questions pertaining to the public perception of

the Vice President. According to counsel, such payment would not

constitute authorization by the Vice President for testing the

waters expenditures.

On March 17, 1986, this Office received a copy of the poll

questionnaire from MOR. The questionnaire contained marginal
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MOR designat4 .nt.f ivey ,stiOns, e., 71.4% of the

questions, to be allocated to the ROI. These qo~stions included
general questions about the state.of the, nation and the

1% government, questions about the performance of the President and

the Vice President, 35 issue questions, 22 of which pertained to

trade or terrorism, questions pertaining to general feelings

about political figures, one of whom was George Bush, attitudes
0

toward both major parties and toward liberals and conservatives,

four sets of questions pertaining to attitudes toward the

President, the Vice President, and Senator Kennedy with only the

cc references to the President and Senator Kennedy being attributed

to the RNC, and questions pertaining to an ideological

characterization of the person being polled, the President, and

the Vice President.

Six questions, i.e., 5.7% of the questions, were designated

as allocable to FAF. These questions pertained to perceptions of

George Bush. Two of these questions referred to the Vice

President alone. Four were part of the four sets of questions
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I lOO.B(b) (1) by makinq enlin-kin4 disbursemo~at to excess of the
limit of 2., 108 &.,. S 44 a(a) (2) (Ak) In the fo ra of poll results for

Vice President-lush. On that date, the. Commission also found

reason to believe that VIce President George'lush violated

11 CF.R S OO. (): by accepting the, in-skind disbureetb
the RNC. Additionally* the'Commission determiLned to take no

action at that time with respect to Market opinion Research and

,.with respect to PAP and Roy G,. ale, as treasurer. Finally, the

Commission approved subpoenas for the production of documents and
0 the taking of depositions.'

Depositions in this matter occurred on the following dates:
0
CO (1) July 29, 1986 - Robert M4. Teeter; (2) July 30, 1986 - William

I. Greener, III Deputy Chief of Staff for Political operations

for the RNC; (3) August 14, 1986 - Craig L. Fuller; (4) August

15, 1986 - Lee Atwater, the Vice President and Chairman of PAP;

and (5) August 18, 1986 - Bill Phillips, formerly RNC Chief of

Staff and, as of the beginning of December, 1986, Executive

Director of P FAF.

The depositions and review of the requested documents

attempted to cover the sequence of events from the first
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General -CoU0se2 v&s prepar* to reod~ohd that the Commission

finld probable cau se teltevo, that the INC and Mr. tMc~anusr as

treasurer, violated, 11, c.V At. Xd100.6(b) (l) and probable cause to

believe that the Vice president violated 11 C.W.,R. 5 100.7(b) (1).

This Office refers the Comission to pp. 15-28 of the briefs for

an analysis of the depositions and review of documents conducted

in this matter. A sumary of this Office's analysis follows:

in discussing the circumstances surrounding the poll, this

office divided its analysis into three areas or "elements":

(1) the assumption by the persons involved that this was an RNC

C3 project to be paid for by the R1NC; (2) the knowledge, prior to

00 the fielding of the poll, that this poll would contain questions

Cr . relating to political perceptions of George Bush; and (3) the

acceptance of poll results by Vice President Bush. Each element

is discussed separately below.

(1) The testimony as a whole indicates that those involved

in the development of this poll considered this poll to be a

project of the RNC, to be paid for by the RNC, prior to the

surfacing of the controversy on December 3, 1986, and the

reporting of the controversy in Th-e Washington Post and other

newspapers starting on December 4, 1985.
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pay for the poll. r. ulr, even Attert rov.wing a draft of

the questionnaire containing virtually al& of 'the questions+

pertaining to the Vice President and hi- presidential prospect'

that were included in the final questionnaire, testified that it

was his impression that the RNC would pay for all of the

questions.

Lee Atwater and Bill Phillips testified as to Atwater's

statements that FAF might be able to pay for some questions in

response to Bill Phillips' concern that the RNC might be
0 criticized for doing a poll for only one potential candidate.

The statements were made during a conversation involving Atwater,
CD

Teeter, and Phillips and during a conversation involving Atwater,

C Greener, and Phillips. Atwater testified that he was thinking

only of questions that FAF could pay for, not questions related

to 1988. Both Atwater and Phillips testified that, after these

conversations, they still understood that the RNC was to pay for

the poll.

Mr. Greener claims that Mr. Atwater had called him and asked

if it was possible for "us" to put questions on the poll, that he

had asked for and received Mr. Phillips' approval for such an
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inquiries., there was a lack of ertainty' .ias to what this

arrangement was to enta , i.e, as to what types of questions the

MC had intended to pay for. In addition, Mr. Greener's

testimony as to his purported conversation with Mr. Atwater

indicates that he was not certain from the conversation, the

conversation ostensibly originating the *piggyback" deal, as to

whether FAF or some other representative of the Vice President

would pay for questions.

0 (2) The testimony indicates that the participants were

aware, prior to December 3, that there would be questions on the

poll pertaining to the political perceptions of the Vice

or, President. The evidence also indicates that most of the

witnesses knew that the poll would contain questions pertaining

to 1988.

The testimony of Mr. Teeter and Mr. Phillips discusses the

origins of the poll, including the Vice President's conversation

with Mr. Fahrenkopf, Mr. Teeter's conversation with the Vice

President, and Mr. Teeter's conversation with Mr. Fahrenkopf.

Mr. Teeter reasonably concluded from such conversations that the
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Confirmation 'of Mr. Teter'is underkstanding, is the f act that when

he prestied his analys is of the poll results, to the Vice

President, Mr. Fuller, and Mr. Atwater twenty days prior-,to the

surfacing of the controversy, none of the participants asked why

the questions were on the poll.' According to Mr. Atwater's

testimony,- Comments about the 1988 questions were to effect that

KI the Vice President "was out ahead of everyone and looked 'pretty

good."

During examination by his counsel, Mr. Phillips stated that

C) his understanding was that the poll was "to measure public

perception of the Vice President's role as Vice President and how

[the public] felt about his job and job performance.*

CD Nevertheless, Mr. Phillips expressed his concern as to the

CIVII appearance that the RNC was conducting a poll for one potential

candidate.

Mr. Greener claims that when Mr. Atwater asked him if it

were Possible for *Us" to include questions, he did not think

specifically whether these questions would pertain to the Vice

President's interests in the 1988 election. However,

Mr. Greener's claim that this was a "piggyback" arrangement

appears to entail an assertion that the RNC would pay for certain
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efforts for, the 190 pesA44Rotial elctiont. At a meetin in the

Vic*:VresideAt's :Office on t1ooue 13, 19810 Mr. Teeter

presented, a written analysis of the poll to the Vice Presidents

14r. Vtller, -and 14r, Atvater.A The ana 1Y a'is contains a discussion

of the public's perceptions of the Vice President, the 1988

primary election, the 1988 general ejlection, and the issues of

terrorism and trade. It appears that the entirety of this

analysis is related to the prospects for the Vice President in

the 1988 primary and general elections and that the analysis ties

almost all of the questions in the poll to this theme.

The testimony indicates that those present at the meeting

discussed the information in the analysis and related it to

scheduling the Vice President over the next several months.

or Those present also commented on the apparent strength of the Vice

President's possible 1988 candidacy as evidenced from the poll.

Despite the attempts of counsel for Mr. Awater to portray

this meeting as a meeting that was nothing out of the ordinary

and, therefore, not an acceptance of the poll, the testimony of

Mr. Atwater and Mr. Fuller indicates that this was the first time

that the Vice President and those two men had met together to

receive a poll analysis and the testimony of Mr. Fuller indicates
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a formal etin took ploce Oher e, the'results pertaining

specifically to the Vice President and 1988 were presented and

commented upon, i te that there was an acceptance by the Vice

President of the Poll results.

In summation, the-evidence presented indicates that a poll,

which prior to December 3, 1985, was to be paid for by the RNC
Nand not by the Vice President of FAF, was taken; that persons
0 involved in that poll knew prior to December 3 that one of the

purposes of this poll was to obtain information pertaining to a

on. possible 1988 presidential candidacy by the Vice President; and

. that the Vice President accepted the poll results. It appears

that, but for the fact the controversy about this poll surfaced

on December 3, 1985, this would have continued to be the

arrangement.

During this matter, Mr. Teeter has submitted dollar figures

for a division of the costs of the poll (calculated after the

controversy surfaced), a copy of the poll questionnaire with

marginal notations denoting how MOR would allocate questions
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UI. ANALYSIS OF 2=D =PLY BRIEm

A. Summary of Responses
On December 21, 1987, counsel for the RNC submitted a reply

Sbrief accompanied by an affidavit from RNC Chairman Frank
Fahrenkopf, stating his version of the origins of the poll. On
January 5, 1988, counsel for the Vice President submitted his

reply brief.

According to the RNC, the RNC commissioned the poll at issue
for its own political and fundraising purposes and, as director
of all White House polls, regularly seeks input from members of
the Administration on matter of interest to them. Such
questions, including public perception questions of

1/ As stated above, the analysis presented to the VicePresident tied in almost all the questions in the poll. Thosequestions allocated by Mr. Teeter to the RNC, however, appear topertain more to areas not related to a testing the waters effortby the vice President.
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1% second elemnt, Cos"el asserts that no RUC employee knew of the
presence of the 108 questions. Counsel further states that
although this Office states that Mr. Teeter reasonably concluded

he had been authorized to include 1988 questions, this was *not a
reasonable conclusion from the RNC's perspective." With respect

to the third element, counsel claims that the RNC would have no
first-hand knowledge of acceptance of the poll by the Vice

President. Counsel states that no one at the RNC authorized the
presentation of the poll to the Vice President or was advised

that the poll would be presented to him. He states that the RNC
was not informed that poll results had been presented until

December 3, 1985.

In his enclosed affidavit, the RNC Chairman states that he
decided to retain MOR for a national attitude survey because he

was sensitive to criticism that the RNC had not shared its
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Mr. Fabre opf then states that he had no knowledge that such
qlestions wud be on the survey and was not aware of anyone at
the 1 C who was aware such questions would be on the poll.

Fahrenkopf refers to Bill Phillips' concerns described in

the General Counsel's Brief claiming that Mr. Phillips'
"expressed concern over perceptions which might occur because of
the use by the [RNC] of a polling firm so closely identified with

the Vice President." He states that he indicated to Mr. Phillips

a desire to use a variety of polling firms in the future and that

it was thus inevitable that polling firms associated with

potential candidates would be used. Mr. Fahrenkopf states that

he had thought that the Vice President's office might be

interested in questions on trade and terrorism. He asserts that
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states that the ICUsull doe not r.viv polls prior to

fielding.

Counsel for the Vice President begins his extensive, eply

with a three-fold suary of argument. The first and most

significant point in the summary of argument of counsel is that

the Vice President was neither a candidate for President nor

engaged in a testing the waters effort at the time of the poll

and, therefore, the fact that he was briefed on the poll does not
constitute acceptance of a testing the waters disbursement.

Counsel also questions proceeding against the Vice President
personally by asserting that the Vice President's involvement in

the poll was extremely limited. Counsel asserts that the Vice
President did not request the poll, did not commission it, did

not see a copy of the questions in advance, was not consulted
about when it would take place or about any other aspect of the

poll, did not request the briefing, and did not pay for the poll.
Counsel's third point is that this situation involved nothing
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elements would ooy be r 2hvpnt if a testin thewaters of fort

ad existeid at te tiAs AS tothe first element, counsel -agrees

that the ruC was the paying client and uses this point to again

minimize the Vice Preseint's involvement, s to the second

N element, counsel states that NOR wcontrolled the questions in the

poll.* Counsel states that Mr. Teeter had certain ideas as to

the type of poll he vanted and that MOR, not the RNC or the Vice

President, was responsible for the placement on the poll of the

0 questions at issue. As to the third element, counsel states that

Mr. Teeter requested this meeting because he thought such a

briefing was "inherent" in the process of such an RNC poll," and

that there is no special significance to the fact that the Vice

President, Mr. Fuller, and Mr. Atwater met together to receive

the poll results.

Counsel concludes with a legal analysis emphasizing again

that the Vice President was not engaged in a testing the waters

effort at the time he received the poll results. Counsel further

states that, even if this Office were to rely on the concept that

"the bare act of 'conducting a poll'" is testing the waters "in

and of itself," Vice President Bush "did not 'conduct a poll.'"
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aeeusd that thei SIC Wou~d pay, for the, poll, Lae,# the f irst,

* a3Ct$ counsel stoto tbat the WIS arethtisoudPay
for the threea-fourtbs Of -the questions related to matters of

Interest to the RISC and the Administration but that the RISC "is

not Obligated for parts 'of the survey about which it has no

CV knowledge or interest.' The RISC points out that '[tihe disputed
N survey also included two commerical cients'L' and asserts that,

under the General Counsel's analysis, the RISC had an obligation

to pay for the part of the survey for the two commercial clients.

The RISC analysis is invalid. The chart displaying the basis

for the division of the $70,000 cost of the poll (referred to on

CD p. 14) divides the cost on the basis of questions for the RISC,
o, questions pertaining to the Vice President and 1988, and

questions pertaining to the Vice President but supposedly not

relating to 1988. (Deposition of Teeter, p. 121) It did not

include payments to be made for other minor clients for the

results of a few of the questions. in making reference to the
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consl quIntIos this Offices asesent o the testimony as to
the~~~ ~ covrain *~ogtevte~se hyrlate to the issia-

of who was the paIng client.* counel states that this Office

should rely on the veracity of bill Qcreeneris testimony that

Mr. Atwater had called his and asked ,to have questions of unique

political interest to the vice President placed on the poll

pursuant to a piggyback arrangement. Counsel asserts that this

Office failed to ask Mr. Atwater specifically about the

conversation, that "Mr. Atwater never clearly states that such a

conversation could not or did not occur," and that "Mr. Atwater's

memory under oath has already needed correction in regard to

discussion on these issues, as demonstrated by the filing of an

amended affidavit." Counsel for the RNC is referring to the fact

that, in Mr. Atwater's first affidavit sent by counsel for the

Vice President in response to the complaint, Mr. Atwater referred

to his statement that the FAF might be able to pay for some

questions if there were a problem and stated that he made this

statement to Mr. Greener after Mr. Greener expressed concern

about doing a poll for the benefit of one of the potential

candidates. Counsel for the Vice President sent a letter and a



we'. ~ ~4 t*~t.Wk3~ipRat tea?

obtained~" 4fxxso *o ! bokaag n a mae o r

300'0"41,1gnorea '*
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that makes no teforinne 'to'sucib a dQn**rstion. Xr. Phillipsl
Wrhom Mr., Greener-*alle64ly spoke od* ~ l fe his

-conver'sation, with r.Atwater and froa whom Mr. Greener allegedly

Obtained permiss iont for a pig9syba4* arrangement, also made no

reference to such a conversation. Mr. Phillips was Mr. Greener's

supervisor at the IWnC. Both Kr. Atwater and Mr. Phillips were

questioned carefully by counsel for this Office and asked to

recall aeriatum all of the contacts that they were involved in or

knew of pertaining to the poll. Counsel's argument that

Mr. Atwater never clearly states that such a conversation could

not occur fails to take into account that the conversation

alleged by Mr. Greener is in direct conflict with the testimony

of Mr. Atwater and Mr. Phillips. Mr. Greener claims that

Mr. Atwater actively sought to have questions pertaining to the

unique interests of the Vice President included in the poll.

According to Mr. Atwater and Mr. Phillips, Mr. Atwater did not

actively seek the inclusion of questions; rather, after

Mr. Phillips expressed a concern, Mr. Atwater held out the

possibility that FAF might be able to pay for some questions if

problems occurred.
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'by IN cousel. :'il:: t.i~vater acknowledged his mistake as to the.

aftidavit, staing that he spoke to Mr. Phillips. Therefore, it

appears that 1t. G4eener's attempt to bolster his story by

attempting to reconcile his account with that of Mr. atwatecs

was questionable. (This Office refers the Comission t
119 of the Greener Deposition and Exhibit 12 of that deposition

for the statements and for one of the documents to which

o Mr. Greener was referring. )
0 Counsel begins his argument with respect to the second

C element by agreeing with the statement that those at the RNC knew

that the poll would include questions relating to political

perceptions of George Bush. Counsel states, however, that this

is irrelevant and that the General Counsel's Brief has not

expressly stated whether anyone at the RNC had prior knowledge

that there would be questions specifically related to a Bush

presidential candidacy in 1988. Counsel maintains that the

testimony of five witnesses and the affidavit of Mr. Fahrenkopf

indicate that no one at the RNC was aware that such questions
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Counsel arguet, futb that, 9or :the,-JW to have prior
knowledge and/ior to heaw. ~ v Adzo ~*s on0' would bawe*

violated the RNC1s :ul* Its pl*dges of, neutralityf and

ptentially the INA OW, would 0ave 4etoe h blty,
to perform its poitical function. Counsel maintains, therefore,

that, from the REC's perspective, Mr. Teeter's conclusion that he

had been authorized to ask such questions was not reasonable. He

states that the facts surrounding Mr. Fuller's review of the poll

are irrelevant to the RNC's awareness of such questions because

Mr. Fuller does not work for the RNC and did not inform anyone at

Othe RNC that he reviewed the poll. Counsel further presses his

C0 argument that Mr. Teeter's conclusion was not reasonable by

contending that the RNC regularly commissions polls that contain

"voter perceptions" of Administration officials and that such

polls have not included questions relating to testing the waters

for 1988, even though "[n]o greater degree of RNC direction or

review of instruments is provided regularly for these other

firms." In a section titled "Facts," counsel states that,

although accounts of Mr. Fahrenkopf's conversation with the Vice



vt * a zseos. ofi t cons e ,i€mM, OO*e0 ths e'no . w

1thij af41v~ tue ton' df to wea lsow.e* 00 lth* rerefe t
WIvnsi t e 'is~uuo of thesecuon of:element fa6s 4o

AW".ber of reasons. rirs, counsel misc)4aracteriZes this Offlee's

poition vith respect to the second4 eeint. Although,.t hi

Office rofer s to the second element .as pertaining to the

knowledge that questions as to political, perceptions of the Vice

President would appear on the poll, this Office went further to

make the point that most of the participants knew prior to

December 3, 1985, that the poll would or did contain questions

pertaining to the Vice President's prospects in 1988. Second,

counsel's further statements that the General Counsel's Brief has

not expressly stated whether anyone at the RNC had prior

knowledge that there would be such questions and his arguments

ensuing from that contention still do not negate the RNC's

responsiblity for the poll as determined from the statements made

to Mr. Teeter and the course of conduct of the participants.

In order to discuss the RNC's responsiblity for the poll, it

is first necessary to examine counsel's declaration that the

deposition witnesses who knew that questions pertaining to 1988
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version of his expressed concerns. Mr, Greener claims that-in

mid-summer, 1985, Mr. Atwater asked permission fQE 1the inclusion

of questions. As stated in our brief, his claim that these would

be questions for which the RNc would be responsible apears to

entail an assertion that the RNC would not pay for questions of a

more particular political interest to the Vice President. Draft

letters written after December 3, 1985, and Mr. Greener's notes

of discussions by the participants on December 3, 1985, indicate

that such questions were supposedly contemplated for the

purported "piggyback" arrangement. Mr. Fahrenkopf's affidavit

states that it was his understanding at the time of Mr. Phillips'

expression of concern that "pursuant to standard polls practice,"

there "might be questions of unique political interest to the

Vice President or individuals associated with him which might be

piggybacked." Mr. Fahrenkopf makes this statement despite his

apparent intent in his affidavit and despite counsel's apparent

intent in his reply brief to minimize the concept of this poll as
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It may be' a;94e4 tbat,, even if DUM Pron3 wee n

aware that quest ions. Pertaining to the VICe Preksidents potentialI

candidacy might appear on the poll, this poin is irrelevant if

the RNC had no intention of paying for them. Nowever,, the poIint

of this evidence plus the evidence as to Mr. Phillips' concerns,

0 which continued even under the understanding that the MNC would

CD pay for the entirety of the poll (Deposition of Phillips, pp. 62-

CO 63), must be viewed as a factor within the context of the

arrangements for the poll, i.e., the authorization to do the

poll, the instructions given, and what these instructions meant

within the past practice of the persons involved.

As indicated in the General Counsel's Brief, the record

contains accounts of the language used at the genesis of the

poll. (See General Counsel's Brief, pp 20-21.) This language

indicated that the questions pertaining to the political

interests of George Bush were to be an important component of

this poll, including the level of political support for the Vice



j~i~inati-.6f fort to ose b value of Mr., Green0V'atestimony as" 'ip &to Kr. Phillips' Mrmot ., r. NahrenkOpf
0 states that he t Rr. Teeter to contact ahis Chief of Staff,

Bill. Phillips, [a tii] Political Director, Bill Greener, to
work out the details., A few points should be noted as to

o Mr. Fahrenkopf's tassertion. At the time of this conversation,
Mr. Greener, according to his own testimony, was not Political
Director. According to Mr. Greener's testimony, he did not
assume that position until April 1985, when he became Deputy
Chief of Staff. During the time of the Teeter-Fahrenkopf
conversation, Mr. Greener was Director of Communications. When
asked by this Office whether, as Communications Director, he
played a role in the RNC's contacts with those doing polls for
the RNC, Mr. Greener said, *Only peripherally, as it referred to
communications." (Deposition of Greener, p. 8) In March, 1985,
*when it had been decided" that Mr. Greener was going to become
Deputy Chief of Staff, he was informed that there would be a
national poll using NOR but, unlike Mr. Phillips, was not
informed by Mr. Fahrenkopf. (Deposition of Greener, pp. 11-13)
Finally, Mr. Greener states that, at the time he was informed of
the poll, he was told that "the discussions would principally on
the matter be between Mr. Phillips and Mr. Teeter" and that he
(Mr. Greener) was the *bookkeeper ... at that point in the
process." (Deposition of Greener, p. 13)
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fol3Awu4 tbs iftrvations qiven at the Outset of the poll.
:A em8ination of the onfltext In which this poll was

authoriso4" is also nc0ssawy-. The testinoyk, of M.x. Greener:and

Mr. Phillips inicates that MOR had not been *c cting national

polls for the.DNC. According to Mr. Greener's testimony, the RNC

- had been using only DMI for its nationwide surveys. (Deposition

of Greener, p. 41) Mr. Phillips, who had been RNC Chief of Staff
0 since January 1983, and who was in charge of polling, stated that

he did not recall NOR doing a national poll for the RNC.

(Deposition of Phillips, p. 17) The testimony of these men also

revealed that the RNC often does not review national polls before

they are fielded. Mr. Greener stated that he has never seen a

national poll before fielding and knew of no one at the RNC who

had. He stated that sometimes certain specific questions done by

DMI might be read to them or sent to them for review but "more

often than not," the RNC will rely on the pollster. (Deposition

of Greener, pp. 27-28) Mr. Phillips said that "[slometimes

questions are reviewed, and sometimes they're not" and that it
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poll, the 'questitons'- #4 ~t~r*.1 (Deposittion of Phillibs, p 17)

Mr. Greener stated that -the' MC and NWM had a "reXationhip*.

whereby NOR would draw p a questionnaire that would be fielded

without the INC, s"eing it. (Deposition Of Greener, p. 96)

Thus, the circumstances surrounidig the drafting and

fielding of the poll questionnaire were consistent with the past

- practice of the RNC and the past practice of the RNC in its

P41 dealings with Mr. Teeter. Mr. Teeter listened to the statements

0 of Mr. Fahrenkopf and the Vice President, followed through on the

instructions given him, and behaved in the manner he was

accustomed to with respect to an RNC poll. Counsel contends that

no other RNC polling firms conducting nationwide surveys which

included political perception questions on Administration

off icals have concluded that they should ask 1988 testing the

waters questions. However, the evidence indicates that NOR had
4/

not been doing nationwide surveys for the RNC. If Mr. Teeter

4/ Counsel's assertion as to other pollsters on this issue
should be scrutinized. The evidence is that, prior to the
initiation of this poll project, one pollster had been
consistently doing national polls for the RNC and that one of the
motivations for the use of NOR was to have other pollsters do
(Footnote continued)
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circumstances surrounding this poll, including statements as to

the purpose$ of the poll, statments as to how Mr. Teeter should

proceed, and the past practices of the RIC, indicate that

Mr. Teeter, who was acting on behalf of the RUC, behaved

reasonably in fielding this poll.

With respect to the third element, the acceptance of the

poll by the Vice President, counsel states that the RNC has no

first-hand knowledge. Counsel uses his reference to the third

element to assert that no one at the RNC authorized the

presentation of the poll to the Vice President or was advised in

advance that the poll would be presented to him. These

assertions should be examined in light of the evidence. It is

(Footnote continued)
such polls. If counsel is referring, instead, to polls fielded
since the controversy surrounding this poll emerged, then the
assertion is of little value. The controversy surrounding this
poll became well known in early December, 1985. Furthermore, the
documents submitted by the RNC indicate that a letter was written
to the potential 1988 candidates after the controversy emerged
referring to the controversy and to the need for the RNC to
preserve neutrality with respect to 1988. The pollsters of the
potential candidates thus would have been put on notice of the
need to avoid placing 1988 questions on RNC polls. Therefore,
the context in which the same instructions and review or lack of
review of questionnaires occurred would have differed from the
context existing in this matter.
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the RIC should have asstz4 that the Vice President would be
receiving an Mn4,1yi. M. Grnrh 4esoription of

discussions in preparation for press"inquiries on December 3,

1985, indicated that one of the polva purposes was to include

issues or matters of interest to the Vice President. (Deposition

of Greener, p. 96) Mr. Phillips, in his testimony, indicates a

knowledge that this poll was being conducted for the Vice

President, as well as for the RUC. Mr. Phillips stated that
0 "[h]is understanding of the Teeter project was that there would

be a poll conducted, commissioned by the RNC for the Vice

President." (Deposition of Phillips, p. 32) Therefore, RNC

or counsel's reliance on a possible lack of a specific statement to

RNC personnel that a poll analysis should be presented to the

Vice President or on a possible lack of specific knowledge that

such an analysis was to be or had been presented is unavailing.

RNC counsel concludes his response by challenging the

applicability of 11 C.F.R. S 106.4(b) to this matter. This

regulatory section outlines the circumstances under which the

purchase of poll results constitutes a contribution to a
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Off ice'Is stat ement that, but f~i the euwrgenoe, Of the

controversy, the RUC would havo still been obligated for the

entire $70,000 payment for the- poll, cOunsel states that

Mr. Fahrenkopf's affidavit makes it clear that the RN would not

have knowingly paid for such information. Counsel concludes by

stating that it would be unreasonable for a probable cause

finding to be based on "speculation over events which might have,
0

but did not occur.

o 5/ Counsel's statement that the RNC has not received such a
poll apparently refers to the fact that the analysis received by
the RNC pertained predominantly to prospects for the party and

Cr information on public perceptions of issues rather than to the
political prospects of the Vice President in 1988. However,
according to Mr. Teeter's testimony, the analysis that was to be
presented to the RNC was changed as a result of the controversy.
He testifies that he and Mr. Greener met after December 3, 1985,
but prior to the presentation of the analysis to the RNC, to
review poll questions and to determine what questions the RNC
would pay for. Mr. Teeter had intended to include in the RNC
analysis "a substantial share" of the analysis already presented
to the Vice President. Because it appeared to Mr. Teeter that
the RNC would not pay for most of the questions pertaining to the
Vice President, he eliminated the analysis of those questions
from his report to the RNC. (Deposition of Teeter, pp. 110-111)
It appears, therefore, that, but for the emergence of the
controversy, the RNC might have received a poll analysis that
contained a significant amount of information pertaining to the
Vice President's political prospects in 1988.
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In order to analyze the reply rieof the Vice President

with specificity,, this Office will-first reply -to counsel's

analysis of the three elements. This office will then reply to

the summary of argument, the first point of which appears to

subsume counsel's legal argument as to this matter.

With respect to the first element, counsel states that the

RNC was the paying client. He states that the RNC conceived of

0 the project, selected the pollster, asked him to do the poll,

*,IN told him what to include, requested him to speak to others to

Cr obtain suggestions for questions, was informed of the poll's

initial delay and eventual fielding, and was billed for the final

project." Counsel asserts that the Vice President did none of

the above, stating that "[h]e did not authorize or commission the

poll, review the questionnaire, know what questions it contained,

ask for the briefing, or pay for it."

This Office agrees with the contention that the RNC was the

paying client, but questions the attempt to minimize the
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and that t"' et*nr chose the contents of the, Poll.

Counsel claims Mr. Teeter's control is evident in three

ways: (1) that he decided the timing of the poll; (2) that he

'had a clear idea of what sort of poll he expected to do"; and

(3) that Mr. Teeter's organization, rather than the RNC or the

Vice President, chose the questions at issue.

If, as the evidence indicates and counsel admits, the lack

of review by the RNC was in accordance with past practice, then

the fact that Mr. Teeter drafted the questionnaire himself should

not negate the RNC's responsibility for the poll. In his

threefold argument, however, counsel is attempting to minimize

the responsibility of the others involved in this process,

including the Vice President and his agents.

With respect to the contention that Mr. Teeter decided the

timing of the poll, counsel cites Mr. Teeter's testimony for the
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idea of what he wanted to do* cousel states tt a r. Teeter knew

that this poll was a pol t wasure the Reagootspublican

coalition and to examine the question of realignment. Counsel

states that Mr. Teeter 'viewed the questions about the Vice

President's political strength as necessary' in determining how

George Bush's support added to the Reagan/Republican coalition.

This Office agrees with the idea that Mr. Teeter fielded the type

of poll he reasonably believed was authorized. Counsel's attempt

to minimize the role that political perceptions of George Bush

were to play in this poll, however, is not supported by a

complete reading of the relevant portion of the Teeter

deposition, cited by counsel, and by the accompanying documents.

The purposes referred to by counsel were some of the
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With reference to Mr. T tete ing a. *14tideat as to the

type of poll he wanted, counsel refers to the.C0t that

Mr. Teeter was eager to test tre A 4etioahs- ah numr of

K. commercial, as well as political, clients- and -that Mr.-Teeter saw

the poll as an opportunity to teat survey teohniques. this

Office does not dispute the fact that Mr. Teeter used this poll,

as well as a number of other polls (Deposition of Teeter, pp 46-
0

47), for the purposes cited by counsel. In the context of the

RNC-MOR relationship, this Office does not see how this argument

Cnegates or minimizes the responsibility of the RNC for the poll

Cand the role of the Vice President and his agents.

With reference to MOR choosing the questions rather than the

RNC, counsel asserts that MOR began discussing questions on

terrorism even before learning from Mr. Fuller that the Vice

President would be interested in including such questions. The

timing of this discussion within MOR is insignificant. This

Office notes that terrorism was a major issue in general, and

that Teeter was the Vice President's pollster and adviser and

knew of areas that interested the Vice President. The document



4istas. biii ! *: A# N:l* : Q by a! ii

A.&5Et htq~toeo thepx~ ~~$n~ teVc

ftest00tit, the anleO , a e tr im we a1l
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further states that Mr. Puller is:" £renuuly aked to look at

polls and believed that he was reviewing this poll as someone

familiar with survey$ and interested In trade, and terrorism but

not on behalf of anyone other than himself. Counsel states that

neither the Vice President nor FAF knew that he had reviewed the

questionnaire. Counsel further states that Mr. Teeter told

Mr. Fuller that he could incorporate some, but not all, of the

suggestions.

Although Mr. Teeter included the questions cited by counsel

before Mr. Fuller saw the survey, Mr. Teeter was doing this

pursuant to what he believed he was authorized to do and

consistent with past RNC-MOR practice. The important factor is

that he asked Mr. Fuller to review the questionnaire and sought

his input. Despite counsel's statements in this part of his

reply that Mr. Fuller believed he was acting merely on his own

behalf, counsel in his summary of the facts of the case stated

that Mr. Teeter showed a draft questionnaire to Mr. Fuller

"[plursuant to his instructions from Mr. Fahrenkopf." According
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was sought as the input oft Ain' agent. of the Vic, president*

Counsel tries to emphasi*, that Mr, Toetor Udd not

incorporate all of Mr. Fuller's suggestions. fowever, Mr. Teeter

incorporated some of the suggestions including auch of the

suggested language for at least two questions pertaining to Bush

and the 1988 election.

With respect to the third element, counsel claims that,

since the briefing of the Vice President was customary, not

unusual, there was no acceptance of any disbursement subject to

the statutory limitations. Counsel maintains that the briefing

by Mr. Teeter of the Vice President was nothing more than a

customary briefing by an RNC pollster for an Administration

official. In attempting to make this point, counsel states that

the fact that the particular group briefed on the poll results

had never met before for such a purpose was of no significance.

He states that since Mr. Fuller and the Vice President have been

briefed together on party polls six to eight times, the only

additional factor was the presence of Mr. Atwater. Counsel

maintains that, since Mr. Atwater was speaking to Mr. Teeter
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acodn limi Mr. tatrulrlein this meeing Isoltely this frequwent

with the tuletimoycted bywomw counse. uAterb Mr. ATater stte

that, at the meeting, he had discussed the scheduling of the Vice

President over the next several months, this Office specifically

asked if he was speaking on behalf of FAF in this discussion.

r. Atwater said, "Not particularly. I am giving my own

observation, my own judgment. (Deposition of Atwater, pp. 42-

43)
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the: argument ta th VIce' P1,es idept'a involvement vith tepo.

was extremely limited. Thisissue is addressed. in our anaysis

of counsel's discussion of the first element. In the third part

of his summary, counsel states that "there is no proof that this

poll was intended to have any connection with the 1988 elections'

(emphasis included) and that there was "nothing more than a

fundamental misunderstanding about what the poll would contain."

This issue is addressed in our analysis of RNC counsel's

discussion of the second element.

In the first part of his summary, counsel presents his

principal legal argument, an argument he amplifies in his final

section, his legal analysis. Counsel maintains that, as an

"absolute legal predicate" to the violation alleged by this

Office, it must be established that the Vice President was a

candidate or was engaged in a "testing the waters" effort during

that time period. Counsel, in effect is arguing that there is a

such a concept as a testing the waters status encompassing a

series of activities.
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whether an Individuatl shouldb~o twq* ba lt* Collosel states

that thesie opAins say'that the pas. -of at*stinq theb V* *r6

per io4 is to, enable "candidates to' pursuo a vatfety of activ~ti

or;a broad range of activities to detwrine whetber to become a

candidate, without becoming a candidate yet. Counsel then lists

such activities. Counsel states that-the-Vice President was not

conducting any of the activities he lists and -did not establish a

testing the waters account for the express purpose of engaging in

such activities until July, 1986.

Counsel maintains that since no evidence has been presented

that the Vice President was already testing the waters in

November, 1985, the only argument that this Office could be

making is that "the bare 'act' of conducting a poll" is testing

the waters "in and of itself." Counsel maintains that, the Vice

President did not conduct a poll, stating that he did not

commission or authorize the poll, review the questionnaire, know

what questions would appear, request a briefing, or receive a

bill, and stating that he told his staff he was not a candidate.

Counsel states that the poll was the RNC's poll and just because

the Vice President received a customary briefing does not mean he

was testing the waters.
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not prelude consideration of the ativRty in tb1s aettsr a*

testing the water activity.

The advisory opinions cited by ounse1, &Os 1986-6, 1985-40,

1982-3, and 1981-32, discuss situatlons tt h*pen* to involve a

number of activities, but nowhere in these opinions does the

Commission state that, in order to test the vaters, one must be

involved in a variety or range of activities. Indeed, the

Commission's analyses of the questions presented focus on the

individual activities presented. Thus, one activity may

constitute a testing of the waters.

Counsel argues that, even if one activity can constitute

testing of the waters, the Vice President did not conduct a poll

and, therefore, did not engage in one such activity. Counsel's

analysis is flawed in two ways. First, counsel has misconstrued

the testing the waters regulation. The regulation refers to

"conducting a poll" as an example of testing the waters activity.

It does not say that the potential candidate must conduct the

poll for the activity to apply. Rather, the regulation

contemplates that a potential candidate would be a
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of thevice Presidtnt and his agents linthenorigins of the poll,

discussi as th oll an the pern nipt of the poll.

Do Sam-latie as. to the JW, a* the vice presideont

knew prior to December 3, 1985, the day the controversy as to

this poll emerged, that one of the purposes of this poll was to

obtain information pertaining to a possible 1988 presidential

candidacy by the Vice President. Although it is argued that RNC

personnel did not know that questions pertaining to a possible

candidacy by the Vice President in 1988 would appear on the poll

or intend for such questions to appear, the RNC should be held

responsible for the poll and for the in-kind disbursement of poll

results to the Vice President. The circumstances surrounding

this poll, including statements to Mr. Teeter as to the purposes

of the poll, statements as to how Mr. Teeter should proceed, and

the past practices of the RNC (including the past course of

conduct with MOR) indicate that Mr. Teeter, who was acting on

behalf of the RNC, reasonably believed that he was fielding the
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pol he was 'author L x to, field ad babi4 tea sonably in
developing and fieldig thi 1*l'

vi y:ll#, the hcutammsn sizltroianE*gt** ' puEtioipation of

tieVice ftsident a his agents in tbe oxigins of the poll

IscUssIons during the d0*0t4poiet of tb*, poll, and the receipt

of the poll indicate that the Vioe President accepted poll

results pertaining to a possible adidacy in 1988.

Based on the foregoing analyis, this Office recomends that

the Commission find probable cause to beiewve that the Republican

National Comitee and William J. licanus, as treasurer, violated

11 C.F,R. S 100,8(b)(1) and probable cause to believe that Vice

President George Bush violated 11 C.FR, S 100.7(b) (1).

Ill., DISCUSSION OF CONCILIATION N LED CIVIL PINnLTIZU
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1. Find probable cause to believe that the Republican
National Committee and William J. Ncffanus, as
treasurer, violated 11 C.F.R. S 100.8(b) (1).

2. Find probable cause to believe that Vice President
George Bush violated 11 C.F.R. S 100.7(b) (1).

3. Approve the attached conciliation agreements.

4. Approve the attached letters.

General Counsel

Attachments
1. Reply brief of counsel for the RNC
2. Reply brief of counsel for the Vice President
3. Letter and conciliation agreement to counsel for the RNC
4. Letter and conciliation agreement to counsel for the Vice

President



In, the Matter of

Repubi ican National (COsittee
William J. McManus, as tr easurer

Vice President George Bush

Market Opinion Researdh Co.

The Fund for America's I uture,
Inc., and Roy G. Hale, as
treasurer

MUR 2133

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, recording secretary for the

Federal Election Commission executive session of May 3, 1988,

do hereby certify that the Commission decided by a vote of

5-0 to continue consideration of MUR 2133 at the executive

session of May 24, 1988.

Commissioners Aikens, Elliott, Josefiak, McGarry, and

Thomas voted affirmatively for the decision; Commissioner

McDonald was not present at the executive session of

May 3, 1988.

Attest:

U Marjorie W. Emmons
Secretary of the Commission

Date

R1O~~I *PRZ. LDCION COUtZS8ZQN
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In the Matter of

Republican National Comttee"
William J. McMnu , as treamer

Vice President George Bush ) ISR 2133

Market Opinion Research Coo

The Fund for America' s Future, )
Inc., and Roy G. Hale# as
treasurer )

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. emons recording secretary for the

Federal Election Conu-ission executive session of June 14,

0 1988, do hereby certify that the Conntission took the

0)

following actions in MUR 2133:

1. Failed in a vote of 1-5 to pass a motion to -

a) Find no probable cause to believe that
the Republican National Committee and
William J. McManus, as treasurer,
violated 11 C.F.R. S 100.8(b) (1).

b) Find no probable cause to believe that
Vice President George Bush violated
11 C.F.R. S 100.7(b) (1).

c) Close the file.

(continued)
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4) Pjxect the Off ice of thO e e4
to send aprpiate letters.pMu~
the above actions.

cowisioner Aiken# voted affivati"et74 9
the Notioni Camissionoe Xlliottir,1 1"a*
Mc~nad, Ne~arry, and Thomas dissented.

2. Decided bya vote of 5-1 to:

a) Find probable cause-to believe that
to George Bush for President, Inc,

violated 11 C.F.R. S 100.7(b) (1).

Eqb) Find no probable cause to believe
that Vice President George Bush
violated 11 C.F.R. s 100.7(b) (1).

c) Take no further action with respect
o to a violation of 11 C.F.R. S 100.8

(b) (1) by the Republican National
Comittee and William J. McManus# as
treasurer.

d)

Comissiolers Elliott, Josef iak, McDonald,
McGarry, and Thomas voted affirmatively for
the decision; Comu-issioner Aikens dissented.

Attest:

Date 7Mroi .Emn
Secretary of the Coimmission
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19'Mr ros Chief I0
R& eblican Iational CoNWIt -

.9 Do84snhow~.t '40,10 Ceutorr*i Street, *....
Washingt on, .C. 20003

a;R AUR 2133
Repub1U~tan National
Comeitte
WiIlio J. 'Mclanus, as

Dear Mr. Braden:
On June 19, 1986, you were notified that the FederalIr Election Commission found reason to believe that your clients,

the Republican National Committee (Othe RNCe) and William j.Mcmanus, as treasurer, violated 11 C.F.R. S 100.8(b)(1).Subsequently, an investigation was conducted in this matter. OnJune 14, 1988, the Commission determined to take no further actiono with respect to a violation of 11 C.F.R. S 100.8(b) (1) by the RNCand Mr. McManus, as treasurer.
The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.c. S 437g(a) (4) (B)and S 437g(a) (12) (A) remain in effect until the entire matter isclosed. The Commission will notify you when the entire file hasbeen closed.

The Commission reminds you that making in-kind disbursementsof poll results to a person for testing the waters purposesappears to be a violation of 11 C.F.R. 5 100.8(b)(1). Yourclients should take immediate steps to insure that this activitydoes not occur in the future.

If you have any questions, please contact Jonathan Levin,the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

General Counsel
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Gerg Bshfo Pnsde.

Dear Mr. BarangOn June 14, 
J988, the Federal Election Commission foundN that there is probabe cause to believe that your client, George

Bush for President, rnc., violated 11 C.F.R. 5 100.7(b)O(), aprovision of the Comission Regulations, in connection with theacceptance of results from a poll authorized by the RepublicanNational Committee pertaining to a possible candidacy by VicePresident George Bush in the 1988 presidential election. On thatdate, the Commission also found no probable cause to believe thatD Vice President Bush violated 11 C.F.R. S 100.7(b) (1).
The Commission has a duty to attempt to correct violationso of the Commission Regulations for a period of 30 to 90 days byinformal methods of conference, conciliation, and persuasion, andby entering into a conciliation agreement with a respondent. Ifwe are unable to reach an agreement during that period, theCommission may institute a civil suit in United States DistrictCourt.

Enclosed is a conciliation agreement that the Commission hasapproved in settlement of this matter. If you agree with theprovisions of the enclosed agreement, please have your clientsign and return it to the Commission within 10 days. I will thenrecommend that the Commission approve the agreement.
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OJN COMMISSION
J4.uns 23, 9

RE INUR 21,33
Republican National
Committee
Willia J. McManus, as

IN treasurer

Dea lt.BradeR,

O - Jun* 19, 1986, you were notified that the Federaltectiniis ion foud reason to believe that your clients,thRepublican VatiOnal Committee ("the RNC") and William J.-- anus - streasurer r violated 11 C.F.R. S 100.8(b)(1).Subsequently, an investigation was conducted in this matter. OnJune 14, .1988, the Commission determined to take no further actionwith respect to a violation of 11 C.F.R. 5 100.8(b) (1) by the RNC0D and Mr. McNanus, as treasurer.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.s.C. S 437g(a) (4) (B)and S 437g(a) (12) (A) remain in effect until the entire matter isclosed. The Commission will notify you when the entire file hasbeen closed.

The Commission reminds you that making in-kind disbursementsof poll results to a person for testing the waters purposesappears to be a violation of 11 C.F.R. S 100.8(b)(1). Yourclients should take immediate steps to insure that this activitydoes not occur in the future.

If you have any questions, please contact Jonathan Levin,the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

/i~
a ence Co

General Counsel
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JAN W. SARAN
(302) 490-7330

Lawrence M. Noble
Office of General,
Federal Election C
999 E Street, NW.
Washington, D.C.

Attention: j

Re:

Dear Mr. Noble:

This is in response!tQ yoawletter Of .aune 23, 1988
regarding the above-t- tr. Inclosed please find
the conciliation agre t c t Conmission has approved
in settlement of this matter-aM Whih I have executed on
behalf of our client who ac the ageaement without
change.

I await formal confirmation by you that this matter has
now been closed.

Sincerely,

Jan W. Baran

tot

Aft
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In the *atter, of

torge enrh fourne of eore ur dn

Market opi I onResarch oopany, n1fl

Th* Fund fo Aericas Itur04.re I

10 MfC@R~ D Aim 'mz.
Attached is a conciliation agr**eat wshieb has beent signed

by the General Counsel of Geoerg lush for President, Inc. The
attached agreement contains no Changes froa the, agremefnt
approved by the Commission On June 14, 198. This Office
recommends approval Of the signed agreement.

on June 3. 1986, the Commission voted to take no action at
teat time against market Opinion Research Company, Inc. ("MORN)
and The Fund for America's Future, Inc. (oAF) and Roy G. hale,
as treasurer. In the General Counsel's Report being considered
by the Commission on that date, this Office had discussed the
allocations computed by NOR after the controversy as to the poll
emerged and the Republican National Committee (NRNC") stated that
it would not pay for certain portions of the poll. In that
report, this Office had recommended that the Commission find
reason to believe that NOR violated 2 U.S.C. I 441b(a) by
apparently assuming the costs of questions not allocated to the
RNC or FAF in the amount of $12,614. This Office also had
recommended that the Commission find reason to believe that FAF
and Mr. Hale, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. 5 434(b)(8) by not
disclosing an apparent debt of $4,996 to NOR for the questions



alloated to YAV
..... ts an .......... o..th t.. S*a et out in the

total of the abovo, fiju*s# b"-the JW1 fo Astig the waters for
ViCe President bush, ;t v wo* -tbt NOR did not
mke a contribution and that rt did not InaUr a debt to be
disclosed in Its reports.

Based on the foregoing anolys1s, this Office recommends that
the Commission find no reason to believe that NOR violated
2 U.s.c. 5 441b(a) and no reason to believe that FA and
Mr. Hale, as treasurer, violated 2 U.sc. o 434(b)(8).to

K Furthermore, this Office recommends that the Commission close the
. file in this matter.

I I R EUCOMNNEDATIONS

l1. Accept the attached conciliation agreement with George Bush
C5 for President, Inc.
S 2. Find no reason to believe that Market Opinion Research

Company, Inc. violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).
3. Find no reason to believe that The Fund for America's Future,a Inc. and Roy G. Hale, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C.
|r 5 434(b)(8).

4. Close the file.

5. Approve the attached letters.

Date 2 /Lwec oNbl

General Counsel

Attachments
1. Agreement signed by counsel for the Bush Committee2. Proposed letters to respondents
3. Proposed letter to complainants
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;f'ft! W Sdont, Inc.

Varket, opinion tantach Co., Inc0

Tbe Fan& tot AVricas Future, Inc.
Roy -G, i0o H. as teasurer

MUR 2133

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Enmons, Secretary of the Federal

Election Commission, do hereby certify that on July 18,

1988 the Commission decided by a vote of 5-0 to take

the following actions in MUR 2133:

1. Accept the conciliation agreement with George Bush
for President Inc., as recommended in the General
Counsel's Report signed July 13, 1988.

2. Find no reason to believe that Market Opinion
Research Company, Inc. violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).

3. Find no reason to believe that The Fund for America's
Future, Inc. and Roy G. Hale, as treasurer, violated
2 U.S.C. S 434(b) (8).

(Continued)

0



Date e rjorie W. Emmions
Secretary Of the Commission

Received in the Office of the Commission Secretary:Thurs., 
7-14-88, 10:0'

Circulated on a 48-hour tally basis: Thurs., 7-14-88, 4:OC

Deadline for vote: 
Mon., 7-18-88, 4:OC

tu i, Z ect04-
C 'tif t. iony~ :

J u l I t :1 9 8-

4. Close the
ApprOV* p4.4 in the General
Cotnsex5:"

CommisSiOnos li0 tt josfi'ak,' ,4V ld, McGarry# and

Thomas voted afir, tVY for the decisioni Commissioner Aikens

did not cast a vote.

Attest:
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. COMMISSION

July 20, 19,8

n@a Center

R: NUR 2133
Republican National
Committee

William J. RaNnus, as
treasurer

Dear Sr. Bradaens

On June 23, 1988, -tis Office sent a letter informing you
that the Commission had dtermined to tke no further action with
respect to a violation of 11 C.i.R S 100.8(b)(l) by the
Republican National Committee and William J. Nc~anus# as
treasurer. This is is to advise you that the entire file in this
matter has now been closed and will become part of the public
record within 30 days. Should you wish to submit any legal or
factual materials to be placed on the public record in connection
with this matter, please do so within ten days. Such materials
should be sent to the Office of the General Counsel.

OEnclosed please find a Statement of Reasons adopted by the
Commission explaining its determination with respect to your
clients. This document will be placed on the public record as

Or part of the file of HUR 2133.

Should you have any questions, please contact Jonathan
Levin, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

General Counsel

Enclosure
Statement of Reasons



" ION COMMISSION

July 20, 1968

:,., .V"i 4$013

R.: R MU 2133
Narket Opinion Research
Company, Inc.

Dear ir. Meyer:

Vrw,4aary 31 the Federal Election Comission*, .40e your cli* kret Opinion Research Company, Inc.( * ) Lof a camtat 6alleging violations of certain sections
of the Federal lti'on Campaign Act of 1971, as amended.

By letter da.t* Jne 19, 1986, this Office Informed youthat, on June 3, 1#0s the Commission determined to take noaction against NOR at that time. On July 16, 1988, the1Commission found, on the basis of information in the complaintand information provided by your client, Robert Teeter, and othero witnesses, that there is no reason to believe NOR violated
2 U.S.C. I 441b(a). Accordingly, the Commission closed its file
in this matter.

This matter will become a part of the public record withinOD 30 days. If you wish to submit any materials to appear on the
o public record, please do so within ten days. Please send such

materials to the Office of the General Counsel.

If you have any questions, please contact Jonathan Levin,
the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

S ely, /

Encloseoble
GGeneral Counsel

Rnclosures
General Counsel's Report



Tas to ''1:-t*C# ee to the, 10414~t You. filed, with theFederal 3leot% *sou01"i on J19& 8244 , concerning apol authotia,1 Eublican NM, a Comaitto'e which,contained quast n as to poossibl|.4cadidacy of
r President Geog sueb in the 1968 presdential election.

After coduqtaig an investigation in this matter, theCommission found rtht there was probable cause to believethat George %ush for President, Inc. violated 11 C.F.R.
o 5 100.7(b)(1), a provision of the Commission Regulations. OnJuly 18, 1988, a conciliation agreement signed by therespondent was accepted by the Commission and the file inthis matter was closed. On that date and during the courseO of this matter, the Commission also made determinations withrespect to other respondents in this matter. On June 14,1988, the Commission found no probable cause to believe thatc Vice President George Bush violated 11 C.F.R. S 100.7(b)(1)and decided to take no further action with respect to aviolation of 11 C.F.R. I 100.8(b)(1) by the Republican

National Committee (ORNCO) and William J. McManus, astreasurer. On July 18, 1988, the Commission also found noreason to believe that Market Opinion Research Company, Inc.("NOR) violated 2 U.s.C. 5 441b(a) and no reason to believethat The Fund for America's Future ('FAF) and Roy G. Hale,as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. 434(b)(8). This Office hasenclosed a copy of the conciliation agreement, a copy of aStatement of Reasons explaining the Commission's
determinations with respect to George Bush for President,Vice President Bush, and the RNC, and a General Counsel'sReport reviewed by the Comimssion before it made itsdeterminations with respect to NOR and FAF.
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July 20, 1988

R: RtlR 2133
George Bush for President,

vice President George Bush
'0 

The Fund for Americas
Future, Inc.a MRoy G. Hale, as treasurer

Dear Mr. Baran:

On July 16, 1988, the Federal Election Commission1accepted the signed conciliation agreement submitted by youon behalf of George Bush for President, Inc. in settlement of
a violation of 11 C.F.R. S l00.7(b)(1), a provision of theCommission Regulations. On that date, the Commission alsofound no reason to believe that your clients, The Fund forAmerica's Future, Inc. (*FAF") and Roy G. Hale, as treasurer,violated 2 U.S.C. S 434(b)(8). The Commission had previouslyvoted, on June 3, 1986, to take no action at that tizecr against FAF and Mr. Hale, as treasurer. Finally, as you werepreviously informed, the Commission, on June 14, 1988, foundno probable cause to believe that Vice President George Bushviolated 11 C.F.R. S 100.7(b)(1).

The file in this matter has now been closed. Thismatter will become a part of the public record within 30days. Xf you wish to submit any factual or legal materialsto appear on the public record, please do so within ten days.Such materials should be sent to the Office of the General
Counsel.

Please be advised that information derived in connectionwith any conciliation attempt will not become public withoutthe written consent of the respondent and the Commission.See 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(s). The enclosed conciliationagreement, however, will become a part of the public record.
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NOW, + W1OM* the Commission and the Respond nt, having
duly entered into conciliation pursuant to 2 U.s.c.

S 437g(a) (4) (A) (i), do hereby agree as follows:

1. The Commission has Jurisdiction over the Respondent,

and the subject matter of this proceeding.

II. Respondent has had a reasonable opportunity to

demonstrate that no action should be taken in this matter.

III. Respondent enters voluntarily into this agreement with

the Commission.

IV. The pertinent facts in this matter are as follows:

1. Respondent is the successor in interest to Vice
President George Bush with respect to the matters set forth in

this agreement.

2. The RNC is a multicandidate political committee

under 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(4).
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President George Rush. in 'the. 196 preuidential election.,

7. Section 4.41a(a).(2) (A) of Title 2, United States

Code, a section of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as

amended ("the Act"), states that no multicandidate political

committee shall make contributions to any candidate and his

authorized political committees with respect to any election for

federal office, which, in the aggregate, exceed $5,000. Section

(r 441a(f) of Title 2, United States Code, prohibits a candidate

from knowingly accepting any contribution in violation of the

provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 441a.

8. Section 100.7(b) (1) of the Commission Regulations

provides that, although funds received solely for the purpose of

determining whether an individual should become a candidate are

not contributions, only funds permissible under the Act, may be

used for such activities. This section further provides that, if
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Becauae thiS paymen is$R OM; than~ the amount the

Commisionf has treated ag i11 risil receaive by Respondent,,

ro civil penalty will be paid by Respondent.

VII. The Commission,, on request of anyone filing a complaint

under 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a) (1) concerning the matters at issue

herein or on its own motion, may review compliance with this

agreement. If the Commission believes that this agreement or any

requirement thereof has been violated, it may institute a civil

action for relief in the United States District Court for the

District of Columbia.

VIII. This agreement shall become effective as of the date

that all parties hereto have executed same and the Commission has

approved the entire agreement.
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FOR THE cmIa iXtOU:

awrence M. Nob-
General Counsel

0 FOR THE RESPONDENT:

OD

ec /a-n,.w. Baran
Ca.

as General Counsel
George Bush for President, Inc.

bAte

Datel
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Mr. aronathan, Levi MI
Federal letio
999 z. Street, X.V
Washington, D.C. 34

213 %rk-tIOpinion. ;Z
9"arft Company

Dear Mr. Levin:

This letter vil om ii5 O: 4sev~t to keep confidenti--
and omit from the &11 AR .... mttr a references to
NOR clients other tht iethast-are named parties
to the action. The- .s00fie* raies to be omitted that we areaware of in the rs o R Teeter's deposition are the

references to the "Na1;l Ope ional Campaign Committee",
"Seagrams" and the "lA* 4Vas ton and Tourism Bureaum
found on lines 19 through 22 of page 66. The specific documents
to be omitted are the billing memorandums, dated 9/17/85, to MOR
clients "NRCC" and "C/N/B" and a "Short Form Estimate of Cost",
dated 9/6/85, with an accompanying allocation schedule. Copies
of these documents were enclosed solely for your convenience in
locating the copies in the public record and should have been
destroyed when you located the originals. Thank you.

Very truly yours,

George H. Neye

GHM/ec

cc: Mr. Frederick P. Currier
Mr. Robert M. Teeter
Mr. Jack VandenBerg

VIA FEDERAL EXPRESS

11761tr.002
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SU53Uc STATEMENT OF 0REASON FOR MUR 2133

Attaobed is a copy of the signed Statement of Reasons

in MUR 2133 received in the Commission Secretary's Office

Friday, August 5, 1988 at 3:30 P.M.



I3VOU TUE1 PpO33AL ELETION COUUIION

fil the Matter, of

Vice President C oe Bush ) MUR 2133

Republican Na a Committee and )
William J. MManas, as treasurer )

STATEMENT OF REASONS

On January 24, 1986, a complaint was filed with the Federal Election

Commission (*the Commission") against Vice President George Bush, the

Republican National Committee ("RNC"), Market Opinion Research ("MOR")

and The Fund for America's Future, Inc., ("the Fund"). The complaint

alleged that the RNC provided and the Vice President accepted certain

poll results in November of 1985 in violation of the Federal Election Campaign

Act. The complaint further alleged that the poll was conducted for the

purpose of determining "voter support" for Vice President Bush in both

the presidential primary elections and the general election in 1988.

In the early part of 1985 immediately after the inauguration, the

RNC commissioned Market Opinion Research to conduct a survey and

analysis of voter attitudes on a variety of issues, including terrorism

CD and international trade. This poll, however, was not conducted by MOR

Wuntil September of 1985 and included several questions relating to the

cVice President and the 1988 Presidential election.

In November of 1985, George Bush was not a candidate for President

of the United States. The Vice President had not, at that time, met any

of the requirements of candidacy outlined at 2 U.S.C. Section 431(2) or

II C.F.R. Section 100.3(a). On numerous occasions, he had in fact

specifically denied that he was a candidate for any office.
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n .. .e to the complaint sveral a fftd*UtS ore Provided to
t0e Commission by the various eAmpolwdente WIft&m'.. Greener* EIH

*eputy Chief of Staff for poica 1prtoso he RNC, In his affidavit,

stated that the RNC had 'never commissioned MQR to conduct a poll O

voter support for Vice President GeorgeBush in both: the primary, and

general elections for President in 1988." The affldavit of Lee Atwater,

who, was then Chairman of the Fund stated, #at no time did I specify

request or authorise polling regarding the 1988 Preidential elections by

MOR." Furthermore, the Vice President, in a letter to the Commission

on March 13, 1986, stated, "Although I was aware that the Republican

National Committee was conducting a poll, I did not request or authorize

any polling relating to the 1988 election or any possible candidacy."

Finally, in the sworn statement of Robert M. Tester, president of MOR,

it was established that the specific questions in the poll relating to Vice

President Bush and the 1988 election were included by MOR and neither

-- requested by the RNC or the Fund nor authorized by the Vice President.

Based on the above testimony of the affiants and the statement of

the Vice President, I could not support the Commission's June 3, 1986

reason to believe (RTB) finding that Vice President George Bush violated

II C.F.R. 100.7(b)(l), the "testing the waters" provision of FEC

regulations. I/

1/ The Commission also voted to find reason to believe that the Republican
National Committee violated 11 C.F.R Section 100.8(b)(l) and to take "no
action at this time" as to Market Opinion Research and the Fund for
America's Future.
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believe GoreBush for President, Inc. the1ic10 tPrednt aouthonzed
cos ofth pol a isue Ioncalty this propoe garnerediating thremen

campaign committee and "successor in interest" to the Vice President,

violated UI C.F.R. Section 100.7(b)(1). The majority then voted to find

no probable cause to believe that Vice President George Bush violated 11

C. .F. R. 100. 7(b) (1) and to take no further action with respect to a violation

of 11 C.F.R Section 100.8(b)(1) by the RNC and William J. McManus, as

treasurer. The accompanying conciliation agreement then required George

Bush for President, Inc., to pay MOR $17,610.00,, that portion of the

cost of the poll at issue. Ironically, this proposed conciliation agreement

was based on the exact proposal offered by counsel for the Exploratory

Account two years earlier.
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It t ccpt te ppiti t~t* pt tkon two arnd one half

p*tto the Ment pr04dz'y e tO ad evOO three years before the
e ction ould be -so f value' reading those future

electons, thereby triggering either the 'testing the water' provisions of

the regulaflons or the candidacy requirements of the law.

Furthermore, in response to the complaint, sworn testimony clearly

established that neither the Vice President nor his agents authorized the

questions at issue. That, combined with the fact that he was not a

candidate for any office in November of 1985 should have resulted in a

"no reason to believe" finding against George Bush.

Since the intervening investigation produced insufficient evidence to

contradict the bases upon which I voted against the reason to believe

finding, I could not vote to find probable cause against George Bush for

President, Inc., even though I concurred with the eventual no probable

cause finding against the Vice President.

Date
Joan D. Aikens
Commissioner
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3 In rG I'HUR 2133

5 aii* Phillips

6 a witnents In the *o0 enwttld matter, called for examination

7 by counsel fog the F7C, pU suant to notice, taken in the

8 offices of the Federal Election Commission, Sixth Floor,

9 999 B Street, N. N., Washington, Do C. beginning at

i si 10:02 a.m. before Lu Anne Dawson, a Notary Public in and
" 11 for the District of Columbia, when were present on

12 behalf of the respective parties:

13 On behalf of the Federal Election Commission:

14 Jonathan Levin, Esq.
CD Lois Lerner, Assistant General Counsel15 Sixth Floor

CD 999 E Street, N. W.
16 Washington, D. C.

17 On behalf of Mr. Phillips:

18 Jan Baran, Esq.
Trevor Potter, Esq.

19 Wiley, Rein & Fielding
1776 K Street, N. W.

20 Washington, D. C. 20006
(202) 429-7330

21

22

MILTON, DAWSON & MINSON, INC.
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BY MR* &XWtV1

Q State yout, nme,, please?1

A Bill Phillr i...

Q And your, buite* Odr*#S?

A 1200 18th Street, N. W., 8hnington.

Q What is there?

A The Fund for America's Future.

Q And your present position?

A Executive Director.

Q Of the Fund for America's Future?

A Yes.

MR. BARAN: Mr. Levin, we have a matter we would

like to address on the record at this time, if I may question

Mr. Phillips to discuss the matter?

VOIR DIRE EXAMINATION BY COUNSEL FOR MR. PHILLIPS

BY MR. BARAN:
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-you P**a* 'tov 1 ISC counsel with that

8y MR. BARAN:

Q Mr. Phillips, when did you become aware of the

documents which you are producing today?

A Last week.

Q How did you become aware of this document?

A In preparation for this morning's deposition.

Q Were you aware of this document at the time that

you responded to the FEC subpoena?

A No.

MR. BARAN: I have no further questions.

MS. LERNER: I think we would like to take a few
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that you do not under.st* tt., and wI I either repeat the

question or try to rephrase the question so that you do

understand it. It you tail to tell me that you do not

understand a question, I will assume that you understand it.

Is that clear?

A Yes.

j6
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MR. SARAN: I don't think he will want you to

quest ion.

(Laughter.)

BY MR. LEVIN:

Are you represented by counsel here today?

Yes.

Would you state counsel's name for the record?

Jan Saran.

MILTON, DAWSON & MINSON, INC.
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Is 801 Way ,represoutt you Personally?

Yes.

Is r .+ Potter 9e eiting you: personally?

Yes.

Have you talked with anyone as to your testimony

5

6
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9
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A

0

A

0

A

Q

A

0

as to your

Yes.

With whom have you spoken?

Mr. Baran.

With anyone else?

Miss Holiday.

And?

Mr. Potter.

Have you talked with anyone else besides counsel

testimony today?

MILTON, DAWSON & MINSON, INC.

today?
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Q

Director

A

Q

A

Q

A

Q

What was your position prior to being Executive

of Fund for America's Future?

With the Republican National Committee.

What were you at the RNC?

Chief of Staff.

Why did you leave the RNC?

To join the Fund for America's Future.

Was there any other reason?

MILTON, DAWSON & MINSON, INC.

A D8

Q Any~~ o 1'

A NO*

Q When. 4id 'You 1 **@utive 'Direct9 f F d fo

Aimerica's Future?

A December 1985.,

Q Do you remembera wen in December?

A December 2nd.

December 2nd. Was that before any stories had

appeared in a newspaper about the controversy we are

discussing today?

A Yes.

i ii 9
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O Do you pectIer any- unctions pertaining to any

pol1 that may be cond uted .or the Fund f or Amex ica a

Future?

A
0

A

project.

Yes.

What are those functions?

If we were to do one, I would be involved in the
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MILTON, DAWSON & MINSON, INC.

Q How, specifically, would you be involved in the

project? What would your functions be?

A I would presume I would be more along the lines of

making sure that it was paid for; that we carried it out.

Q Would you do any negotiations for the poll?

A Doubtful.

Q Who would do that?

MR. BARAN: I haven't objected up to this point,

but I wish to raise an objection, because I believe this

entire line of questioning calls for hypothetical responses
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what his functions as wiio pi*Or iould be. I iel

that h4; knows what his posito~n a

MR. BARAN: Yes, with espeot to what his Oveall

responsibilities are and the tb*nge that he has, in tCt.,

personally been involved with,. But, I object to this

continuing questioLning of a hypothetical nature.

BY MR. LEVINs

Q Have you been involved in any polls for the Fund

for America's Future since you became Executive Director?

A No.

Q Have any polls been done for the Fund for

America's Future since you have been Executive Director?

A No.

0 I would like you to describe for me how your

functions at Fund for America's Future differ from Mr.

Atwater's functions at Fund for America's Future.

A Mr. Atwater is a overall strategist as Chairman of

the Fund; he is the chief day-to-day policy-maker. As

Executive Director, it's my job to ensure that decisions and

policies are carried out in our day-to-day operations; to

MILTON, DAWSON & MINSON, INC.
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NO.

You do not approve expenditures from the account?

No.

You do not solicit any contributions to the

0 is et Louis~ 40lyol tbei0,4teathtr4

tot Amrico' Vu tre

A ~5

Q And you take order~s from 1i0?

A Yes,

Q What is the Vice President's exploratory account?

A It's an account that has been set up which would

pertain to any possible future endeavors, political

endeavors.

Q What kind of endeavors, specif ically?

A Presidential.

Q For Vice President Bush?

A Yes.

Q When was this account set up?

A July of this year.

Q Do you perform any functions with respect to this

account?
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4 A 5'e re ,

8 A Robert Dolt.

9 Do you, kn~o vho has the right to approve

j , 1 expenditures from the account?

11 A NO.

12 Q Do you know who has the right to solicit

13 contributions to the account?

14 A Yes.

0 15 Q Who is that?

16 A Mr. Bolt.

17 Q Anyone else?

18 A Not that I know of.

19 Q Before you were Executive Dirctor of Fund for

2 America's Future, you stated that you were Chief of Staff.

21 You say you were with the Republican National Committee.

22 What did you do at the Republican National Committee?

MILTON, DAWSON & MINSON, INC.
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2 Q bat dd that ewnta*l?. *hot were yourt fuiots,

3 Chief of Stat?

4 A Reported dftr*ly to tb the Chai=&n of tbe

5 National Committeep carried out day-to-day operatiOns of the

6 committee, implementing policy set by the Charman and% the

7 overall Committee.

8 Q From when to when were you Chief of Staff?

9 A January 1983 until December 1, 1985.

N110 Q Prior to that, what did you do?

11 A I was Chief of Staff for Governor of Nevada.

12 Q As Chief of Staff at the Republican National

13 Committee, did you have any responsibilities pertaining to

14 polls done for the RNC?

15 A Yes.

16 Q What were those responsibilities?

17 A Administrative and budgetary.

18 Q Could you be more specific as to what you mean by

19 administrative?

20 A It was my responsibility to oversee day-to-day

21 activities, which would include any polling that might be

22 taking place in terms of its progress, results, reports on

MILTON, DAWSON & MINSON, INC.
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-7 any deaing v with . fi known-as! narket Opinion Research?

A eee

9 Q What were those dealings?

is A uoi1 ing e

11 Q From the time that you were Chief of Staff at the

12 RNC until the end of your tenure, how many polls did Market

13 Opinion Research do for the Republican National Committee?

14 A I don't know.

15 Q How many polls that you were involved with did the

16 NOR do for RNC?

17 A I would like to speak with counsel about that.

18 MR. LEVIN: Okay.

19 (Discussion held off the record.)

20 MR. BARAN: I think the problem here is that

21 Mr. Phillips was involved in a number of polls done by NOR

22 for the RNC, but he doesn't know the exact number, and he can

MILTON, DAWSON & MINSON, INC.
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rla between 1' and 2#?

A. I don't think I could utartely answer a question

tbat F*0L5.

W Would it be r&'e than fiVe?

A Over the thrtee-year1 I would say yes.

Q What sorts of polls did NOR do for the Republican

National Committee?

A Oftentimes, the Republican National Committee

would offer as a service to pay for a poll that would be

commissioned by, say, a state organization or maybe a special

project that would come up, which NOR would be the pollster

involved, which is the reason it's hard to say exactly how

many polls that NOR may have done for the RNC.

Q You mentioned state polls. Did Market Opinion

Research do non-state-related polls, national polls for the

Republican National Committee?

MILTON, DAWSON & MINSON, INC.
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S Poll? Would the chai ma-n ontact Rokret Opinion Res"ch" or
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7 A It would depend onthe individual case.

8 Q what would be the factors that would make it

9 different from case to came?

is A Well, okay, as an example, a particular state may

11 traditionally have used a particular polling firm to conduct

12 polling from time-to-time, and the RNC as part of support of

13 that operation would offer to underwrite the cost 
of the poll

14 and then the organization and, if it is NOR, 4OR would work

0 15 out the details of the exact poll, the questions, et cetera.

CD

16 Q Is there anything that would differ from the RNC's

17 dealings with NOR as opposed to the RNC's dealings with any

18 other polling firm?

19 A Yes.

20 Q What are those differences?

21 A Since 1981, there has been a contract with a

22 particular polling firm to do the RNC month-to-month polling

MILTON, DAWSON & MINSON, INC.
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MILTON, DAWSON & MINSON, INC.

Aorcht, VW~ t* a coatact t~ web o ths lotA.

* ae thlore a *ittVs8t %or ,SY of t0e8e pollis?

A I don't know,

Q, lou 6onet real l sgasug-:n+r contracts with Market

Opinion Research for a poll?

A I don't recall :any contracts.

Q Do you recall anyone at RNC signing any contracts

with Market Opinion Research?

A No.

Q With firms other than D4I and other than MOR, did

you have contracts with those firms for polls that would be

done for the RNC?

A No.

Q The questions to come refer to a poll conducted by

Market Opinion Research from September 17th through the 25th

for the Republican National Committee and perhaps for the

Fund for America's Future which has been the subject of this

coce.
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5 Q What was thatoOnvezsat/on?

4 A In regard to my patticIption o --

7 Q No, what you heard or what you beard about the

* Poll, either. I mean the conversation, either your

participation or what you beard aboutranothere both of them.

10 A Okay.

11 MR. BARAN: Can you phrase the question to say,

12 *Who was your conversation with in February of 19850 just to

13 get us started here, Mr. Levin?

14 BY MR. LEVIN:

15 Q The conversation you are referring to in February

16 1985, who was that between?

17 A Myself and Chairman Frank Fahrenkopf.

18 Q What was said in that conversation?

19 A He informed me of his decision to commission a

20 poll.

21 Q What else was said in that conversation?

22 A He instructed me that it was to be with MOR and it

MILTON, DAWSON & MINSON, INC.



04 to tf 40

,..2

40 4:914 itA--- h*- -V wie
4 President ini ot. C "Ondt Ct the

hconduct the ptM e

8A Yesl.* ,:"

9Q Anythin,' JZ in this .*4.tin?

LUA Not tbart I recall*

11 Did he Y aiAtbing ese as to the conversation

12 that he had had with the Vice President referred to in this

13 February conversation?

14 A He indicated they had discussed the 1984 elections

15 and the impact that it had had on the image and perceptions

16 of the Vice President, which resulted in the offer to

17 commission a poll to see what impact there had been.

18 Q Anything else as to the conversation between the

19 Chairman and the Vice President?

20 A Not that I recall.

21 Q In your conversation with Mr. Fahrenkopf, when did

22 the conversation between the Vice President and Mr.

MILTON, DAWSON & MINSON, INC.



0 Didy~~ewi th

4 too ident would be

Q How did you know t+$*

7 A The Chairman" I"

8 Q Did you speak to body, about thIs conversation?

9 A No.

10 Q Did you know what, the aontents O the conversation

11 would be?

12 A No.

13 Q Did you have any idea why they were meeting?

14 A No.

15 Q Was this a face-to-face meeting or a telephone

16 conversation, the one between the Chairman and the Vice

17 President?

18 A Face-to- face.

19 Q Where was that?

20 A It was on the compound of the White House. I

21 don't recall exactly where.

22 Q Did Mr. Fahrenkopf give you any instructions

MILTON, DAWSON & MINSON, INC.



$t va wet p e the woivAd *e
.... # th~usEonu2~4O.~~ p estins that I was

4 4 pp oth . pop I ts ton n

ba b **n by &~u

Iwew :that we were _prepared tot the bill wben it came.

Was there anI y discLussion -of aft questions that

Wo*)4 appearC on the. poll in th is cojWersa&tion?

A By questions, do you mean on the questionnaire?

Q Yes.

A No.

0 What was the next contact or conversation that you

know of pertaining to the poll?

A Several days later.

Q What was that contact?

A I visited, revisited with Mr. Fahrenkopf about the

poll, conducting the poll to make sure I understood that we

were going to do a poll, that it was with NOR.

Q What was said during this conversation?

A He reaffirmed he wanted to conduct the poll.

MILTON, DAWSON & MINSON, INC.

7,

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

21

21

22



A Wh -S4 you go bock to Mt.p Fabtenkopt 404t, t%

. A First, it:was my practice to reaffrm

4 ixstr t Lons, and then I had a question t o rakise about At.

5 0 What was the question?

6 A I wanted to ensure that we had looked at the

7 political, the whole political picture of conducting such a

8 poll.

9 0 What did you mean by "the whole political

19 picture"?

11 A That would there be any objections to conducting

12 poll for a single individual versus the administration of t

13 poll.

14 Q What did Mr. Fahrenkopf say?

15 A It was his opinion that it would be along the

16 lines of the practice of the Republican National Committee

17 conduct a poll on behalf of the Vice President.

18 Q Was there anything else said in this conversatio

19 A Not that I recall.

20 0 Do you know of any conversation between the Vice

21 President and Mr. Teeter around this time, February and Mar

22 of 1985, pertaining to the poll?

a

he

to

n?

:ch
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o E tion that you know of?

.++ ....- ,++ , ,.,X .i I R x.+ T e e te r .

A With a f 4das of my conversation with

o The second qOnverst ion with Kr. Fahrenkopf?

A Yes.

Q The one you just referred to?

A Yes.

Q What was said during that conversation?

A I indicated to Mr. Teeter that Mr. Fahrenkopf had

offered the RNC services and that we would need to work out

details of implementing the request or the instructions. And

we agreed that we would f ollow up on that, that there was no

specifics at that time.

0 What did Mr. Teeter say to you other than agreeing

to follow up?

A I don't recall.

MILTON, DAWSON & MINSON, INC.
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* 6 the Ott Leo ot t6 vlo. WrX40" ~ t was Who't' wo

* 7 referring to.

8 Q Up until nov* You bve rotSet to conversations

9 you have been involved, in.- and you 'r*ieg4 to the mention o

lei other convrsations, theon betW40en teVice president and

11 the Chairman* Do you know, of any itlheg conversations up

12 until this point pertaining to the Poll that you were not

o13 involved in?

'I14 A No.

0 15 Q By that I mean any that you may have subsequently

cc 16 learned of as veil as those that you knew of at that time.

17 A No.

18 Q What was the next contact that you know of ?

19 A It would have been a number of weeks on into the

20 year, possibly early May.

21 o Between the most recent conversation we discussed

22 in some detail and the one in early May, what did you do with

MILTON, DAWSON & MINSON, INC.



-s~a w ., ho

ot t * tats of tbe "poll.

Q vbat did you say?

A I told hi ht£bW~~l n that I would

wl thtl W-Q"An

follow up.

Q zcue You didn-t

A That I knew of no status and that I would f olw

up to see if there had been any progress.

Q Going back to the conversation that you mentioned

prior to the one in May, that one is with Mr. Teeter?

A Yes.

0 What did you do pursuant to that conversation?

Were there any instructions that you had to carry out?

MR. SARAN: Objection. You are restating the

testimony that he had a conversation with Mr. Teeter in early

1.

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22 MR. LEVIN: No, no. I said prior to the one in
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lit'' e@*a, .1...t 1 e at qu"

what Veto th* Lost V f'" t "Ax Teeter that you may hawo

givenduring tihat - oon@e tb$ **

A As I :said, 21 to . a,*4* Of, 00 commissioning of a

poll# and as I recall, I roquoetO4 that he begin

implmentation of the poll. ZdId not, in terms of

instructions, I didn't give him any specifics.

Q Were there any general instructions?

A I'm sure that I asked him to keep me informed of

n.

the progress.

Q Did you discuss what the poll was to cover?

A No.

Q Going back to this conversation in May, correct me

if I am wrong, you and Mr. Fahrenkopf discussed the status of

the poll and you said none that you knew of. Was there

anything else stated during that conversation?

A Not that I recall.

Q It seems like a see-saw.

Back to the conversation

MILTON, DAWSON & MINSON, INC.



Q Did It *V"ato

A Ye..

MR. LAVIN: I am

to be marked as FEC Exhibit

witness and counsel. It is

National Committee'.

YOU tI Jo 'p 4p .what to cover?

handiAqg tbe reporter a document

1, and I am handing a copy to

titled "emorandum, Republican

15 (The document referred to was
marked FEC Exhibit No.

16 1 for identification, a copy
of which is attached to the

17 court copy of this deposition.)

18 BY MR. LEVIN:

19 Q Mr. Phillips, have you seen FEC Exhibit 1 before?

20 MR. BARAN: You may qualify your answer.

21 TBE WITNESS: I have not seen it in this -- with

22 this notation.

MILTON, DAWSON & MINSON, INC.
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A

Teeter proje t

exhibit, the amorandUm.

A That would be

Q The poll that

deposition?

A Yes.

Q Bow did you )a

schedule?

it,* . hat i. meat by 'The

aeo, the tst !ine of the

the poll in question.

we are discussing in this

7

- 9

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

A Well, apparently, I had talked with Mr. Teeter,

who indicated that they would be doing it.

Q Is this a different conversation from the ones

that you discussed that you had with Mr. Teeter? Is this

MILTON, DAWSON & MINSON, INC.
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ne60 'it W bably will ,

*~~z~Apt~ 4 4Projets tOat may beIt .ii

f ,, at that time. *htt I' 1a*At by that?

A O~entme11* will bsceuled biat''then

~lqi be yo lar tat, there is another majorpoli

ther field being conducted that would interfere with the

answers that you ago seeking or information that you are

seeking.

Q A major poll by whom?

A A national poll by anyone, if you learn of it.

It's common that if you learn that there's a political poll

a national political poll being conducted at a time you

intend to do one, you will reschedule.

Q What are the indications that you had that it

would be done mid-April?

A Apparently --

MR. SARAN: If you have a specific recollection,

testify to that. If you don't recall what you meant then,

you ought to be specific about that.

THE WITNESS: I do not recall this specific memo

I



A

god ,you bea4otiAn kvsthad been done

13A I -a Sorry Sqp..t tb*&, u~tonwo again.

1Q 0 a you, berd, of apyl vowk that had been done

12 already on the poll in question?

13 A No.

14 Q What is meant by, *The effort will be done as an

15 addendum on another project'?

16 A Oftentimes, a polling firm will combine a project

17 with another project that they're working on, add questions.

18 Q What other project are we talking about here?

19 A I don't know.

20 Q So the conversation you referred to about the

21 status of the poll was then done after this was; it was done

22 in May, the conversation with Mr. Teeter in which you said

MILTON, DAWSON & MINSON, INC.



2 Tnk be bo

3 test1,id,'t~h~~

4

5 o aWuh ir s Yu *

6 M.n"e tseoau is ta t yo e

7 wishes to ty tat

8 MR tARAt: YOU your to . eetera I dont

9 believe he t at tha Teeter tou eitar Tt

0MR, LVIN I mesan n M. tabrekopt Ia- sorry*

AF 11 Thank you.

12 THlE WITNESS: Approximately May# Mrt. Fahrenkopf

13 and I had a conversation in which I said that I was not aware

14 of any further progress.

015 BY MR. LEVIN:
an

16 Q Since this memorandum, is that what you meant?

17 A Well, yes.

18 Q At the time that you wrote this memorandum# what

19 did you think that the Teeter project would entail?

20 A Well, my understanding of the Teeter project was

21 that there would be a poll conducted, commissioned by the RNC

22 for the Vice President.

MILTON, DAWSON & MINSON, INC.
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Wuorse# tb~t It Ill 4~ ~ tted that baak.

0 0

0 Pursuaabt to, ttai st g.0cnt owversatiLon with

Mr. Fahenkopt?

A Yes.

Q This is in May?

A Yes.

Q How did you check on the status of the poll?

A I believe I called Mr. Teeter and asked him the

status.

Q What was said in this conversation?

A My recollection is that he explained that there

had been some conflicts and that it had been delayed and

there had been no further progress at that point.

Q What conflicts was he talking about?

A I don't know.

0 Was there any discussion of a concern of a

0

Co
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Did '1* Rtd 'out iapErQv"41?

N00

Did you otter, ar*, oppsition to the delay of the

14
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16
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22

date .

given me.
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who

0

A~l

N

40

C00

A No.

Q When did Nro Teeter believe that the poll

be delayed, to what date, approximately?

A My recollection is that we did not set a

Q Did you speak to anybody else about this

conversation afterward?

A Mr. Fahrenkopf.

Q What was said?

A I relayed the information Mr. Teeter had

Q What did Mr. Fahrenkopf say?

A I don't recall any specific response.

should



Mht e000t the 4eoM4

Q Had'you, up to this point# sok e toar stllten

about the poll at allh

A No.

O Did you know if Mr. Atwater knew about the poll?

A No.

o Op until this point in mid-May, had you spoken to

Mr, Fuller about the poll?

A No.

Q Did you know if Mr. Fuller knew about the poll?

A No.
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o o' i *tut o i* wahLn?

77 _7 ;3

~4 ~.~ ~ " o t bat OQflvVstioh?

7 Wa ws t x MRt~p* &et :.a clarify. When

SI say *ca aontc 1 s al so taking about written contact. So
9 up Until t4 ift, have rs ouittd asy witten contact?

10 A Not that Z'm aware 0.

11 Qb at was the next written contact or conversation

12 that you know of pertaining to the poll? It need not involve

13 you.

14 A Approximately August of that year.

15 Q What was that?

16 A A conversation between myself and Mr. Teeter.

17 Where was that conversation?

18 A Capitol Bill Club.

19 Q What was said in that conversation?

20 A I asked about the progress of the poll.

21 Q Hadn't there been a decision to delay the poll?

22 A Yes.

MILTON, DAWSON & MINSON, INC.
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A Th you, think t t 0nd" i d o"

on tbe poll
A I nqtrod it there 'lo aW Oveaug

Q What did Ur. Tooer say?

A That it had not been oopducte4lo

Q That it had not been conducted. Did he say that

any work had been done on the poll?

A No.

Q What else was said as to the poll in this

conversation?

A I raised my concerns about the possible complaint

of doing -- the RNC doing a poll for an individual.

Q Where did this concern arise from?

A It was strictly a political concern that we would

be -- we would ensure that the National Committee would

continue its status of being neutral in giving people

service.

Q What gave you cause to think there was cause for

concern?

A My own political instinct, certainly.

Q But is there any indication, were there any

conversations that you had in which you thought that
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iW which he had Said tha tot eA

r iasd It with tTetr

Q when did you raix*e

A With?,

0 What, you juspt talked~

A In the beginning, rZati* i.t.

Q Go on. Complete your epanation,

A I raised the issue that we were doing a we were

considering a poll on behalf of an individual in which there

could be complaints from other political individuals saying

that we had favored one over the other.

Q What did Mr. Teeter say?

A I raised it initially with Mr. Fahrenkopf.

Q Right, but then going back to this conversation?

A Oh, Mr. Teeter, he acknowledged that that was a

concern that we had to take into consideration in conducting

the poll.

Was anything else said in this conversation?
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th #*V4160 4tbr be apobe

i Iq0 st. 130

0 What: was sea t by that'?

A' Piggy-backlig i a te for eVben two clients pay

to portions of a poll# each beiwbg exclusive to the other.

Q Bad you spoken tojNr, Atvater by this point about

the poll?

A Be was present at that meeting.

Q Who else was present at that meeting?

A That was all.

Q What did Mr. Atwater say?

A Mr. Atwater indicated that should there be

questions about any portion of the poll, possibly the Fund

could pick up that cost.

Q Was anything else said in this conversation?

A Not that I recall.

Q When was the next conversation that you know of o

written contact pertaining to the poll?

A As I recall, in November, approximately

)r
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11 4R,

Wer .or At: that point?

o a* this iyou hel with NCOGeeer

A Yes.

Q Where was this?

A At my of iAce.

Q What else went on during this conversation?

A We discussed a number of projects that were

pending that he would need to follow up on after my

departure.

Q You mentioned before a conversation you had with

Mr. Teeter in which a decision was made to delay doing the

poll. Did you have a conversation with Mr. Atwater and

Mr. Teeter, or was it just you and Mr. Teeter?

A In that conversation?

MILTON, DAWSON & MINSON, INC.
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tot,

tbet was at th Ca ito1 Z) U

Q id, y~t o'' 0410k to-. t*e astai tth*p

up until November?

A No.

Q Did you hear of any conver-sations Involving

Mr. Fuller?

A No.

Q Other than the one that you discussed involving

you and Mr. Teeter and Mr. Atwater, did you know of any other

contacts or conversations that Mr. Atwater had involving this

poll up until November?

A No.

Q Prior to the taking of the poll, did you see any

questions, any proposed questions for the poll?

A

Q

A

Q

prior to

A

No.

Do you know if anybody

No.

Did anyone discuss any

the taking of the poll?

did?

possible questions with you

No.

MILTON, DAWSON & HINSON, INC.
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o Tou hoV wa the tist tis* tbot

600:e4t thq, "vou '10, ;.''ttoflal, vo itte asae lo
at *,ttbr POPOsed fo qe in ot tbe po I I ot fi nal quostions

tol the poll? Lot'S take proposed questions for the Poll.

A I don't know.

Q When was the first time anyone at the JUC was able

to look at the final questions that actually went into the

poll questionnaire?

A I don't know.

Q You stated that you have had dealings with polls

when you were the Chief of Staff at the Republican National

Committee. Does the RNC never review a poll questionnaire

before it goes out?

THE WITNESS: I would like to speak with counsel.

MR. LEVIN: The witness is conferring with

counsel.

(Discussion held off the record.)

THE WITNESS: Sometimes questions are reviewed,

and sometimes they're not.

BY MR. LEVIN:

Q Under what circumstances would they be reviewed?

A Well, it was a sporadic circumstance. There would



5 9no cause to

A,:.

8 e ot a document
6 '*4haQ~t~* rpote

9 tO. he sauk4 Mi~ 4 a-py to witness

16 and counsel. t "It0 o kqt$* Rearh letterhead and

11 it LI headed if.**iE :tw.

12 (The document referred to was
marked FZC Ixhibit No.

13 2 for identification, a copy
of which is attached to the

14 court copy of this deposition.)

0 15 BY MR. LEVIN:

CV)
16 Q Mr. Phillips, have you ever seen this document

17 before?

18 A No.

19 When was the first time you had heard or seen the

20 $76,069 figure for this poll?

21 A I do not recall when I heard it. I specifically,

22 1 believe it was the November meeting with Greener that that

MILTON, DAWSON & MINSON, INC.
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the -V;it*.

A

"., r' 0''

the,

le surpsed aitA, .'

What 4, o ae0n nouotPCa ovs

:-I-aht it was 'ote than we, ba~d mentally calculated.

.ad there been any, negti4tjion over this price?

A Mo*

When you do a poll, who usually drafts the

contracts for the poll, it there is a contract?

A Every contract with the RNC is reviewed by legal

counsel. Sometimes the vendor does the contract; sometimes

the RNC will draft it.

Q What are the factors that that depends on, whether

the vendor or the RNC drafts a contract?

A Well, my practice was to rely on counsel on who

should draft it.

Q Excuse me. Counsel?

A The RNC counsel.

Q To draft it?

A Well, whether we should draft it or if the

MILTON, DAWSON & MINSON, INC.
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A

Q why nt

and w e were prc.i V~ tbatj 4":! tbat We Would

billing for payment.

Q Did you ever see any bills for the poll?

A No.

0 Who would have seen the bills for the po

Sn made,

rely on a

5
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RNC?

A A polling bill would go to the political division

and then normally, if anything .was acceptable, it would be

processed through administration for payment.

Q Did Mr. Greener discuss the bills with you or any

bills with you?

A On occasion.

Q Did he discuss any bills for this poll with you?

MILTON, DAWSON & MINSON, INC.
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est imate

A

0
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0

Opinion

A

0

A

might ir

detail

0

A

Q

that you

A

0

t 1I

Yes.

Why wasnst there a vritten contract on this poll

It was a one-time project which had been agreed

the Chairman.

Did you contact Ur. Teeter or anyone at Market

Research about the $7?*IBU figure?

No, I did not.

Did you direct anybody to?

As I recall, I suggested to Mr. Greener that he

quire of what that would cover and find out more

ihy it was that price.

Do you know if he did follow up on that?

I don't know.

What is the next conversation or written contact

know of pertaining to this poll?

December.

December what?

MILTON, DAWSON & MINSON, INC.
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OtL00 whal" R. k00 t ,36 n readto the,

o What 6~4 U lw.

A e bad be" ake by 00na009 DOe dur ing

at the White souse vhy the poll had been conducted.

called to ask how the pol bd, Come about, an as I

was there.

o Excuse me. *Be called'. Senator Dole ca

A No, Mr. Fahrenkopf called.

Q Okay.

A And asked for the details of how the pol

poll*

a meeting

Be

say, I

lied?

1 came
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C
about. As I said, I happened to be there, and he and I

discussed it.

Q What was said?

A I went through the scenario of how it was

commissioned, and Mr. Fahrenkopf's memory wasn't total on all

the details at that point.

Q What else happened from then on?

A He said that he was leaving the White House and



1xO"ve ptpwor* to %t~ wol

0t~ OW go t,4 '-$*ter*

IA. gas tba* t

0 ere you imt.4 nntgR or

9. conversations that day?

0 10 A Yes.

V 11 What was that?

12 A At the Fund with Kr. Atwater and then others

13 throughout the day.

14 Q What was involved in those contacts? What was

0 15 said?

16 A There were a number of conversations throughout

17 the day, but basically, Mr. Fahrenkopf did not recall, did

18 not recollect all the same details as others did on why the

19 poll was commissioned and what was to be in the poll, and so

20 there was a discussion of it.

21 Q What did Mr. Fahrenkopf recall?

22 A He initially remembered that there was a poll but

MILTON, DAWSON & MINSON, INC.
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Q

A

0

A

which was

Did Mr. Teeter say anything?

Yes .

What did he say?

Well, he went through his recollection of events,

basically the same as I have gone through.

MILTON, DAWSON & MINSON, INC.

B . ft Eno t .r the question?

Tex *X*##i irw I -3tixk I Understand the

I beliee . Atwater wa the Central figure on

the Fund side.

BY KR. Li VK:

Q Was there another central figure, then? Are you

saying he was the central figure in general?

A As I said, I don't know what was happening at the

RNC.



1-1 n that was

now, o

HOaW #a04ay we, talking, &bout?
bi£ 4U i was in, the toll 3l iA day.

..... there any discusion$ th. next day, U otber

Words, the day that the story broke? ' '

A Yes.

Q What were those discussions?

A There was questions about the make-up of the

survey, and there was discussion of what the Fund, under the

piggy-back scenario, what the Fund would pay for.

Q Did anybody review the questions at that time?

A It was within that week that they were reviewed.

I don't remember if it was precisely that day.

Q Who reviewed them?

A That would be Mr. Atwater; Mr. Baran; and

Miss Holiday; myself; Mr. Teeter.

Q Did you review them with Mr. Teeter?

A As I recall, it was on the telephone, yes.

Q What was said during this review?

MILTON, DAWSON & MINSON, INC.
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1.3

1.4

1.5

16

17

18

1.9

29
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",r love: t

Ott, and

Q Lt' tuftns 4",~ tAA vt o ho w. weroz:40ALin

with. Ne. baW.0 * Atwatzr I you, Poi
cowisels MissDoliday. WB* they,41 in this Conversation

together? Was it on the pbo*e?

A There were a naber of oow6ve1ations where people

would either be present or they would-be on the phone.

Q Is there a multi-party line?

A There were conference calls.

Q Conference calls? When you did the review of

these questions, where did you get the copy that you were

rev Jewing?

A I don't recall.

Q Do you know where others got their copies?

A No.

MR. LEVIN: I am handing the reporter a document

to be marked as FEC Exhibit 3 and handing a copy to witness

and counsel. The reporter is marking it and handing that

copy back to counsel for the FECo

MILTON, DAWSON & MINSON, INC.
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'' ev Y ou U t, 7 * * e o e M . p h l i ?

1 1 thistth 4bi.u 'bt t you submitted at the

* beLnnig ofthedopostons a d**ument you have since

tofo"~t -usan0oth 0~poenat sincev first answering it?

aS Ii A yes. Yes.

11 0 When did you first see this document?

12 A In December of '85.

13 Was this during that review process?

14 A Yes.

0 15 Q After seeing this document, do you recall from

16 where you got this document?

17 A No.

18 Q Mr. Phillips, looking through this document, there

19 are notations. Before I go on, what is this document,

20 Mr. Phillips?

21 A This is a questionnaire, a poll.

22 Q When you were reviewing this document in December,

MILTON, DAWSON & MINSON, INC.



aVV a~rv w~~ ~ ef~Rifs on

the. rigbtoband *04, on ~ -10404-p4e, vwhee it -says

07o or Go o 4 r 0 5. In Qtb*t words, O'tboughout the

A Those are the. quest ion nmubar.

M.LEVIN: I at hand ig~ the re porter a document

to be marked an FEC Exhibit 4.'

(The document referred to was
marked FEC Exhibit No*
4 for identification, a copy
of which is attached to the
court copy of this deposition.)

MR. LEVIN: I am handing that copy to witness and

counsel. I am handing my copy of FEC Exhibit 3 back to the

reporter. It is marked *off ice copy", and it has Market

Opinion Research in the upper left-hand corner.

(Witness perusing document.)

BY MR. LEVIN:

7

.9

19

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22
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0

Have you seen this document before, Mr. Phillips?

No.

Do you recall what questions were discussed as
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:1 40i4d t # Io~ er~ yow,

*at ~ Z i on-* It yout "

.4* M 0Is obMob 4*Z1_-T~btt YOU'' yo erring to?

me MI.&WZ311 2bit 4.

7 t* SAX s r. P."eps b testif ed he cannot

8 identify Exhibit 4.

MI. LIEI~s s Uayigtth.s may refresh his

10 recollection, hovever.

11 MR. BARAN: You can ask him the question.

12 MR. LEVIN- I am not stipulating anything as

13 saying he has seen this. I am using it for a refresher at

14 this point, because he has said that he doesn't recall which

15 questions Fund for America's Future was looking at for

16 allocation purposes.

17 MR. BARAN: All right. But if his memory is not

18 refreshed, I will again object to the use of Exhibit 4 for

19 any purposes.

20 BY MR. LEVIN:

21 Q Mr. Phillips, I am referring you to pages 20 and

22 21 of FEC Exhibit 4. The page numbers are marked at the top

MILTON, DAWSON & MINSON, INC.
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p uoi ha ~!~ 0 thrte thealet**k *

T"e

Kfestr4yo*, tjk leoct n at. to, vbat -,:AP

Considered having allocato*4 to, it'l*

161. AARAN: I -Tbj*t to, the: question, tbecause it

PC iuppoinw that, there has -been testimony that FAP' had

.allocated anything to itself.

MR. L 1*: I used the phrase "considered having

8

9

II

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

MR. BARAN: I don't think there is any testimony

with regard to that.

MR. LBVINs I believe there was testimony as to a

meeting, a review of the questionnaire as to what the

questions were that would be paid for.

BY MR. LEVIN:

Q Mr. Phillips, in this meeting in which you

reviewed the questionnaire, did the Fund for America's Future

consider paying for certain questions, or did you?

A The topic of the meeting was what questions were

being challenged by the RNC that they had not authorized and

that what would be the result of that.

MILTON, DAWSON & MINSON, INC.
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V~

- : . .

11*r eee Anw~h"heqet oT a $Lotq tao d~s#use?

2A l

5 ~#~ ~ u~t~p puit. o the

7 ft P0yu#~ *t~ewt u ions in dispute,

th bon*S onpa 2#11 ard 1?

9 go*Q I ro~ll 4on At.

13Q DUd H. ae. ha_ e any *sbsequ nt meetings with

1 Mr. Teet*r in which the question of allocation was discussed?

12 A No,

13 Q Did Mr.- Atwater have any subsequent meeting with

14 Mr. Teeter in which the question of allocation was discussed?

15 A I don't know.

16 Q Had Mr. Atwater had such a meeting already?

17 A I don't know.

18 Q Had you?

19 A No.

20 Q If you could tell me more what happened during

21 this review process that you are speaking of?

22 A There was questions that were being challenged by

MILTON, DAWSON & MINSON, INC.



VSave YOU bad, amV, dt*l"0#f004 vitb Ur. Teotor in

;* which there was fUrther detea1,bt-On of what may or may not

*be paid, for?

A No.

U Q Do you know of any such onversations involving

12 other persons?

13 A No,

14 Q By that I mean involving Mr. Fuller, Mr. Atwater?

15 A No.

16 0 And Mr. Teeter, with either of them?

17 A No.

18 Q Other than this review process that you are

19 discussing, have you since seen any questionnaire such as FEC

20 Exhibit 3, the one that you submitted to us at the beginning

21 of the deposition? For instance, have you seen this since

22 the review process?

MILTON, DAWSON & HINSON, INC.
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At anit?

n o.

O 2 goi~gto takol y~b~t al ee r when

there Wete I1 those. Reet*s i that 'a" the day bet or. the
nevpa~ story. Did anyone say anthing as to the tact that

the 0o6 Pr0esdent or did ayone say, anything as to the

eceipt ot an analysis by "the Vice President or Mr, Fuller or

Mr. Atwater?

A Not that I recall.

o The fact that they received one already? Did

anyone say anything?

A Not that I recall.

Q Did anyone say anything as to the receipt by the

RNC of an analysis?

A Yes.

Q What was said?

A Mr. Fahrenkopf said he had not received any

analysis at that point.

Q Did he say anything further, other than merely

MILTON, DAWSON & MINSON, INC.



r o4 ssue ses bythe" out the *t

A vot that I rqca$.lI*

Q ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~~ _ ldayndui hseiAcuss ions tell or ai s

r.Teeter to *xclude analyass *rtasining to tbe vice

President or issues suggested by the Vice President from the

analysis that would be submitted, that may be submitted to

the RNC?

A I don't know.

Did you hear of anyone suggesting that?

A No.

Q Did Mr. Teeter say what he had included in the

analysis to the Vice President and Mr. Fuller and

Mr. Atwater?

A Not that I know of.

Q Did he say what he was going to include in the

Republican National Committee analysis?

A Not that I know of.

Q Did he say that there would be an analysis for the

Republican National Committee?

MILTON, DAWSON & MINSON, INC.
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Yes.

s?

Not th t a.rot

Q Bow did that Ose0 Ooone ask him?,

A I don't know.

Q YOU had t hi 8: ptb 0V -0,PI6" I Correct ar

you saying about a week afte 1 tb rItoryI 1,broke? What time

frmIe are we talking about?

A There were a series Of 4etings over a several-day

period. I don't recall exactly whagt period of time.

Has there ever been any figure tentatively agreed

upon that the Fund for America's Future would pay?

A Yes.

Q What figure is that?

A Approximately $4,100.

Q Does $4,996 sound correct?

A That's within the range.

Q Had you determined what questions would be paid

for pursuant to this tentative agreement?

A I have not.

Q Has anybody?

MILTON, DAWSON & MINSON, INC.
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SOu~ 0 50.J c 1

traditionally, how you Ipoy for speciUf t .tions'IS that

there is aft Overojl cost~ it's divid 14" *n al lient would

pay tor his o09 herc por tion, and that would be bow you would

come to a pie

BY MRS LWVIN:

Q But you don't know what questions those are?

A I don't.

Q Do you know how many they are?

A I don't know,

Q Do you know who made the determination as to what

questions would be included in that $4,996 figure?

A No.

MR. LEVIN: I have no further questions right now.

Do you?

MR. BARAN: Can we take our usual break at this

po i nt?

(Whereupon, a short recess ensued.)

MILTON, DAWSON & MINSON, INC.
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Vo I

eer sy d ty

Q 100" the Pr ftsident request

this pollI

0 At any time Prior to December 1965, did you have

any di scussion regarding 1966-type questions for this poll?

A No.

Q What was your understanding of what was going to

be the subject matter of this poll?

A My understanding was that it was a poll to measure

public perception of the Vice President's role as Vice

President and how they felt about his job and his job

perf ormance.

Q You have testified to a meeting at the Capitol

Bill Club with Messrs. Atwater and Teeter. What was your

understanding of who would be paying for this poll after that

meeting?

MILTON, DAWSON & MINSON, INC.
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66

-s ihe first t, a

is President Xisenbowor that there was a second. ters line duck
1 Presidente and so the media attention turned to 1918 politics

12 even before the election. I recall in Dail" at the National

13 Convention, they were already talking about who would be

14 running and who the ptss he posit candidates were.

15 My concern was that the Vice President is

16 perceived as a possible candidate and would other possible

17 candidates raise questions why the RNC would do a poll for

18 him.

19 Q In your experience as RNC Chief of Staff, was it

20 unusual for the RNC to commission a poll measuring public

21 perceptions about the President or the Vice President of the

22 United States?

MILTON, DAWSON & MINSON, INC.



Q ,  .......4 a t o. Stafo,...stit

1ft!! .10%w WO it ..

th~si t1or 'tb AN to' p**i* oll 4 not zeo*0 a:

oo to tbe quet '1 1 Wtb 1 0" $1p' into vthe 9 141d?

A No*

in Z-yo* petienoe as *CCifOf Statff It, it

uftwgsual tor. the RNC no t eceiv, the results of a poll for

weeks ot months, after It was concluded?

A NO*

Q In your deposition, you have identified FEC

Exhibit Number 1. Could you clarify the use of the vord

*addendum" in that document?

A As I recall, in that conversation, Mr. Teeter had

indicated that he would tag the poll onto another one that

would be done, another client would be having done, and I

used the word "addendum'. Another word would be piggy-back.

Q Was it your understanding that the other clients

that Mr. Teeter referred to would be the Vice President or

the Fund for America's Future?

A No.

Q In your experience as Chief of Staff of the RNC,

what polling firms besides NOR and DM1 were retained?

MILTON, DAWSON & MINSON, INC.
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9u*1 t) !t## 4 the Iaqeg

3Or ' a ott, 8

5 the U wua nnz ji z Chief Sf tott?

6 A A 2 M , 1)It vwaa appr o aey

S0 Did youp have *4y recolecion as to the budget

9 f igures ;4n, 19614 ot* 19"?

* 9A .'84 wa appro*$**t*ly- #2 miloand '85 was
1. $ 759,110i.

12 Q Is it accurate to state, Mr. Phillips, that the

0 13 Republican National Committee traditionally supports the

14 activities of Republican Presidents and Vice Presidents?

15 A Yes.

0
16 Q Can you describe some of these traditional

17 activities?

18 A Over and above polling, there would be budget

19 items for White House support, and that's broken down into

20 the Office of the President and Vice President, First Lady.

21 This covers various expenses from memorabilia such as cuff

22 links and tie bars, photographs, in some cases, travel. If a

MILTON, DAWSON & MINSON, INC.
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a coser n of the PC#$i dAI I

* f tent1Jes. te M

3 MI. BA 1, Ruest iMR

4 MS* LzmRNiR 464t, t~ With regard to

5 Exhibit 1e when we were atsos.ung 1 b ter 4de44 AM id

6s Mr, Teeter tell you who the, otr* at, tet thot he Ws

7 considering piggy-backing the-poll ontolwas?

THE WITNESS: No.

9 MS. LERNBR: ThatOI al1.

le MR. LEVIN: First I want to tind everyono in

11 this room that this deposition is part of an on-going

12 investigation by the Federal Election Commission and that we

13 are all subject to the confidentiality provisions of 2 USC

14 Section 436(g)(a)(4) and (a)(12). Money seems to get away

15 from me. I am presenting the witness with a check for his

16 witness fee and travel. This deposition is adjourned, not

17 terminated.

18 MR. BARAN: Obviously, we did not terminate this

19 deposition.

20 14R. LEVIN: Nor have we adjourned yet.

21 MS. LERNER: Do you wish to waive signature?

22 MR. BARAN: No. Is it agreeable that the

MILTON, DAWSON & MINSON, INC.
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P010w 4 buag 66. inclusives

b, ', cii n, ''a correct transcript
0fth 0b ,v9s iven by Se to the

11 equostiobs therein recorded.)

12

0 13

Bill R. Phillips

0
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14

Notary Public in and for
the District of Columbia

My Commission Expires:
October 15, 1989
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f Or.~t 01"' A*qb ae:tig *stity 'that th0

witnoeosl wbe ir's i th oregoing deosition

was duly swop by 08 tat th totLony. of said witness

was taken, by o In srtho' 4nd thoietater reduced to

typeowrittng byV me that, sI "d osition Is a true record of

the testimony gLven by said witnessy that I am neither

counsel for, related to# not employed by any of the parties

to the action in which this deposition was taken; and further

that I n not a relative or employee of any attorney or

counsel employed by the parties thereto, nor financially

or otherwise interested in the outcome of the action.
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The Teeter Project is on schedule. It probably will be done mid-April, depending on

other projects that my be In the field at that time.

The effort will be done s ,an addendum on another project.
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and cheat for purpomes of wepte and omprutive analyss to be made avalable to other chms of MORC or
publicstion

IN WITNESS WHEREOF. the partti hereto have caused thi Aprewsmt to be duly easuidas ofthe date
fAst written above.
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political qmeS '9"d
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3. Wa1t kinds at diang" do ym A t4i od to be Waf 41MU m icio I EAT
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Q3K2
Q3113
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- I
0 4. Do you approve or disapprove of the St gy a .. .... * . . 4

way IRnald Reagan is herdling hit job S1ha %pprWO 3... .
as President? (hRT FOR R IMK MD . . . . . 2
ASK:) Would that be strongly Stzongly dispprovO . . . . . 1 . . I
(approve/disapprove) or just sxuht Dan't knov.. , . . . 8 . * . . . 8

Om (approve/disapprove)? Refused . . . . ....... 9 Q4

5. Do you approve or disapprove of the Straogly a .prov.. . .* : :... 4
way George Bush is handling his job wh appr. 0 0 0 . 0 . 3as Vice-President? (N&IT MR ISROSE Smwhat d iapprv . *. . . . 2
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No I'd like to read you am statements about various isues in the owanty. NPr *a
you strongly agree, smewhat agree, smewhat disagree, or strcngly disagee.

(RANDOMIZE)

6. The United States should never send troops
to fight in a civil ar i another country,
even if a ommnist takeover is likely.

7. We should help c countries which are for
us and not help those which are against us.

8. It is all right for public schools to
start each day with a prayer.

9. If cities and towns around the couxtry nm
financial help to inrove their achols, the
goverent in Hihington ought to give them
the tmxy they med.

10. Claim about welfare abuses are greatly ac-
aggeratedI mst pple remiving welfare
asistanbe truly eed it.

11. Labor unions have become too big and pwerful
for the good o the country.

12. Black people in the country should be given
special consideration for now jobs because o
past discrimination against them.

C

5

S 4

S 4,i

3

3
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b. Pestict Cxoeign imports fro an country wvhich
rtricts cur sand trade freely with allothr cunties..................* 0 0

c. Restrict ay forign imports which threaten Amrican
jobs even if they are frou a ountry which doesn't
restrict cur p ats................

Don It know o o e .. oo.oo. .
efue/M . ... .. . . .. .. ..

. . . . 2 Q116
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Here are cuestatements about other issues In the omntryo R ch am Plow telu so7 it * 1*
agree, s mewhat aree, smewhat disagree, or strongly disagree.

Neither Aw"

(RANDOMIZE)

26. Our .oonoy and Msecurity would suffer
If we did not us military troops to
protect cur intemts in other parts
of the world. 5 4,:

27. Our country has a moral obligation to
help people in other parts of tie
world, eon those in neutral or un-
friendly countries, S 4

28. A women should have the legal right
to have an abortion if shemn e. S o4r

29 The gwerumnt in Whington steuld
se to it that every person has a job
and a good sadrd of living. 4"V

30. Tighter controls are needed in the
federal food stanp program, many people
now receiving food staps don't deserve
theme 5 4 3

31. Labor unions are very necessary to pro-
tect the working man. 5 4 3 2 1I
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!'i~oet Psap le in dom vp wen likely

to be killed or waifd in the attack?
lMt no, *
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000 00

* 0 00

000000 •
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6. would yu ft= miLtazy rac against u terrorists. 2
acticn agaist terroists h eo ar su- Favr only ctatiation . * • . 1
pited t pLaming an attack or only Favor neither .e . e o e 3
a etaliation against terrorists who Donmt know..... • . e 8
have actualy carried out an attack? Refused/NN. . . • .. . .. 9

37. W.ld you favor o e military Favor . .. ...00000 . 2

action aaalnst y Celawnts which help C0p... ............ 1
train finanoe terrocistz- evenif it know. .. . .. . . . . . . 8
that muanm risking a larger war? Refused/Nh. . . • • * • • • • * * . 9

(ASk ALL)
38. When terrorists are holding Americans Shauld negotiate. . • • • • • • • . 2

hstage, do you think our government Refuse to negotiate • * . . . . . 1.
should negotiate with the terrorists Don't know . .. .. . . . . . . . 8
for their release or refuse to Refused/NA. . . . * • • • .. . . . 9
negotiate with the terrorists?

39. Do you believe terrorist acts are Individuals/Small groups. . . . . . 1

largely the acts of individuals and Foreign governMnt. ........ 2
small grouper or do you think that fost Don't know. ........ . 8
of them are being backed by sane Refused/Nh. . .. .. . . . . . . 9

foreign governnt?

34. 11 . ....... ... F a... 4 * * 0i i i 35) . * * *i* .2
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41o. Gsoce Buh

42. Mort 061

43. Hownd Baer

44. Jack Kemp

45. Pat Rcertscn

46. Jeasm Kirkpatrick

47. Walter M xdale

48. Ted K'Nady

49. Tip O'Neill

(DmEO mER)

(MEORD NUMM)

(FACORD M)

(RECOR mu)

B!nat ImOr.

1 m't kno.

tmnIt know.

1Dmlt Iumi.
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Don It know.
Ref usedwa.

Don 't imow.
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Ref used/Wk.
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Is ,s * Si S

Sot W ReW0 b r rest )7.

c. . Ias Ihe best: ioa u al~c~ostb o. .. . . . . . .

d. ou l d wdd )tAI tafh oii a
. Is hold a naLryof M *t .

DMt k S

0 . Will bl*ufly doribe £tmesl du itaa o . ia to rMeyou to
tel we whdch on .at to6s •..

Me secon Ain bow) )
The third cad ?And the fourthjM elw

0) (PANDOIZE)

a. Has the best personal qualiticationw tcC the job.*.. ............
b. would step-u, the pam ce o ducinu goperrusnt speding and iour

position in the world . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .2
c. Is a fighter for aking mjor danges in governmnt . . . . . . . . . . . . .3
d. Considers reducing the federal budget deficits, the country's nmber one

Nonw (VCLJN'EED). . ((A) To Q.69) . . . . . . * * .*5 Q67

(IF MKDE A FIMT COICE* ASK:)
68. Which ne wrould you dhos. secndI?

(REPEAT IF NXSAY/ANXCMXZE)

a. Ha Urn best personal qpalifications for the job. 0 0 0 . 0 0 0 0 * 0 0 . 1
b. Would step-W Uhe pace of reducing govecrumnt spendi nd ina oulEar

c. Is a fighter for making major changes in government , . . * * . .3 06d. Considers reducing the federal budget deficits, the country's mmteir oneQ6

No second choice. . . . ..... .... • • • • • • . • • • • • . . . . . 5Don' t know, . 8
Ref~used/iA. . * 9
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clon't loom

69, George Buh
. . .. 98

Dol't kIno•w* .. 98

70. Jack Kemp _Refusd/I. .0.00.99

(RECORD NuMBER)

Do n't know* a o e o o 98

71. Ted Kennedy Refused/N. ... • . • . 99
(RECORD NUMBER)

Don t know. . . • . . . 98

72. Gary Hart Refused/NA. . . • • • • 99
(RECORD NUMBER)
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75. W would b ih. ... •. • • • • 1
(PPT NA IFNIMS911412) Bob Dole. .. e * 2

Hoard Baker....... • • • • • 3
Jack KmuM . . . . * a • • • • • * o 4
Jeans Kirkpatrick • • • • • • • • • 5
Don't know* Q oefuoee ea*...o.e.o.o 8(GO 'TO Q.78) Refused/Nh.. ........ 00 0. 9
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H am -m generl t ftton c PrLidp t: t d be
bmiot Iin I9S. Rrc each aw, pomo taU m ai "to
the elwciia wm being told today and the poploImmtion Wm
canddatem.

a* Which way do you low an cE today
SM Rs)?

(RMANIZE PACE/W1 NY=S)

Ted Kendy ,
twmcrat

Gary Hart,
DanKat

Lee Iacocca,
Denmcrat

78. George Bush,
Republican

2

79. George Bush,
Republican

2

80. George Bush,
Republican

an the
fbc if
the

- towrd (REM RJEL tWIE IN

Dmon't know. 0

Ref used/NA..0

enIt know. 0 .
Refused/NAL. 0.

0 0 a0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 .8
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 .9

*0 0 0 0 0 *0 0 0 . 9

DonI t know. .0 e e 0 0 8
Refused/NA,.0000 0 0 0 0 . 9
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it Yua 010*11 ~s'~ adhmIta .iAJCh 88 ftiald R~agan
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83. Ow zwlatcwa withe Soviet 3 1 e

84.
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89.
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96. na4ld Reagan
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-Moo 98. Ted Kennedy
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99. Ronald Reagan
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93. RImald Reagan
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D:'t know. • 95
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102. On mot political issues, would '-u
describe ourself as a liberal, a
conservative, or a moderate? (MIT FOR
RESMUSE AN D MK:) o y ted tobe
extremly (liberal/conservative), fairly
(liberal/onservative), or Jumt slightly
(liberal/oonservative)?

Extremely liberal . . .
Fairly libera., . •o. .

Slightly liberal....
Modrate, . a . . . .0
Slightly ,0iurvative .
Fairly cor evative o.
Extremly CNervative.Don'It kno* o* o o o
Pefusxl/A& *

(RMTE 0. 103 AND(0. 104)

103. How would you describe ftald ltV.AWA -
as a liberalo, a oxnservative or a
moderate? (ASiC:) Would you say I's
extremely ( liberal/conservative),
fairly (liberal/conservative) or just
slightly (liberal/conservative)?

Exctroly liberal . ..
Fairly liberal. .. .
Slightly liberal..
Moderateo * . . • . .Slightly conervative .
Fairly conser ative ..
Extremely conervative.
OmIt know, *o •o *

• • • • •0 00 •00

*.2

O .6

. .7
O .8

1 9

104. How would you describe George Buh - Etrenly liberal . . . .•00 ...001as a liberal, a conservative or a Fairly liberal.. • . . . . . . . .2moderate? Would you say he's Slightly Liberal. . . . . •0.0.. .3extremely (liberal/conservative), Moderate.. . . . . . . .o....4fairly (liberal/conservative) or just Slightly conservative . .. . . • .05slightly (liberal/conservative)? Fairly conservative . .* . .... 6(liberal/conservative)? Extremely ervative. ...... 7
Dn't knowe .. ... 9. .. ..... 98Refused/Nh. ••. . .. *00#0a00 0. 9
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Tbereupon,

CRAIG L. -UL ER

hoe Deponent, was called for examintion by cousel for the.

Federal Election Commission, and after having been sworn by

the Notary, was examined and testified as follows:

EXAMINATION BY COUNSEL FOR THE COMMISSION

BY MR. LEVIN:

State your name please for the record.

A. I'm Craig Fuller.

. And your business address?

A. The White House, Washington, D. C.

(X And what is your position?

A. Chief of Staff to the Vice President.

Q. Mr. Fuller, have you ever been deposed before?

A. Yes, I have.

Q. So you understand that I'm going to ask you 
a series

of questions. And if any time you do not understand a question

I ask, tell me that you do not understand it and 
I'll either

repeat the question or try to rephrase the question 
so that you

can understand it. If you fail to tell me that you don't under-

stand a question, I'll assume that you understand 
it.

A. Okay.
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14 * Ca~ we address ope

yo" A4tm ef4 sign tion of, ~Obuziel

form f rom Mr. tgIex.

MR. MA:Which indicated that ,my f irm, and Ms.

IHolliday, would be representingj $r. I ler. But there was also

included on that designation of counsel.Aform the name of Mr.

John Schmitt. .1 want to advi.se the Co"mission at this time

that Mr. Schmitt will not be serving as counsel to Mr. Fuller

inor will he be making an appearance in this case.

MR. LEVIN: Thank you.

BY MR. LEVIN:

Q. Mr. Fuller, are you represented by counsel here to-

day?

A.

record?

A.

Q.

A.

Q.

Yes.

And would you state the counsels' names for the

Jan Baran, Ede Holliday and Trevor Potter.

And they are representing you personally?

Yes.

Have you consulted with anyone other than your

,i
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attorneys to t h*O

NO -1..o -- t I bOy* other than the

counsel here.

Excu0r t e,

A. Otecbnteounsiej b4heg I 'Ive not consulted with

anybody else.*

How lo have you been Chief of Staff to the Vice

President?

A I became Chief of Staff on April 1st 1985.

Q And what position did you hold before you were the

Vice President's Chief of Staff?

A. Assistant to the President for Cabinet Affairs.

Q. And what do you do as the Chief of Staff to the Vice

President? What are your functions?

A. Well, I have overall responsibility for the operation

of the Office of the Vice President. So I travel with him in

his activities around the country, Supervise the work of the

assistants to the Vice President in several different areas.

Basically have overall responsibility for the operations.

(. Would this include any functions pertaining to any

political campaigning the Vice President might do?

A. Yes, it does.
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What 4W .Yo*u do as, the-Asti*stt to the Pre% if4etk, for

Cabinet AffAiks? ~

That Off IQe: wA.*si~ngte .w ~ inato the work->of,

seven Cabinet.icounsels and to be- the ofce within the White

House that'dealt with-- the primary off ieo to deal with the

various Cabinet departments and agencies. So I was involved

in most of the issues not related to the National Security

Counsel. That's a separate office there. I was involved in

the work of the Cabinet counsels,involved in working with

Cabinet departments and agencies on issues that they brought to

the White House or events they were involved in with the White

House.

And you say that you became Chief of Staff to the

Vice President on April 1st 1985. How long before that had you

been the Assistant to the President for Cabinet Affairs? From

what date did you commence back?

I. January 20th 1981.

Q During that time did you perform any political

functions? In other words, outside the operations of the

Cabinet?

A. Well, again I'm not--

MR. BARAN: Do you understand the question?
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A. No. From time to time I was asked to suggest

7

'13 DZPOU~m 1mE n: *ot quite sure what you mean by

that. I will say I was a poitidal appointee. But I'm not,

quite-- maybe you•-could belmre specific.

BY MR. LEVIN:

0. Well, you said• that you performed political functions

in relation to your present job. Did you perform any similar

functions? I can be clearer than that if you wish, but--

. I didn't have a role in the campaign in 1984, a formal

role. I did have responsibility for setting up events that the

President was involved in, some of which people might consider

political. But I wasn't a political advisor to the President

in a campaign sense.

Q Did you get involved in any polling situations?

A. I reviewed as Assistant to the President, reviewed

polls and surveys that were taken, having to do with issues

that the Administration was involved in. Some of those polls

and surveys were taken on behalf of the RNC. Some were out-

side surveys. So I did have occasions in which I reviewed

polls, yes.

Q. Were these polls in which the survey had already

taken place?
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MR. L*VZO1, Sur, 0

(Whereupon, there t# off thO-record discussion

MR. BARAN: Thank vu

BY MR. LEVIN:

Q Since you became the Chief of Staff to the Vice

President, have you done any work for the Fund for America's

Future?

A. You'll have to clarify that. I don't work for the

Fund for America' s Future.

Q. Have you been involved in any of the activities of

the Fund for America's Future? That is, perhaps in talking t(

contributors, in arranging the activities of the committee?

A. I've attended meetings and participated at meetings

that were arranged by the Fund for America's Future.

SHave you arranged any such meetings yourself?

A. No. I mean, those meetings are really proposed and

set up by the Fund and its staff.

a Have you chaired any such meetings?

A.

Q.

No.

Since April 1st 1985, have you done any work for the

nd?

.)



L. NO. Imean-

MR. BARAN: Ma in~$ t of clrfiation

here? I 'm not aware of any V44 e#Wontial Exploratory

Committee. There is a Vice P,"( ti a Exploratory Account

IS that what you are referrin g, to?

MR. LEVIN: Well, then that's a clarification.

BY MR. LEVIN:

31
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O Do you know what the Vice Presidential Exploratory

Account is?

A I do, yes.

And what is it?

A. Well, my understanding of it is that it is an account

set up that will spend money in activities that are considered

to be testing the water.

Q. Are there any persons who have responsibility for

administering that account or who have drawing rights on that

account?

MR. BARAN: I object to the compound question.

BY MR. LEVIN:

Q. Then let's have an answer to the first one as to who

was administering the account.

9
'7

0
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It'* -I aIintftrod realy ink accordance *ithr, 9iftege

..... ;b b; Le 06 Jan Sran, an4 W4e Holliday.

Q Do y% kow who has been d4legated to admini r the

Account?

L Well, they've been delegated to administer the

Account in the sense of approving and reviewing proposed ex-

penditures.

O And the second question as to drawing rights on the

Account, do you know who has drawing rights on the Account?

I. I'm not sure that I have a clear answer to that.

I'm not sure. Expenditures are submitted for review. And it's

not a process that I'm directly involved in.

Q And who besides counsel then has to review those

expenditures?

MR. BARAN: If you don't know say you don't know.

THE DEPONENT: I don't know.

BY MR. LEVIN:

QL Mr. Atwater?

A. I really don't know. It's not a process I'm involved

in directly.

SThe questions to come will refer to the poll con-

ducted by Market Opinion Research from September 17th to the
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i;o you know an apprxite 4&te?

A. Within the last two months, but I don't have the date.

Again, this is referring back to the preface I just

gave you.

14 What was the first conversation that you know of per-

15 taining to the poll? In other words, you didn't have to be in-

16 volved in it, but that you know of?

17 MR. BARAN: I object to the question. Mr. Fuller is

18 prepared to testify to his first-hand knowledge.

19 MS. LERNER: That's all he's asking him.

20 MR. LEVIN: That's all I'm asking him. I'm asking

21 that he knows of.

MR. BARAN: Well, then, if you're asking him to

C

C
cc
cc



4 MX 9RAO: WoU14 4iy4f~if th question for Mr.

Fut~llor please, or ttt

6 ~ BY MR*' LSVIN:i

7 O What was the firSt oOverstion that you know of per-

taining to the poll? It isyor Vy not have involved you.

9 A. Well, the first'conversation that I know of for sure

10 is the only conversation that involved me, and it was-- I was

11 advised early in 1985 by Bob Teeter that he had been requested

12 by the RNC to take a .survey.

13 Q. Can you pinpoint when in early '85, a month at least?

o 14 A. Well, it corresponded with the time I became Chief of

15 Staff, so--

16 Q. So it was on or about April 1st 1985.

17 A. (No response.)

18 O Did Mr. Teeter refer to any conversation between Mr.

19 Fahrenkopf and the Vice President?

20 The concern is that when I asked on or about April

21 1st 1985, whether we got a verbal response.
2w

22 A. Well, it corresponded with my becoming Chief of

II
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What went on during your conversation with Mr. Teeter?

A. I really only recall being advised that the RNC had

requested Market Opinion Research to take a survey.

Q. Was there any statement as to what was to be entailed

in this survey?

A. Not that I recall, no.

Did you speak to the Vice President about this con-

versation?

A. I don't recall having a conversation with him about

the survey, about my conversation with Bob Teeter, no.

Did Mr. Teeter refer to a conversation that he had

had with the Vice President?

A. Not that I recall.

Q. Now, did Mr. Teeter refer to a conversation that he

cq

co~

cc

1 3

Staff. x dm t. M~om preoc riS*'*~o

or the, date#, but £it would have be" 4 first h4-f of" 10#5.

.n $hscuvrat.:R t;', 'justr~rd~

Mr. Teeter telling you about a po l2 I i he re fer to a con-

versation between Mr. Fahrenkopf, tt" 0 irzman of the Republica

National Committee and the Vice Pr sA ?z.

I don't recall him referrinq t6 that kind of conversa-

tion, no.
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hat YOU know of after

that?

MR, BARAN: Regarftnqg what, $t. Levin?

MR. LEVIN: Regardinq the.'oll. As I said, I would

state otherwise unless--

THE DEPONENT: In another conversation, Mr. Teeter

asked me if there were areas that we might have an interest in

of being covered in the survey. And I indicated to him that

we would be interested in questions having to do with two sub-

stantive areas, trade issues and terrorism, both of which the

Vice President was interested in.

BY MR. LEVIN:

Q And when was this conversation?

A. I really don't recall when I had that conversation

with him precisely, I don't.

( Did Mr. Teeter say why he was asking you about these

issues?

& Well, he indicated that he was in the process of

himt, his firms to

Mhai in the .next, i



ing.2 ~a that Would be

3" ob p zent c6nver-,lip

sation with r1w. Teeter. YouM k~u4~~ Jmo when it oc-
e .re.is ... o •nyo of when it cc,rd -r~ i o, r

curred?

7 Well, it's obvious that it oacurred sometime before

8 September, but I don't know. Summer or fall, I don't know.
9 *1 And you state that Mr' *Teeter was talking about

10 questions of interest to you. Did he mean you on behalf of the

Vice President?

12 A Certainly. Questions that would have been of in-

13 terest to what we were engaged in at the time substantively.

o 14 O What do you mean?

o15 A. We were dealing with the terrorism issue and we were

cc I dealing with trade issues and so my interest only reflected

17 matters that we had some interest in in the office.

Was any reference made to the Fund for America's

19 Future?

20 A. I don't recall any reference to the Fund for America's

21 Future, no.

Q During this conversation was any reference made to



Wx.Atwater?

2 A I don't recall any roference.

3 0. Did Mr. Teeter refer to any other conversatiolo heh

4 with-- and I'll name names here-- with Mr. Bill Phillips?

A. No.

6 . Did he refer to any conversations he had with the

7 Vice President?

A. No.

9 O Did he refer to any conversations he had with Mr.

10 Fahrenkopf?

11 A. I don't recall one way or another on that. I don't

12 I believe so though.

13 Q. Did he refer to any conversations he had with Mr.

o 14 Greener, William Greener of the Republican National Committee?

15 A No.
C

16 Were there any other issues discussed between you and

17 Mr. Teeter in this conversation?

18 A. Not that I recall, no.

19 Q. Was there any discussion of a prospective presidential

20 candidacy for the Vice President?

21 A. I don't recall any discussion of that, no.

2 Q. Was there any discussion of the perception of the
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604 Wteidnt a*'

campaigning fair 0

No -nottr~af that "0

discussed that at *
.SJ.

And 4A-Y

A, Actuay, I don't that .e and I discussed it at

all at any poiit, in the developmernt of the survey.

We're referring to the poll.

A. Yes.

And we're referring to two issues pertaining to the

Vice President's effectiveness in 1986 campaigning for other

candidates.

A. I don't recall discussions specifically with Bob

on that subject.

O Was there any discussion in this conversation with

Mr. Teeter that you had about voter attitudes towards major

political figures including the Vice President?

A Again, when you say "this conversation," I want to

make sure you are referring to the conversation which he asked

and in which I offered the two substantive issues?

The two substantive issues.

A. No, there was no discussion that I recall of the kind,



~u de5Qrib@d.

What in the net.,

. The nzt oonver

Mr. Teeter had with me earl

with a draft of the surve y

ii

4

S

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

FEC Exhibit No. 1 to the witness now.

(Whereupon, the document referred

to was marked for identification

as FEC Exhibit No. 1.)

MR. LEVIN: It is headed, "Memorandum for Mary Lukens

from Kathy Smith. I'll give witness a chance to review that.

THE DEPONENT: Yes.

BY MR. LEVIN:

him any reactions that I mzq±--:

Do you recall heairi#
A g #oVeration involving Mr

Teeter, Mr. Lee Atwater and ',r. 8 lP1hillips in which a deci-

sion was made to delay doing the, Pl?:

A. No, I have no recollection or any knowledge 
of that,

of such a conversation.

MR. LEVIN: I have exhibits that have been pre-

marked. I'm going to ask the Reporter to mark the ipre-marked

Exhibit No. 1 as FEC Exhibit No. 1, and I'm handing 
a copy of

Oh

C,

of is one that

Onh!o he provided me

and asked me to give

m m I •



~ * A4~~tis it?

IL mesg that y ertyKathy Smith, te*le~

01 4 to .9az ~~ pinion, Rsearch.

4This, i-s all the same 4document?

at yesu It is all the zame document.

4 A. :And thkt's the first. "page. And the remainder i-

7 there's a draft survey, a questionnaire, that Market Opinion

8 Research gave to me early in September to read.

9 9 And the first page contains your comments on the

V10 questionnaire?

11iiA Correct.

o12 When you made these comments-- well, first, do you

13 recall what date you made these comments?

014 A. By the notation on the corner which is mine, it

15 appears to be September 10th 1985.

16 MR. LEVIN: For the record, that's on the second

of the document. That page is marked at the bottom, page

19 BY MR. LEVIN:

1. When you made these comments had you seen the entirety

21 of those pages marked at the bottom page 1 through 9 in the

document?
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Off at

QL

.

Q.

.

Tee te r

6

7

8

9

10

it

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

An W 
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ugh -

Iioit atop

my offit* for q,

At the Whit* * ~

Right. YOO

By whom?

By Bob Teeter

Personally?

That's my rOIlect0 o., -

Did you have a conversation at that point 
with Mr.

I don't specifically recall a conversation 
with him

survey was dropped off. I do recall a conversation

he indicated he'd be providing me a copy 
of the survey

asked that I read it.

And when was that conversation?

I believe it was on the 9th of September, 
the day

commented on the survey.

And that was the day before you--

I commented on the survey on September

10th. My recollection is that he and I 
had either a telephone

when the

in which

and just

A.

before I

Q.

0

c,
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wsation or., cpz~o nvetsoion ia, Which he told Me Xfd

C* receiving a opy t Provide him,

W1h co.mnts.

4 .. What else was said pertaining to the poll in that

S conversation?

6 L I don!'t recall any discussion of the survey itself

7 other than just being asked to read it and review it.

N 8 Was there any discussion of the polling process?

9 By that I mean the work that Market Opinion Research had done

10 1 already, if it had done any, the issues, any contacts with Mr.

11 Teeter, of any of those three-- any contacts that Mr. Teeter--

12 MR. BARAN: I object to that compound question.

13 MR. LEVIN: Okay. Well, let's do it this way.

o 14 MR. BARAN: Let's just take it one at a time.

15 MR. LEVIN: Absolutely.

16 BY MR. LEVIN:

17 And the first time it was on the polling process?

18 A. Right.

19 Q. By that I mean work that Market Opinion Research was

20 doing.

21 A. No, I don't recall any discussion of the process,

22 other than his desire to finalize the survey document itself.
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S were t)tf )44u**O 0f market, OpinlLf arch

s arRac ,- e. 4, there any dis 4x

A oP:t * t arch may have haw vith

mwe Phillips or- Mt.r Atwater?

..The next one was any discussion about the issues--

7 any further discussion about the issues or questions?

A. Well, Mr. Teeter did specifically ask me to review

9 the questions that pertained to terrorism 
and trade which we

10 requested be included.

11 Did he preclude your reviewing any other 
questions?

12 A. NO.

13 Q. Did he state that you should?

14 A. Not that I recall, no.

15 Q. Did he say anything with reference to 
that?

16 A. No. Not that I recall.

17 I Did Mr. Teeter state whether or not he had discussed

18 the questions on pages 1 through 9 with anyone 
else?

19 A. I don't recall him indicating he had discussed 
it

20 with anybody else.

21 Q The questions on pages 1 through 9?

A. Correct, yes.



0. id 'h di#t C 4gUSs the. c; ai

;oi. of questions th yo , O,

S. I.dont recall any discusion :of how he formulated

the questions WhZ a.ybody else .

He did not:refer to any conversations with Mr. At-

water?

A No.

a Had you heard of any conversation like that between

Mr. Teeter and Mr. Atwater?

A. I don't recall of hearing of any discussion that had

taken place on the questions on 1 through 9.

SHow about the general kinds of questions?

A. No.

Q. Did you discuss the questions on pages 1 through 9

with Mr. Atwater?

I. No, I did not.

Did you discuss them with Mr. Fuller?

A. I'm Mr. Fuller.

Q. I'm sorry. Mr. Phillips?

A. No, I did not.

Q. I apologize. We're still working with the document

0

0

4

7A"

8.

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21



h. 44* document.Z

Kow4s thttt: a p at the bottom. .

4 A yes.

6 Perhas you and Lee could play around with these ideas." Are

7 those .your conMents?

8 .. Yes.

9 1 And were they meant to be sent to Mr. Teeter?

10 1. Yes.

Q- By sending it to Mary Lukens, you are sending them

12 ,to Mr. Teeter?
o

13 A. Yes.

o 14 Q Did you tell Mr. Atwater that you were going to send

00 15 this message to Mr. Teeter?

16 A. No, I don't recall discussing my 
comments with Mr.

17 Atwater or that I was sending him, Mr. 
Teeter, this message.

18 Q. The "Lee" refers to Mr. Atwater, is that correct?

19 A. Correct. That's correct.

20 Q. In addition to sending your comments back to Mr.

21 Teeter, did you have any conversation with him about these

2_2 questions?



.  Would you' ;#tate VM .

0 65 through 68 arid 10 throughi 99.

At the time: that you are, r viewing this document,

who did you think was going to pay for these questions?

. The Republican National'.

Was it your impression thatthe Republican National

Committee would pay for all of these questions?

A. Yes, it was.

Q. Did anyone ever tell you of a conversation between

Mr. Atwater and Mr. Phillips in which Mr. Phillips 
expressed

a concern that there were questions pertaining 
to the Vice

President or his interests on the poll, or that 
there may be

such questions on the poll?

A I don't recall ever have been advised of 
that con-

versation.

Now, what time frame are you talking about when 
you

say that?

L I'm talking about the period up to-- I mean, 
I'm not

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

CD

cc
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to the t .

which at OV the

ut, z ''40 were you ever aware? on

other words, until~ a- 0:m~t ago were you ever aware of,

suach a c~vrain

6 A was awpeoof a Speific conversation. I have

7 become aware subsequent to the issue of the survey being made

8 I 1 public that there may have been some concerns about that.

9 But you are not aware of any specific conversation

11 and only on my say so would you be aware of one up until a few

11 moments ago?

12 A. I was not aware of the conversation you mentioned.

13 Your mentioning of the conversation 
reminded me that I had

14 heard somewhere there were concerns raised about the survey,

15 but I was not aware of those concerns.

16 Q. And when did you become aware of those concerns?

17 A. At some point during the public discussion of the

18 survey having been taken.

19 Q. In other words, correct me if I'm wrong, after the

20 stories broke in the newspaper?

21 A. That's correct.

Q. When you were reviewing these questions, 
at the time
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r4* irti t for V"* 444 yqo think you ve,.# toview-

A. Pow t~b Tt*t.

on whose'.be)alf weto you reviewing these questtOihs?

On behalf of tb* DFund for Amia' 0,ujture?

MR. BARAN: Do you understand the question, Mr.

Fuller?

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

1

o)

0I

0)

MR. FULLER: I think I understand the question. I

was reviewing them specifically as somebody who is familiar

with surveys and interested in the two substantive questions--

I really didn't have the attitude I was reviewing it on behalf

of any organization or that I had any authority to approve or

disapprove the survey. So I was reviewing it more from a per-

sonal standpoint as one who was interested in the survey 
docu-

ment.

BY MR. LEVIN:

Q At the time you were reviewing it, was the Vice

President aware that you were reviewing these questions?

. I don't believe so, no.

Q. Was anyone at the Fund for America's Future aware

that you were reviewing these questions, to your knowledge?

A. No, not to my knowledge.
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4_,~ t tam, 0 has a11yo*,t told1

wo. Wa s,' t#U 4441 not aware of such a conver-

6 And you are not tvare f, such a conversation?

i 71 No.

8 I Subsequent to your review of these questions, did you

discuss-- and again, I mean'the questions on Exhibit 1, pages

10 1 through 9-- did you discuss those questions with anyone 
else

11 besides Mr. Teeter?

1 don't recall discussing the specific questions

13 on 1 through 9 with anybody else other than Mr. Teeter.

14 Do you recall discussing the questions on the poll

15 then? When you said specific questions--

16 A. Well, I recall advising the Vice President that the

17 two questions, the two areas that I was suggesting questions,

18 were on trade and terrorism.

19 Q And when was that?

20 A. That I don't specifically recall. I mentioned the

21 conversation in which Mr. Teeter asked me for suggestions. 
It

22 would have coincided with that, but it was summer or early fall.



111

I don t h a r o o i ohent an& he had

6 no Moional sq*tks

yOou know 11 1*, Vt Prh dt kno that there

were questions such as., tade that ther woe questions such as

S those at 65 to68 an4 70: Uirou~h 99?, IS other odqetos

referring directly tal the 1988 canign?

D 10

A. I don't have any reason to believe that he knew any-

12 thing more about the survey than the fact that I suggested

13 questions be asked on trade and terrorism.

13

14 OL Do you recall if anyone from the Republican National

1 Committee reviewed the draft questions on pages 1 through 9?

21 A. I have no knowledge as to whether they did or did

16

17 not.

18 Do you know if they reviewed any questions such as

19 these? In other words, draft questions or prospective ques-

Ii

20 1tions?

21A. No, I don't. I have no knowledge as to whether they-

id.
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19
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To your knowledge, *~ you'e * 4

pollsa, to your knowledge, and itA11',- your kt~oV1 4get £

it usual for the RNC to review a tiozaire eo#i

goes out, one that they've authors*04 !

A. I don't have any know1q$ Qt ,the re.Vi0V process

of the RNC at all with regards toj $ i1,

SOkay. We worked our way op to mid septe*er. And

we've discussed a number of contacts Are there any other

contacts or conversations that you kVDw of pertaining to the

poll that occurred before September 17th? It doesn't have to

involve you. Or that you are aware of.

I guess my problem is-- I mean, I'm aware of what

I participated in and I'm not sure how to-- I mean, I'm not

clear as to how to characterize other contacts. I don't recall

personally being involved in other contacts. I'd had contacts

with Mr. Fahrenkopf personally in which I recall him saying to

me that he was going to retain Market Opinion Research to do a

survey. I guess that would be the only other contact that I'm

personally aware of.

Q. Including in your--

A. You are asking for two kinds of contacts.

Q. Exactly. One that you're--
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6
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16
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of Mr. Fahrenkopf?

A The Vice President told me that Mr. Fahrenkopf had

the conversation with him in which he indicated-- he, Mr. Fahren-

kopf, indicated that he was going to retain Market Opinion Re-

search to take a survey.

Q. So to the best of your recollection this is around

the time of the genesis of the poll, is that what you're saying?

I'm trying to pinpoint.

A Sure. I don't recall when I specifically had the

conversation, that conversation, with the Vice President, al-

though it was early on in the April 1st time frame. His

So th # .: Only ta4ct tt I a aware of, is%'-

Vhich I p**iip ied V ~#0 I discussion wJith Mr. Fahren-

Jcopf.

W" at Jim a4la rferrng to, is any contacts that you

may have bo told :b~t' tat -you were not involved in.

L; Okay. I was t.ld that Mr. Fahrenkopf told the Vice

President that he was willing to and was going to obtain Market

Opinion Research to conduct a survey.

O0 Are there any others?

L I don't recall being told about any other contact.

Q Who told you about the most recent one you mentioned



Convo*eaSti OR7

President had -elsr

3' In A to st'ing If any of

that reminds y if $ O y were t4 onversation between

Mr. Atwater an4 K! Phillips * Mrna

6 sion of questions?

7 . I dol't have any better recollection.

8 Q. What date did you receive Well, let's do it this

9 way, it will make it a lot easie '

10 MR. LEVIN: I've pre-uark d , Exhibit No. 2, and

I'm handing a copy of FEC Exhibit No. 2 to witness and counsel.

12 It's entitled, "U. S. National #2 Study," dated November 1985

13 (Whereupon, the document referred

14 to was marked for identification

1; as FEC Exhibit No. 2.)

16 BY MR. LEVIN:

17 Q. Can you identify FEC Exhibit No. 2?

18 A. Yes. It's the report from Market Opinion Research

19 on their survey that was taken in the fall of '85.

20 Did you receive a copy of this survey prior to this

21 deposition?

A. Yes. I did.
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And Whoft d*&6 A u

A. I don' v4~4R~ xqi t ya* £*a.b

November as best as X O4I r 0041 c

Does November 13th soundfb tx' i'?-

. I'm sorry. I just dont . the 'exact date.

Early to mid November.

Okay. Between the time tha poll taking ended--

that was September 25th-- and the tie Yo;A recei~ed this analy-

sis, did you have any contact with anyOne else, with 
anyone,

pertaining to the poll? Any conversations?

A. No, I don't recall any conversations specifically

concerning the poll. I guess the first conversation I recall

would be-- I don't recall it specifically, but would 
have been

Mr. Teeter requesting time to come in and review the 
survey

with us.

Q. When was that?

A. Early November.

Q. And when did he make that request?

A Early November.

Q. Okay. What setting-- were you in a conversation 
on

the phone?

A. I don't specifically recall. I presume it was a



" t tber it was befoe I0

4 e cpy or a, copy. received- a copy

to a.:4j folowing U W"Stp a meeting to review the

6 sur voy.

7 .0 Do youi know what the tiMe Span was between the re-

8 ceipt of a copy and the meeting?

9 A. I really don't recall. Less than two weeks.

10 Less than two weeks. Let me probe this. Do you

11 recall any casual conversations, perhaps with Mr. 
Teeter, Mr.

12 Atwater, the Vice President, involving all of you?

13 A. Well, I don't recall any casual conversations 
either

o 14 with one or more on the poll, on the survey itself, no. I

15 may not have understood your question.

16 Q. Well, okay. It was phrased in a difficult manner.

17 Do you recall just talking with these people 
you've

18 mentioned and perhaps a reference to the 
poll coming up?

19 A Just to be straightforward about it, I recall 
being

20 given a copy to read, obviously being told 
it was finished,

21 being given a copy to read, and receiving a request 
to set up

a meeting to discuss the poll.

II ___________________________



2 meetingr cor etlf?

3 &. Yes..~

whien, you ha hl hee

5 . The ViLce PO

6 Teeter and myself

7 OL And where was th A4 *t0

8 A In the Vice Pter 4N*'R 0 tthe Executive

9 Office Building.

10 1 Describe this metlla. What happened? Who said what?

11 . It was a meeting that was designied to allow Mr.

12 Teeter to provide the Vice President with a copy of the 
poll

0
13 results, the report you have here. And to highlight or to

o 14 discuss the highlights of the poll. And so as I recall the

15 discussion, it was primarily, I guess it could be characterized

cc
16 as a presentation by Mr. Teeter on the Market 

Opinion Research

17 poll. I'll leave it at that. It really was a presentation by

18 him of his poll.

19 What did he say?

20 A I didn't take notes and I don't have a specific

21 recollection of the statements he made, except 
to say that his

22 presentation paralleled what was in the written 
document itself,
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0

0

Ao

the. .u ep -etn

A. I don't w.041 .h;4 'b at al I toi the

discuSs ion. Y relyW* pthe proeftatLOAn.

What did Mr. 7tatsy

IL r don-#t recall him' aa1124 W, ~ tsinteous

of the meeting*

What did the Vice PreIatt eY:?

I don't recall him making any points. Again, I have

to characterize it as a presentation and not really 
a discuss ioO

or a question and answer session.

Q. There were no questions and answers?

. I don't recall questions being raised specifically

of Bob. Again, he presented what was in the survey.

Q. Did anyone make any specific reference 
to the

questions that appear to pertain to 
1988, and perceptions of

the Vice President?

A. I recall Bob Teeter talking about 
the findings re-

sulting from those series of questions, 
yes.

Q. Did you receive any written 
communication, that is,

a letter-- well, let's put it this way-- a bill 
or an invoice



6 DO you~ know who-rec tv i ny Ltters or 
invoices or

7 bills?

"s ta No. Let me just add to that last answer.

9 Sure.

10 A. E I came to find out that the RNC was 
in possession

" 1 of a bill subsequent to the delivery 
of the poll and tepbi

12 
d discussion of it, but I--

0 13 When did you find that out?

o 14 A. Sometime after this issue became public.

10 1 After December the 3rd.

i A. Correct.•
17 From whom did you find that out?

18 A I really don't remember.

19 ~. Do you recall discussing the receipt by the 
RNC of

20 this bill with anyone?

21 A. Well, no, I don't recall a specific 
discussion of

22 the receipt of the bill. 
The public discussions and 

who was
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* :U hibit 3 and I'm hldi

3 'to tie ti~ttg .and counsel. This is

It's actual ly in Exhibit 2.0

(Whereupon, the document referred

to was marked for identification

as FE zxn v. cow

BY PEELEVIN:

Q ilm gOiang to refer back to the meeting at which you

and the Vice President and Mr. Atwater 
discussed the FEC Exhibit

2 with Mr. Teeter.

Did anyone say anything about this 
Forward?

MR. BARAN: Are you referring to--

MR.. LEVIN: Exhibit No. 3, FEC Exhibit No. 3.

MR. BARAN: I object. Improper foundation. You

haven't asked Mr. Fuller if he can 
identify this document-

MR. LEVIN: Thank you very much.

MR. BARAN: -- that you've laid before him.

BY MR. LEVIN:

Q. Can you identify FEC Exhibit No. 
3?

X I can identify it as the Forward 
to the survey.

...... 38

NC

39

a
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v:u; ..... n : $"n, i this form

not"e on ht,8A and u 4r-

P~~*~ 44 i a i~~*Exhibit 2.

. 0 Well, then, lot, s refer )ba4 to Exhit2aniti

6.MR A~M can we t)hen clarify for the record. Mr.

1 u Eill re is it your testimony that yOU cannot identify Exhibit

8 No. 3? That you've not seen thisntbefore?

9 THE DEPONENT: I have not seen that document before.

to MR. BARAN: Okay*

BY MR. LEVIN:

12 Q Then let's refer back to Exhibit 
No. 2 and it would

13 be the fifth sheet of Exhibit 
2, marked at the bottom with 

a

o) 14 small Roman i.

15 A. Okay.

16 Did anyone say anything 
about this Forward at that

17 meeting?

18 A I don't recall any discussions 
of the Forward at

19 the meeting.

20 Q Do you recall any subsequent 
discussions about this

21 i Forward?

22 A. Yes.

22

!i



K- 2  ~40

" 41

A.. IM not qh

r-,tt. b

s ureh t : a" X, h e

0 hquestion

6 Yes

7 With whom?

8A. I CAU real a 41 W611Lo Vith,' r., Atwater. that the

9 Forward had become a matterpww had, beco~e public or had been

10 something that the press peop.and the medi,*a were questioning

11 !and examining.

12 And when was this?

13 A. Sometime in the December, post-November time frame.

o 14 Did you discuss the Forward with anyone else?

15 A. I don't recall any specific discussions of the For-

16 ward with anyone else.

17 Q. That you were involved in, is that what your answer

18 refers to?

19 A. I don't recall discussions I had with people other

20 than Mr. Atwater concerning the forward.

21 Q. Did you hear of any discussions that didn't involve

22 you pertaining to the forward? Did you hear of any discussions?

It



~ ~ 4~#i~#'0 e and Mr. At*to

had aZ4~

40 An ltf* a &W- oaj J ,lo. ,41cussions?

4'A Aqaiu. thwie .scussio wre in. the context that- the

S press ,hM this &U4.wr preparod to write or comment on it. it

6. was:.cro~ting a-,4 An4 thiat tew were 9oing to be press reports

7 on the fact of the,-survey.

8 4 And this was at that: same-

9 L December.'

10 4L Any other discussions that you heard of?

11 L. No, I don't recall any.

12 Q. Do you know who Ron Walker is?

13 A. Yes.

Q4 And who is he?

15A. Ron Walker of Korn Ferry? I know a Ron Walker who

16 is a managing partner of Korn Ferry, International.

17 Q. is this the same Ron Walker who has been involved

18 with the Vice President's office at all?

19 A. Yes. Yes, he's been involved with us.

20 Q. And what does he do?

21 A. ~~~We asked him to represent theViepsdntaa

22meeting called by Frank Fahrenkopf to discuss issues of interest
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3

1ro 1, a 3 nz wpJJ

What h K ~ ~~ave a position

or, .a o*i saSAdl p t t Vice President at

this moting?

A. ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ o yre3 tii att'riPhrkpf asked the

Vice President's office to have sotmeone attend a meeting that

he was calling to discuss the convention and other related

issues. And we asked Mr. Walker to attend that meeting on our

behalf. He has no official role though.

Q When was this meeting?

L I honestly don't remember.

Q. I'll refer you back to FEC Exhibit No. 2.

. Okay.

Q. The poll analysis. When was it first determined that

the Vice President or representatives of the Vice President

would be receiving a poll analysis from Market Opinion Research?

A. I have no idea. I don't know.



YOU 4" thoull the I - of

Yagz*S 4 .* M the results would

a vailable to ust, whava S, Cu~m with polls the RMC

Won~ involig othiez pe1te

QF Could you elaborate on that? In other words, would

that include pols that did not'refoer to the Vice President?

A Yes.

O. Did you know that representatives of the RNC would

be receiving an analysis of the poll?

A It was my assumption they would be.

O Had anyone stated that to you?

A. No. The details between RNC and the Market Opinion

Research was something I was not party to.

O Had you heard of any discussions to that effect as

to who would be receiving an analysis?

A. No, I don't recall any specific discussions. It was

an assumption that people you'd asked for the poll to be con-

ducted would receive a copy of it.

Q Was there, to your knowledge, was there any dis-

cussion of the receipt by you and Mr. Atwater and Vice President

Bush prior to the receipt-- let me rephrase that, because that

V

CC
0q

0

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21



4n 4

'o>.2W.Di ~aba f Any discusJ~ oo th tfect tha~t you

_r At water and th-6& Vi0 Pre.444% d_ be receivi a

4 11prior to the RNC receiving-- z0oi$iAng a poll analysis

$ rAto the IRNC reoeivinq a poll a s4Ta

6 L I neither heard of a discussion- nor was I a party to

• any discussion on how the poll results would be delivered to

any party of interest.

9 Q. At the time you received the poll analysis, were you

101 aware of whether or not the RNC had received one?

A. I was not aware of whether or not they had received

one.
C

13 Q. You have referred and so have I referred to the

o 14 matter becoming public, and that was around the beginning of

CO 15 December, December 3rd or 4th?

16 A. As I recall, yes.

17 Q. And how did that become public? I mean, how--

18 I wish I knew.

19 Let me ask you a sort of leading question. It be-

20 came public in the newspapers, is that what you're referring to?

A. My first recollection of the fact that it had become

2 public was reporters had been given or sent a portion 
of the
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1b leave

I don't recall having any discussions between the

with the Vice President and it becoming public nor am

of discussions to which I was not a party taking place.

Okay. Now, the story breaks. I'd like you to tell

happened, what you know of what happened as the story

A. Let me just think a minute. I was preparing to

-- on the day of the first press inquiries were received,

I was preparing to leave town with the Vice President on a

trip. I think it was just a one-day trip. And when we were

advised that some of the information in the poll had been pro-

vided to news organizations, and that calls were coming in to

the Fund and to the RNC, I was advised of this by Mr. Atwater.

Since we were leaving town, and did in fact leave

L

meeting

I aware

Q.

me what

broke.

s~aty .4 vr c~ $ ~ J~z~5of the Fwn4%z

AMricIas r.tu abot, .. t was a day or t1

days int advance ot anyw 00Xtdat*0R of tti*5

QL Betweenthe time that you and Mr. Atwater and the

Vice President had t b tirA1t with Mr. Teeter and the time

that the story became pubic4, do you know of any contacts or

conversations during at time involving the poll? Let's start

with anyones that you were involved in.
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1464 that whto
2A I *e . t, t ti.' that OCCUrr

30 thrmughout wat tre ate t , a

nThe ati th sto k wa ia that what you

mean?

6 1. That* c~rf

7 Is 8 this the day before it app ar.4 'in. the newspapers?

8 A I bel ieve it was the fty be- re thie first story

9 apared in the newspapers., So I cani't really offer very much'

10 in terms of what transpired after "thatadftrjsth

initial information about the story, I was really advised that

12 there was going to be a story and a likelihood of it appearing

13 the next day.

D "4 Q. Do you know of any meetings that occurred on that

15 day? Involving the poll.

16 A. I'm aware only of a meeting-- only the phone conver-

17 sation. I can recall a phone conversation with Mr. Atwater

18 and I can recall Mr. Atwater meeting with me in my office be-

19 fore we left. And I don't recall anything else. Mr. Phillips

20 may have been present at that meeting as well.

21 iAnd what was said during this meeting and the phone

conversation? Take the meeting first. Take whatever came
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1, think first was P.. "' 1 and the meetin'

fo1 loved soon -theraftr.": ;~~ttonl.y thing I recallI is

really being briefod on iMply what was known at the time whi.

was that portions of the survey had b" isn t to news organia-

tions and there were questions aboutthe survey, its contents,

why it was taken, who was paying for it, and that kind of

thing. And that's all I specifically recall. And then I left.

And I'm not sure where the meeting went from there, but at that

point I was out of it, out of the direct discussion of it.

Q Who referred to who it was taken for. I mean, was

there any kind of discussion, I mean specific resolution of

that?

A. Well, in my mind it was very clear that the survey--

at the time my understanding was that the survey had been re-

quested by the RNC and Market Opinion Research had done the

survey for the RNC. And I left at that point and was not party

to the other discussions.

Q So you say that was your understanding at the time

it was for the RNC. Back when you had the meeting with Mr.

Teeter along with the Vice President and Mr. Atwater, what was

your understanding as to who the poll was for?

1
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g tbh* t~ been:. taken f3t~

JPC* at the rqo~oft Of, URC, by M4rk*t opinion Research.,

?ben V *hY, _w 0"*eVI ri6nt and Mr.&-

water alsto receiving .,an shaWyi8?

L For six year,. ve :been briefed periodically by con-

sultants to the RNC on jUs 'that are taken for the RNC, and so

I thought there was nothing unusual about it, and it had been

my understanding from the beginning that-- particularly since

we'd been given the opportunity to provide questions on trade

and terrorism, that the results of the survey would be shared

with us.

SWhy have you been briefed for these past six years?

A. They must think I use the information somehow. I am

interested in it.

Q. Do you pay for this information?

A. I don't, no. The contract is with the RNC.

Does anyone pay on your behalf for this information?

A No, to be specific, I'm referring to Mr. Wirthlin, who

does survey work for the RNC.

O. That's Dick Wirthlin?

A Yes. And his contract. So far as I know, his con-

tract is with the RNC. With the exception of the time he may

I
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Atwater ad the Vic Prosident befQo?.

N. 1, I 40ft't belive so.
0 E.ve yoi ever recevnb4 s aalysis with Mr. Atwater

before?
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L Not that I recall.

OL With the Vice President before?

L Yes.

SAnd when was that?

A Well, Mr. Wirthlin has briefed the Vice President and

me on his surveys conducted on behalf of the RNC on approxi-

mately eight occasions, six to eight occasions.

Within the past year or within the past--

A Within the past year.

So you've testified-- let's go back to this early

December period.

. Okay.

0. And you have said that you and the Vice President

had to leave town that afternoon. This is the day before the

story appeared in the newspapers?

49
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A. ~iht.

L. I think it .v1"- ,t* -66se vbot I f*k~ -it VOas ate

that night.

Did, you thon. tal.k wth* atnybodiy did you hear- of

any discussions about what had gone on that apy?

L Yes, I did.

0 And what specifically did you hear?

L Late in the day, I can recall generally a conversatio

Mr. Atwater and I had to brief me on meetings that had taken

place and discussions that had taken place. I'm not sure I

can give you-- I don't really specifically recall the exact

conversation.

( Can you tell me though the substance of the conver-

sation?

L As best as I can recall, the conversation focused on

issues that had been raised by the press as to the poll and as

to the purpose, as to who was paying for it.

Q. And what was said? I mean, for instance, what was

said about the purpose of the poll?

A. I don't recall the answer. I don't recall the con-

versation sufficiently to report on that.



C 7'I w.._

DO. yoI~twaIa

DOyou recall ,iS .Aatas aid about

2 the purpose of the poll?

3 L. Not as it pertails 'to that coaver5tionl Aqtin, the

4 nature of that telephone conv e#*tion, it was generally to

brief me on what was developing in thO ay. of a press story,

6 1which we then read the next day.

7 Q. What was said about who was to be paying for the poll?!

8 1 A. On that particular issuethat conversation or conver-

9 sations that day was where I learned that there was considera-

10 tion being given to the Fund paying for a portion of the poll

11- I as a result of the concerns of the press by the RNC as to their

12 ability to pay for some of the questions in the poll.
0

13 Q Did you learn when this consideration first surfaced?

O 14 In other words, was this something that just surfaced that day

i or had there been some prior expression by someone that the Fund

16 might pay for questions for the poll?

17 I was not aware-- restate the question. I'm not

18 quite--

19 Q. Okay. You said that the concern-- or maybe I'm just

20 approximating what you're saying, that you became aware of the

21 concern surfacing about payment for the poll.

What I'm asking is was that someone referring to



--7$7~ 7-R z "A Opusrn z xrszl sur-1

2.

A. : :oa't ao*rn surfacing

before the oonversat % on _d" t know as to whe-

ther it At 1W before in conver-

6 sations' to .which I Was, not a party.

7. No one ever referred to-. 4id anyone ever refer to a

8 conversation that Mr. Atvater had with -r. Phillips about that?

9 MR. BARAN: I object. That Uestion has been asked

10 and answered already two times.

11 MR. LEVIN: I'm just asking because in these circum-

12 stances his recollection may have been prompted.

13 THE DEPONENT: I still don't recall any knowledge of

14 that kind of conversation.

15 BY MR. LEVIN:

16 Q. Okay. So we do have the concern about or the issue

17 of payment being referred to.

18 A. That's correct.

19 O Did anyone from the RNC state that there were certain

20 questions it would not pay for?

21 A. I don't recall that I had any discussion with the RNCI

21 at that point, and I don't know the answer to that.



OM At , AU''.or mowrica' a Fture

Yo ae ek~bab~t teene*t htto lc
ask-- I -doint know that he :* 4r Iu Now let me go back.

4|

6 Aght, Tht .you. kn1ow of

7 . I can't speak for what he topresented in the course

8 of the Oonversations ,that day. I don't know.

9 Did anyone say anythifn about what the Fund for

10 America's Future would or would not pay for?

1 A. I was not a party to those discussions. I can't

12 answer that.

13 JL Did you hear of any such statement?

o1A. I don't recall any specific statement. I was under

15 the impression that as a result of the information I was given

16 that the Fund had expressed a willingness to consider 
payment

1-7 for questions that they could pay for if the RNC had difficulty

18 paying for them. I don't know of any commitment and I was not

19 party to those discussions. But that was my impression based

20 on information I was given.

21 . Was any specific reference made to questions on trade!

and terrorism?
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45

Wa n sef *ti~ ~eto qusin bt you

wa .~ any r~forence iuade to questions pe2*.ainirl to 1988 and the

jousbEJty: of the, Vice Tredntrnngi 1988?'

L r. In this early Deoosber t,&n, frame th oly cl

7 ledtion that I have to the singling- out of questions was genera

in :Inature and they were described as questions the RNC might not

9 be able to pay for. And nobody told me which ones they were

10 or that sort of thing.

-! Did anyone tell you what the nature of those were~II

12 1 though, even if they didn't tell you which 
ones they were?

13 I . I don't recall specifically. I assume they had to

O 14 do with the quote "'88" questions that were in the survey.

15 Was any reference made to questions that 
did not

16 refer to 1988, but referred to the Vice 
President?

17 A. I don't recall.

18 Q Until this point it was assumed that the Republican

19 i National Committee would pay for the poll, at 
least on your

20 part, right?

21 A. That was my assumption, yes. That was my under-

22 standing. It was not my assumption.

;I



Di& Yift " 00* everyone's under-

Ir r~swe oar.~~~ h 3rd meetihqs?

don ~ t, tdr&) I 04 *.tion quite that

wyo i never was told by ayiwas another artange-

Irtbein~g cons ide red.,

What was your un4erst nding4based on the understandin

that the RNC would pay for the entirty of the poll?

. I'im sorry. Would you please restate that?

what was your understanding based on? That is, the

understanding that the RNC would pay for the entirety of the

poll?

A Oh. The initial conversation that I was told about

that Mr. Fahrenkopf told the Vice President that he was going

to retain Mr. Teeter to conduct a survey and my original con-

versation with Mr. Teeter who told me that the RNC had retained

his firm to conduct the survey.

Q. Did anyone express any surprise or concern or any

opinion whatsoever with respect to the fact that you and Mr.

Atwater and the Vice President had already received an analysis

and yet the RNC had not?

A Nobody in the conversation with me expressed that.

Q. Did you hear of any such expression?
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the RNC,

analy

And whn was* th:t7. -

That early December~tm fr&

How were you toL-4 ,about W-? Mo did you find that

I don't specifically recal .

But it was not a conversation?

I don't recall having a conversation with anybody at

no.

O Were you surprised that the RNC had not received an

sis and that you had already received one?

A. No. I confess not to have been surprised. I did not

6.
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know of the arrangements between the RNC and Market Opinion

Research.

Q Could you repeat that? You did not--

A. I was not aware of exactly what the arrangements 
were

between Market Opinion Research and the RNC with respect to re-

porting back on the results.

Q. What did Mr. Teeter say during this time period,
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C41o 3rd? What did4 YOOQj

A. What did I hear? h&p~bV* ,ye cicre le-

tion ot" onesations I Vr4 .011 .~O bu the Our ,Vey.

Do you have any reolletion, of.onversations that Mr.

Teeter would have had with those other than you? It need not

be specific. It can be general. But as specif ic as you recall.

A. No. I don't. I don't remember being told the con-

versations he had with people.

O Do you know of any discussions or any correspondence

in which Mr. Teeter was told not to include analysis pertaining

to the Vice President in the analysis he was going to give to

the Republican National Committee?

A. I know of no such discussions.

Q. And no correspondence to that effect?

I. And no correspondence.

MR. LEVIN: The Reporter will mark pre-marked Exhibit

4, FEC Exhibit 4, which I'm handing to witness and counsel.

It is a letter dated December 20th 1985.

(Whereupon, the document referred

to was marked for identification

as FEC Exhibit No. 4.)

MR. LEVIN: I'll give the witness time to look at the



~4you,~ 4A* tSo e recoxrd?

.a r :Z ! : that I sent to tahk

And I &SWuMO. :hau go*#s~ t bis letter befoe

Ah Yes, I have B-e 'te l0t* e b efore. I have not seen

this specific copy with the toations in the upper right corner

before.

S

0

O

¢c

So you don't get excited about that, we received that

Republican National Committee.

I'm going to refer you to page 2 of FEC Exhibit 4.

Okay.

And the top paragraph, beginning with the word 
"fi-

A. Okay.

Q. And it refers to in the first sentence 
a conversation.

A Yes.

Q What conversation is this?

A As best I can recall, and I do not recall 
when I had

the conversation, I spoke by phone with 
Mr. Fahrenkopf and

wanted to make sure that there was-- 
the phrase "misunderstanding"

from the

a.

nally ."
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S Rspottt** ix th~i *C showingfC x

6 hit $5, to thei with*iW, 404 co~
A *A*-_, cument referred

8 , ~ w~istJ4 ~r identification

Qbt

10 MR.* LEVN: Can yoa-, idetify it?

MR. BARAN: We haven't finished with it

12 MR. LEVIN: oh, I'm sorry.

0
BY MR. LEVIN:

14 Q. Can the witness identify FEC Exhibit 5?

SA. I can identify it as the letter that was sent to the

lb Vice President by Frank FahrenkOpf, a copy of which 
was pro-

17 vided to me by the Vice President.

18 QL Is FEC Exhibit 5 the letter you are referring to 
in

19 discussing FEC Exhibit 4?

20 A. Yes, it was.

21 1I . Okay. I was asking about the conversation that 
you

I referred to in FEC Exhibit 4.



xv~t F cdn hsWe !£ emsaen f thatsio

8 o ne redn-a an idaxht e - -f of j aagah h

4

An h eod eeec ~tE# . r. Fsec n p , secon'

bI0*r sa ehbt t paragraphs Tethatetind uneeonin onen n polI

14

co the tha d %# which he refder to "the

Unfotunate incident this, eek i w OaVtA the mistaken impre si

thatt the o I ohad istiete ,nd paid or &apoll exclusively for

20 hwit this I= comisineerd_.

onpresidential candidate_-

1 And the second reference onthe second page, second

10 paradra, "The aforementioned misunderstanding concerning poll

12 Ifelt that those statements in the letter suggested

13 ia misunderstanding that I was not clear about. 
There was no

14 Imisunderstandinlg 
in my mind that Frank FahrenkOPf and the RNC

15 had sought Bob Teeter and Market Opinion 
Research and had asked'

16 them to do a poll and had advised us that they 
had asked Bob

17 Teeter to do a poll. And I wanted to make it clear that that

18 was my clear understanding and that I would 
so state in a let-

19 ter. So I had the telephone conversation and I followed 
up

20 j with this letter.

21 And the telephone conversation assured me that 
my

22 understanding was the correct understanding.
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that th
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6 opinion

pay for

8

9

0

Who is

A.

3

4 A.

,*Z4 Youa th~at- at What point are you toying

a' JW otttred to payr fr a survey?

S*ie, que stion?

Yes.

It was my understanding that when they went to:,karket

Research to have them take a survey, they intendod to

the survey.

And they, meaning whom?

They, the Republican-National Committee.

And then you say, "in which we would have an interest.,"

wes

The Office of the Vice President.

And what do you mean by interest?

That we had the ability to suggest the questions on

trade and

Q.

terrorism.

Now, this conversation, when did you say that took

place?

x I don't recall specifically. It would have been be-

tween December 4th and December 20th.

Q. And was this a face-to-face conversation?

A. Telephone conversation.

Q. This was just you and Mr. Fahrenkopf or was this a

9

4

II

(

I
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Of anyone raisi ng tzhe:i, tio n of whom the first analysis was

for? That :js, was it ;for thO.ViCe president or 
for the Fund

for America's• Future? r know what your assumption was# but--

A. I don t recal a discussion concerning 
who the

analysis was for, no.

To make it clear for the record with reference to my

last question, what was your assumption 
as to who the analysis

was for?

fMy assumption was that it was the Market Opinion Re-

search analysis for their survey.

sFor whom?

A For those with whom Market Opinion Research was 
going

to issue its results.

Q For the Vice President?

A. I'm not sure I understand the point. In other words,

I knew they were taking a survey. I knew they were going to

share their results with us. They shared their results with us.
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L. I. did not MU)i h

M, at ddyo-

MR. SA P: -XU A&

MR. LEVI 14: Let-th4~ racnrd " 1 act thiat cusel

and witness are conferring.

THE DEPONENT: Can. You rePeat the last question?

BY MR. LEVIN:

Q Not that the analysis that they were sharing 
with you

is going to be different from the analysis 
that they would

give to the Republican National Committee?

A. I had no knowledge of what exactly was 
going to be

shared with the RNC and I had no reason 
to believe that what was

shared with us would not be shared with 
the RNC.

a After the December 3rd meeting but 
prior to the time

that the RNC received this analysis, 
did anyone discuss with you

the fact that the RNC would be receiving 
this analysis?

MR. BARAN: Excuse me, Mr. Levin. You keep referring

to Decemrber 3rd. And I just want to-- as a matter 
of clarifica-

tion, I don't know exactly what has 
been testified to. I don't



t nJtataty, 0,0 4 at b~ott * S.tified to, but are talkr

2 n abouit the day bj0re the fit. noo *pper article occurred,

4 1 BY MR. X*VZINR

B etweh1 that 4ay that the f Lrost newspaper article's

6 appeared and the time that theRU 3C received its analysis, did

7 anyone discuss with you the upcoming meeting 
or the upcoming

8 receipt of the analysis by the RNC?

9 A I was informed that Mr. Teeter would make a presen-

10 tation to the RNC.

Q. When were you informed of that?

12 A. Sometime after the early December period when I

o13 learned that they had not yet received 
an analysis from the

o It, survey.

15 Would this have been around mid December that you

Ilb were informed?

1 A. The best I can tell you was that it was after the

18 early December time frame when the articles 
appeared.

19 Q. Do you recall how much after?

20 A. No.

21 Who was this who informed you of this?

22 A. I don't recall.



:6.5.

th aley~ hat you had teceived

074 Ina,, i between the time

4 A. No, I st recall di,4ustijn the analysis with any-

MR. %xv-xv: I'Ve given the Reporter a document that

7 as pre-marked FlW Exhibit 5, but is now FEC Exhibit 6. And

.40 8 I'm handing a copy to witness and counsel. Let me make sure

it's one copy. Yes. I'm handing a copy to witness and counsel.

10 (Whereupon, the document referred

-- to was marked for identification

12 as FEC Exhibit No. 6.)

13 BY MR. LEVIN:

o 14 It's from Market Opinion Research. It's marked

15 "Office copy."

16 A. Okay.

17 Can you identify this document? Have you seen it--

18 Let me ask you this first. Have you seen it before?

19 A I've never seen it before.

20 Q Have you seen a similar document without the "Office

21 Copy," part of it?

A. No.



CopY o in Lfl early , 0Xtkbe

3 to ths Wtiosaire

4 includd in~ the':

Wt Notht ist repor ft That is

6 FEC Exhik~it 2.

7 AM i coret in saying" sti the. copy you saw then is

8 the one that is pal with an anei esfthe answers a laying

9 out of the answers, to thes questions, the date of the answers

10 to these questions?

11 A. No, that is correct. I don't--

12 MR. BARAN: If your question, Mr. Levin, is whether

13 Mr. Fuller has previously seen the questions of the survey in

14 their final form, he has testified to the fact that he has

15 identified what is Deposition Exhibit No. 2, and has seen it

16 previously to this deposition. So that is already in the

17 record.

18 BY MR. LEVIN:

19 Mr. Fuller, did you and Mr. Teeter discuss how the

20 questions that you have before you in FEC Exhibit No. 2 should

be allocated; that is, in terms of what entity should pay for

22 what questions?
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D -d you 'ha a oo*t * ling, with What va Will

,cal thwl allocation~ Ow, tida with" .Ib4Q*?,

L. 1-dont recall aniy specific conrsation concerning

the allocation Iof questions. I rocallI being briefed- on the fac-

that the idea of allocating certain questions to the Fund was

taking place but I was not a party to those discussions.

OL What discussions do you recall that you are referring

to?

A. Simply that the Fund was-- that representatives of

the Fund were discussing with the RNC the possibility of having

some of the questions allocated to the Fund from the survey.

Q. And who were those people that were discussing that?

A I really don't know.

Q. Would that include Mr. Atwater?

A. It could have included Mr. Atwater. I'm not sure who

was party to those deliberations.

Q. Do you know if anyone from the Fund for America's

Future met or talked with Mr. Teeter about allocation of

questions?

A I don't have any specific knowledge of such a meeting,!

no.



2

3

4

6

7

8

9

10

12

13

o 14

16

17

18

19

20

21

No.6~W4~~~ ~JI ~ io conversation Or

meeting that took Placot~ q~~it of allocation.

P0, you, 6 1k r, #ion 'as to how this was to be

allocated? ov thoe qstions ve.. t be allocated?

L I av t go bic-ad•~- gL o aryt h

disucesiona about the allocation process, go I do not have any

specific recollection of thoe kinds of conversations.

MR. LEVIN: I'll have the Reporter mark those docu-

ments as FEC Exhibit No. 7. What was pre-marked FEC Exhibit

6 should be marked FEC Exhibit 7.

(Whereupon, the documents referred

to were marked for identification

as FEC Exhibit No. 7.)

MR. LEVIN: I'm handing a copy to witness and counsel.

BY MR. LEVIN:

: Have you seen this FEC Exhibit 7 before?

L No, I have not.

Q. Did you hear any discussion of any proposed 
payment

*of $4996? This is proposed payment by the Fund for America's

Future for the poll.
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I0 Ddyo vrse'hoyo aypooead otat orqit

3 before?

an Corrs i don.t. ren ththat f igure before.

5' 0, Have you heard any dio _; t~*at all, as to, any kind

6 of final apportitefomt Of payot?

7 L. It's tuy understanding t hat there&# been no determina-

8 tion of payment. I don't recall hri Of any determination

9 at all on the question of pay iavt t

10 Q. Did you ever see a copy of any proposed contract or

11 any similar document that might have been sent to the Republican

12 tonal Committee from Market opinion Research?

13 1. I don't recall seeing such a documentn no.

14 M . Mr. Fullers let me ask you this. Did you submit

15 this is in reference to the affidavit that you submitted 
in

16 response to the notification. Did you submit a copy of your

17 affidavit to anyone other than Mr. Baran before submitting it

18 to the commission?

19 A. I don't believe so, no. To Ede Holliday, the counsel

20 prsnmy have seen it. I don't recall if it was sent to

21 Mr. Baran or Ms. Holliday, but those two would have seen it.

Q. Do you know if it was then sent to the Republican
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2 . If do notlknoVAR Lr~ #unil a inforaed

5 but I don* t know whethMR.min V hose shared.

6 Jan, do yo u have a Iny questiot"?

7 MR. BA RAN: Could we, take. a vvr Y short break and con-

8 fer with our client. I'd l ike to talk to, my co-counsel and

9 see if there are any questions thatwe Would like to ask. If

10 there are, it certainly wouldn't take very long.

MS. LERNER: Sure.

12 MR. BARAN: Thank you.

13 (Whereupon, there was an off-the-record discussion.)

o 14 MR. BARAN: We would like to take advantage of asking

0o 15 a few questions just for clarification purposes.

16 EXAMINATION BY COUNSEL FOR THE DEPONENT

17 BY MR. BARAN:

18 Mr. Fuller, you've testified that you were advised

19 by the Vice President that Frank Fahrenkopf had informed him

20 that the RNC was commissioning this poll. Were you also ad-

21 j vised by the Vice President that Mr. Fahrenkopf had requested

22 questions from the Office of the Vice President for this poll?



O

0

cc

& Ye, I was.

You've also testified"', atyo had discussed with mr.

Fahrenkopf that he had confxu e4 tht he had coimmissioned mo R

to conduct this poll. At the time of that discussion, did Mr.

Fahrenkopf state to you that he would like questions of interes

to the Office of the Vice President to be included in this poll

A. Yes. He made it clear that he was going to solicit

the Office for questions and that they should be provided to

Mr. Teeter.

Q You have also testified that Mr. Teeter called you to

ask for your suggestions on those questions to be included in

this poll. And you have testified that you would suggest

the areas of trade and terrorism. Was Mr. Teeter's call to you

pursuant to Mr. Fahrenkopf's offer to the Vice President?

A. Yes, it was.

Q. Mr. Fuller, did you at any time request anyone from

the Republican National Committee to commission this poll?

A No, I did not.

O. To your knowledge, did the Vice President ever make

such a request?

A. No, he did not.

Q. To your knowledge, did anyone on behalf of the Vice



, ]M hOzabtteen t o -

& Z h ~~& ~ ~~ *b~associ ted *i1th_ the

S Vice Prsident requested'~

WihrsecOt L ys. which has been ift-

6 duced as Deposition Exhbi t - 2, tq your knowledge was this

7 analysis prepared.ezclta*We1VO to rthe Vice President?

8 . I have no reason to believe it was prepared exclu-

9 sively for the Vice President., Itwas presented as the analysis

10 from the survey commissioned by the RNC.

Mo I IDid you at the time of receiving the analysis have

12 any reason to believe that the Republican National Committee
o

13 did not receive the same analysis?

o 14 A. I had no reason to believe that the RNC would receive

15 any different analysis.

16 Q. With respect to your prior testimony regarding ques-

17 tions contained in this poll that were referred to as

18 "1988 questions," to your knowledge did the Fund for America's

19 Future at any time ever offer to pay for these so-called "'88"

20 questions?

21 A. I have no knowledge that suggests they offered to pay!

2 for those questions.
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MR. 3AR ta is11l the quettibns tha him~w

7 I, wol lik at this t1100 to a "State MY eArlier ojtion t:e-

- gArding the, r*q% ests alid the responses that pertain.to hearsay

9 tesimnY 'lke to lodge. that objection with repect' to

10 this.,entire deposit ion.

-1 REEXAMINATION BY COUNSEL FOR THE COMMISSION

K12 BY MR. LEVIN:

13 1 Mr. Fuller, you stated that you had no knowledge that

14 1988 questions, referring to 1988, would be included in the

15 Fund's offer to pay--

16 A. Correct.

17 Q. Did you have any knowledge that such questions were

18 not to be included?

19 L I think what I said was that I understood that the

20 Fund was willing to consider paying for questions that it could

21 -appropriately pay for. And I knew that by stating that it was

22 my understanding that those would be '88 questions, questions
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2

13

4

5

6

7

8

19

0
10

12

13

14

OD 15

16

17

18

19

20

21
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t they ,very w *24

~ ~ ~ ~ t wntto remi~nd

the witness, and all thse p ez* b*t)JS* is an investigation'!

onwduted by the rode.111 ROt± a l dCoiAandihEefr

gobject to *th* vonf idotiality reu#lOts ,of 2 USC Section

437 GA4 and 437 GA 12.. Aid therore you are subject to those

confidentiality requirements.

I'd also like-to present the witness check to Mr.

Fuller.

THE DEPONENT: Thank you very much.

MR. BARAN: May I inquire as to signature on the

deposition and the availability of the transcript?

MS. LERNER: Do you wish to waive signature?

MR. BARAN: No.

MS. LERNER: As soon as we get the original, we will

send it to you for signature. And if you wish to have a copy

you'll have to deal with the Court Reporter.

MR. BARAN: Please.

MR. LEVIN: I just want to say, if there are no

further statements, this deposition is now adjourned.

(Whereupon, at 12:15 the deposition was concluded.)
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4 txu and cOrrects,

CRAI L. .LER

WASHINGTON, D. C.

SUBSCRIBED and SWORN TO BEFORE ME, the undersigned

Notary Public, in and for the jurisdiction aforesaid, this

day of 1986.

NOTARY PUBLIC

My Commission Expires:
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rwI vAnLo Coffenber'y ptbe off icer before whoM

the to*90 do Q Vag, i i ,:tkn,: 6.hereby certify that

the vitn"S who" testimony appears in the foregoing deposi-

tion va rat the testiony of said witness

was taken by u by stenomak and the eafter reduced to type-

writing by mei that said deposition is a true 
record of the

testimony given by said witness; that 
I am not counsel for,

related to, or employed by any of the 
parties to the action in

which this deposition was taken; and, 
further, that I am not

a relative or employee of any attorney 
or counsel employed

by the parties hereto, nor financially 
or otherwise interestedl

in the outcome of this action.

Notary public andf e
District of Columbia

My commission expires:
December 14, 1989
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Th1a ew oge $Um4 bi try an geeaa by Market
O~e~e~ er~Eo ~ ~ ~ t*atl~Ci~~e Themao

--hiseti4te t or Vice ttAntGeoLgeBusin 0fth yadgntI*o
tiOMS for Pneiit~ i WfO.

*To nap the national isse agendar especially with
400;respect to the izwotant'issues of foreign tra* and

international terrorism.

0
Research Dsicn

o Sanyle/Field

cc Fifteen hundred (1500) telephone interviews were administered to a

clustered, .robability-proportionate- to-size random sample of U.S.

citizens, 18 years old or older living in the continental United

States. The interviewing was conducted between September 17th and

25th, 1985.

-i-



ti s l. ino*vivs a aS, vtudt and (te lnU i~s 2.5% mt

~ i * i ~ h i s a M h a t n t e t y - i w i t a t t h e

030j midj ~an 'eWill hawtheir, Ampl* etst.t ithi

PUS cc MWIi 2.0% o thinPV Opltin'lun

'Uw ntevi ern ndutMvalidttd ad eited in HO's epts
facilitts in Detroit, a'Amington, and Livonia, Michigan. The cm-
pleted intecview wrer 0dd wd keyed and the data run in the home
office CC Market, Opinion Pmearch, Detroit, Michigan.

Oh

0% Staff Part iciat ion

Design/Qaestionnaire: Robert Teeter and Frederick Steeper

Ana lysis Report: Julie Weeks and Frederick Steeper
0

or

- iii -
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g!.. Am atml

South A tntic
East South Central
west South Central

Mountain
Pacific

Totals

16
49

55
22

51
19
32

16
42

300

79
245

265
111

257
95

158

80
211

1500

Sample Weights

The sample was checked against census data and previous survey re-

suits. Adjustmnt aeights were applied by party identification, age
and race within rmgions. The weights were applied by the program used

in the subsequent analysis, i.e. fractional/machine weighing. The

weighted N for the sample is fifteen hundred (N=1500).
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bso1a~ ~ ~E ~ In th 3~t

or a not ve - M $ --_

Full
Scale_

Strong emcrat
Weak Dmnocrat
Independent Democrat

17%
17
12 _

Independent

Independent Republican
Weak Republican
Strong Republican

Other

13
14

Collapsed
Scale

Dom. 46%

Ind. 10%

Rep. 44%

1

100%

- iv -

MARM

Party Imwlesm In to mlysis tablmse vefr to the following
datas

Ge er ll On i i A •nW I t i k o w s l
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WO "I1 SiN 0AWDlOtn

fAft thmw $15,000

$15,0m40,000
Ovr $40,000

I___ HZ~N D~

The aove classification excludu the core I ratic social groups:
blacks, Hispanics, and Jews. The latter grus are coded separately
in the scale and are shown in the analysis tables only if there are

enough cases for reliable analysis.

These status groups have been found to have significantly different
issue interests and degrees of support for the Republican Party.

0

GI

High inccMr
Intelligentsia
Middle class
Lower end
Jews
Hispanics
Blacks
Not ascertained

Total

Distribution
of Index

15%
11
31
is
4

11
7

100%

- v -



P~on co only

'4

(W4th Ietwrn)

1%

All aw cis

Total

0

- vi -

11
4

100
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~L Olmr nS~t~a1Y t*~# ~ 01*@*t*d to aid l the

O~i~i ~ owB1~ thin daogh~ ta*

11w -'Pmsi~ntjaL Dlict &ARMY" Is atinat ion Of qestions 76,
79 an 60 .A ,M6 PAl6m, vfte *o Uiswk an all thre baa n* w, d
a (ct 0"rt vOtes f'1o the DW*WatiC candidate, all three times.
Anti-(tWM) IDmwcrats vote for. t he OW10cratic candidate in all buzt the

(NA is.&Mh ballot' Th* ProD-NM) Republicans vote for Bush in
all , zjt the (NAM) vs. Bush ballot,

Core Democratic
Anti-Kennedy Democrats
Anti-Hart Democrats
Anti-Iacocca Democrats
Pro-Kennedy Republicans
Pro-Hart Republicans
Pro-Iacocca Republicans
Core Republican
Others

Total

Distribution
of Index

24%

6
5
9

9
30

100%

- vii -

o

GD
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30,

)
The other index is a ccobination of questions 13, 14, 16, 23, 24, and
25. It yields the following distribution:

Core protectionist

Lean protectionist

Neutral/Mixed

Lean anti-protectionist

Core anti-protect ionist

Total

Distribution
of Index

1 42%

25_

13

28'l

1 7 -- 4 5 %

107_

100%

- viii -

a.

4.

5.

Total

0',,

0

03
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4 NiU"teySt in all, Case

2btal

25

23

9

100t

Seven- "mster attitudes* were uncovered in a past U.S. National study.
They were. replicated in this study. These attitudes have been found
to significantly divide the electorate. The questions used to make up
these scales are listed in the question results. The distribution of
the scales are listed below:

Liberal
Mixed
Conservative

Total

Seven Master Attitudes

Gunboat Tradi- Gov't.
Diplo- Arvrica tional Assis- Gov't. Union Blackmacy irst Values tance Welfare _ nda

23% 25% 20% 42% 22% 35% 17%33 41 51 26 21 23 2344 33 29 32 58 42 60

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% inns inns

- ix -

0

0
In1

0

0r

• ,vv U



Iha -Oft 10 100% loot

Libsad -tl02 0!, 220 354 17%
Mixd 41 51 21 23 23
Carorvaive owtimn 4 33 29 32 so 42 60

Libea~l 34nti1

O ibalgoit ~26 19 145 26 28 25
Mixed 19 27 34 18 19 24 30
Cotwerwative p~ottion 5S 54 49 37 5S 48 45

IA1985-pulcnff~
EleCtorate,

Liberal position 19 25 is 33 17 23 9
Mixed 31 42 52 25 17 22 20
Conservative position 49 33 32 43 66 55 71

0
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0

-W 7171

1. o you fel things in this astuy n
generally going in the rit 41coftUn
or do you feel things hmp "0
secowly gotten tf on ti",*"
tzck?

aig t 'ctao
24

,.1 1

2. GeIscally qIIskingeIdo ym "tiak ox WackInVfti w I i io .,,, .53
political systee and goMveevinntam sei toa c witdngs .* e43
working faiywll atuermwnt* I nte o. . . . . . .. o.
tim, ccdo you think thy rid sig- 0 0 0 0 0 * *0 0 0.. e.0*0
nif icant d1 nges?

3. What kinds of dwae do you thinkr n to be me? (MB I MJC LSM 1ORESECU)

SM AT04M DTABLE

4. Do you approve or disapprove of the Strongly approve.. .0. • . e . . .34
way Ronald Reagan is handling his job Somewhat approve . .0.0.0..0 34
as President? (WAIT FOR RESRASE AND Somewhat disapprove . . .... . .12
ASK:) Would that be strongly Strongly disapprove . . . .*0 .0.a.15
(approve/disapprove) or just somewhat Don't know. . ....... . . . . 4
(approve/disapprove)? Refused/NA .. 0.0........ 2

5. Do you approve or disapprove of the Strongly approve* .0.22
iay George Bush is handling his job Sanewhat approve. .......... .. 35
as Vice-President? (WAIT FOR RESECNSE Samewhat disapprove. .. ........ 8
AND ASK:) Would that be strongly Strongly disapprove 0 *...... * 9
(approve/disapprove) or just somewhat Don't know. .* * oe* . . .23
(approve/disaiprove)? Refused/NA. * ..*.e .*..*.* *0*03

-1-

69
29

2

32

4



(If NE SZQIWN!t CUM= 00 0N

09 3 Not k~aftat @1 dI n s f t (Responses t3gm)

~aL
The de-icit/Mationil I*tkd A

def icit#bt ow qpdiing m r ,
oo tol/tWfIeit mgidingit
Speding leo Eney

TMuTX y terax e fauithpe e in
taies/ax ucue d fair
Tes s an ' ay out of line/vigan 6 10
be 46~re

Better taners/in govetiwnti re"
new politicianha/nee inesi pt
off icials/Different officials/Chp
the peopl, in off ice

more concern for the people/Think ose
about the pople in the count~y/the

o looking out for People in this
country/Interaction with pelOe

o instead of issues

urLess foreign aid/Stay out of foreign
acountries/Focus on problem here,,

rather than overseas/rake care of
ourselves instead of other countries

The President/NJeed a new president/Need
o a different president/Replace the

president
Better jobs/Create jobs/Need work/Need

jobs for peopleore jobs
Changes in govern-rent should be by the

people/They should rezspond ,ore to the
mrajorities' opinions/popular vote

cf- instead of electoral vote
O)ur trade poliz--y,/3a lance trade/Foreign

trade balaice /Knock out all imports/
Too ma~ny imports/Irnporting too riuh!
Should buy more American

More honesty in politics/Pople in office
need better mioral values./Racuce
corruption in gvernmewnt

Social Secwrity/hqes -A
Social Security/SociL, etSWOity
should still be giv P

71uney frau Sociial Sewryb
fair to older pol-oa
Security IThe juicial wsem Ofet to be

4 change4,Sucm Caft cohmi I
Fazting/Iarming policy~-ed a

better farm polic/Fao
need helpGoernmnt * Old do

4 soithinq for the faners
Not enough for the poo/ffelp
poor people/Concern fr the poor/
Underprivileged citier -need
help/Concern for the homles

4 Need changes in criminal law/
Stystem of parolling convicts
is bed/Crime

4 Our political system/Need a new
system/Not a well-balanced
system 2

'Nt enough for the middle class/
4 ,More needs to be done for middle

and lower class 2
4 Foreign policy/More concern for

foreign affairs/Our relation-
ship with other countries

less defense "Less -oney -on
3 defense/Less spending on the

i Iitar1,"'-ilitary budget should
be tri-md

All other 1iscellaneous responses 4

Don't know
Refused,/No answer

Combined Responses

Social/omrestic Xolicy -ent:,o.r.s
Economic xent ions
Foreign policy mentions
Defense/Foreign policy
Systemic chances

Taxes

-2
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(..6-12 Now I'd like to read you &-xw statements about various issestronl agrees somewhat ree, sa lat di dre or stoh
Q. 26-3 1 Here are s. 

.. 
stat nts aut other iss i t

to ig t n c vil wa i a ote r bOunt y 
"e n.-- m r

sewhat agre stmeweat dis re y, or strrkir disaare.

Stronrjly saameWat h~ts I~ SC~)Attitude Scale #1 ftIbtal 006-&~,
1he United States should never serx.1 trix4ps
to fight in a civil war in another 0oiuntry,even if a Cx"nunist takewer is likely. too% 22 19 425 36 $
Ouir ueollomy &-sgw securkty %&Mjud sutter itwe did rn)t use military trtps to protect 

- .our intereStS in other parts ot the world. 100% 41 32 1)*

Attitude Scale #2

We should hel) only countries which ar,: tor
us cvxi n)t help those which are adinst us. 100% 41 21 4.
(ur o)untry has a nrral otblitjation tO hI L)  

..
+peo)le in other parts- ot the world, .venthose in neutral or untriendly cuntries. LUU 22 34 2 17 -

Attitude Scale #3

It is all righ tor j iblic . Lhools t.start eich day with a prayer, 1t0 55 20 7 13 1 +5"

A mman sluld have the le4jal right Ilohave an abxrtion is she wants omw. IOO 46 19 2 6 24 3

(continued on nxt page)
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0.6-12 Now I Id like to read you sine statem-nts about various issues in th *cl r w._- s.# n-
strongly agree. soewhat auree, somewhat disagree. or stronIy di .

Q.26-31 Here are some statements about other issues in the country. Fbr each o- w i-- ll -if; -

soewhat aree somewhat disaGree, or stror ly disagree.

(coant d) Neither

btr(xjly Somewhat 'a

kttitude Scale #4 Ibttal Auree Auree ( :

If cities and towns around the cXuntry weod
t inancial help to improve their sclvx)Is,
the overninent in Wsliiajtii cujlht t) yive
them the iroicy tlhey rsed.

TMe (pvermnont in Washington should see to
it that every person has a job and a yood
staidard tA liviny.

Attitude Scale 15

Claims about welfare abuses are gretty
exagyerated; most Ve)le receiving welfare
assistance truly need it.

Tighter oontrots are needed in the tuderal
tcx3d stamp proNr;s, many people n"w
rw-,eiviny ftod stamps d n't d -serve tWn.

tO016

LOO%

tOo%

Attitude scale #6

Labor unions have become tc) big and
powertul for the pod of the o)untry.

Labour unions are vry necessary to
protect the workij llan.

3 Is 16

4-7

1 2

2 15 15 .: 3

I 6 16
too%tO1(1

(cont inued (ixn ikxt 1paye)

4-35
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0.6-12 Now I'd like to read YoU &nu statewnts about various iSSmes in the ___ tm.
strongy areeo, somewhat-a-gree, sMLAwflat disaaree, or stronly di kSM*.

Eb -xft . .

0. 26-31 Here are sowe statements atxxut other issues in the CountEK ft M C LM.
somewhat pa~ree somewhat diZg-re. or stronly disagree.

(colt'd)

At t itui(k!- Sc, iIt 317
Strroijly

ThtalI !~je

eithmr
Aree Nor

Rmwwhat D.LS

Mlack j!xop)lu in the ciuntry slould he given
special O)fsitkration for new jobs because
ot past discrimination ajainst them.

(Comxbined with Jesse Jackson thermAwter
ratiruj to fonn scale #7)

100%

(a)PD: Frcenta.je I)itferece In(kx = YO) "AqJro" minus % fl)isagree.8

2S 4S:



Thinking dXPUL 91600195 treetft NO as t 0

13. All in allt dol ym think Vhat i wa~ s~ ~
other oowntciest h"t byt~ng,*WqPLM1 siWL- **

g s.helps the Unittd itW j11101 1 40~
Cr hucts the United Stat*Si 0

, ,% 61%

.4 2
, 36 32• .S 32

lo 5 t

think our ountry wudb bettt f Abutth mS e0 .....
with trab, lowtraft Pc 1at rA. . * *0 so . . . . . .34
the sitra..a no, with vign [ °ntI . .. . . .... •.7
cowunt.r ? (Se,also, Q.24) Pa Vs , . . . . * 0...... 1

15. [Do yo knowe e any specific 'msno.... .46
in your ar that have boon hurt t o .... o. • .. o • • • • • .O
foreign omqfs4tt.on? 2 eO O

16. Which of the following three choices do you think should be our country's foreign
trade policy?

(RANDOMIZE)

a. Have no restrictions on foreign uuports so Americans
can have the widest choice possible on
what to buy at the lowest possible pcice . . ....... 16

n. Restrict foreign imports from any country which
restricts our products and trade freely with all
other countries. ..................... . 53

Restrict any foreign imports which threaten Perican
jobs even if they are fram a country which doesn't
restrict our products ........ . .. . . . . . .27

Don't know .9**9*99*9*ae* 3
RefusediNA .. . . . . . . . . . . .*t

-6-
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..s . ......~oc plu in fav mgmn

U.S.ca miws

Better quality of for*ign pOt . lot 37 31 IS
Enfair trade policies of fc m t.g
countries, tM& I 1

Republican Primary Electorate

Cheap labor in foreign ountries

Wage demands by American labor
unions.

The selling of goods at less than
cost by foreign companies.

Poor planning and management by
U.S. crxanies.

Better quality of foreign products.

Unfair trade policies of foreign
oauntries.

A (veat A Fair Veryo ! P Amunt ,Little

100 71% 17% 7%

100%

100%

100%

100%

100%

Not At
All

It

OMn It
know/

Refused

3%

54 29 10 2 5

47 27 14 5

38 32 15 4 10

-7-
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a).

~ec~

1a~. 3~ 36%

*U WIMFM_ 7"1

Aw

Z~ US4~ 0lm~~ atsnn s closest to yww cintons

Rev=I

a. Ih Irpow we tin un-
fairly with American industries 30

CR

b. American industries are blaming
the Europeans for their on mis-
management and excessive labor
c s .. . . a 0....... 55

)

Don 't know. . .*. . * s 0 0 0 * 14
Refused/As see....... * 2

24. Over the next several years, do you
think our country wuld be better off
allowing LE, Itaj, or about the same
amount of foreign imports, as now,
into the countey?

More ....... .. ............... 9
About the same ...
Less . .. . .V Don 1 t know . ...

Refused/NA .

3b
. .0 . . . 51
0 • 0 0 0 * 3

25. If we allow fewer foreign umports Avoiding a trade war ....... 35 ,,
into our country, other countries Allowinj fewer iNports into ountry58may allow fewer of cur products into Don't know . .a * * e * . . . . 7their ountry. This is sometimes Refused/N . ............ *
called a *trade war." Which do you
think is more izqortant (ROTATE:
avoiding a trade war or allowing
fewer foreign imports into aur
ountry?)

-8-
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"hid h04 bn to

777

Aft t

r :LO ,erl

330 CCm -mv o 0 9(4 • -,0J) , 0 . , 77

-ti .sinet o(OD 10 (.36) .0.0. 38killed Aroan citiegs? Cbn It know* (O 1 0*36) e* e *.*.A5 is
fum o/M(OD 1D).38). .3... 3 2

(ASK 0.35-37 OY It FAVCM 33C 0.34)o 35. .oFalo.. yo.fvr000 .0 .35 4Uaction spinet. rem iP . 0 0 0 0 . 9 . . . . .40 39- inrocent Peo , in the " am likely Oppose all military action (033,34)16 13~to be killed or wounded in th &ttack? Dan It know,. . .•. 8 7o u ef/tkf . •.. .. .: : .8

5. Would you also favor military Favor against suspected terrorists.28 33
action against terrorists wo are sus- Favor only as retaliation .. 47 48S pected of planning an attack or only Favor neither ... 4. • •• 4 3
as retaliation against terrorists who Oppose all (Q.33,34). • • • .... 6 Lhave actually carried out an attack? DonIt know ........... 5 4

Refused/A ............ I a

37. Would you favor or oppose ilitary Favor .... ............... .36 -
action against governments which help Oppose .................. .40
train and finance terrorists, even if Oppose all (Q.33,34)........ .16Cr that ieans risking a larger war? Oon't know ............ 7

Refused/NA............. I

(ASK ALL)
38. When terrorists are holding Americans Should negotiate. . ... . . .59hostage, do you think our gpverrnment Refuse to negotiate . .... . .34 41

should rgotiate with the terrorists Don't know, ................ 6
for their release or refuse to Refused/NA. ............. .
negotiate with the terrorists?

39. Do you believe terrorist acts are Individuals/Small ,roups . . . 27
largely the acts of individuals and Foreign government ......... .66
small groups, or do you think that most in 't know . . . . . . . . 7
of them are being backed by sone Refused/NA, . . e . * ............. 1
foreign government?

-9-



J Ock .O~ 913 22 57 57o Mario CU 100 14, 9 25 53 56
Gry Hart IO19.341 17 55Tip O'Neill 100% 27 19 44 10 55. Ted Kennedy 1001 30 22 44 5 54

J imy Carter 100 31 21 45 2 53Pat Rbertaon 1001 8 10 12 70 53o Conservatives 100t 29 29 32 10 50Walter Mondale 100% 36 26 33 5 47Jesse Jackson 100% 39 21 36 4 46
0 Geraldine Ferraro 100% 39 21 35 6 46

Jane Fonda 100% 40 20 30 9 43Liberals 100% 41 27 21 1.1 4
George Wallace 100% 45 23 22 A0 40Jerry Falwell 100% 49 15 17 19 33

- 10 -



DM .... .

0
.ot

6
2

100%

40-

7

2

100

.6-8 wl •ik w-o I, U.1 1:11w dt Idlk

Cne(readbelow the woudb gwth ie ad the
0 fourth A edblw)'* F A FIS CMI~)J :)Mch CM wo Id

chooe 4coW?

Would step-up the paoe of
government spending and strengthening
our posiiton in the wrld.

Considers reducing the federal budget
deficits, the ountrls mutber one
priority.

Has the best pprsonal qualificatixa
for the job.

Is a fighter for making mjor dianges
in governmnt.

None
o second choice

on't know/Refused

Ibtal Electorate

First Second
Combined C Oice Choice

60% 35% 26%

Republican
fPrimAr Electorate

First Second
Ccbined Choice Choice

64%

60 27 35

36 20 16

34 15 19

-- 2
2 1

100% 100%

- 11 -

40% 25%

28 36

19 19

1.1 18

i

1.0%

2

I

100%



Avq. w Average cn a zero t ton scale.

S.D. = Standard deviatin arod aver .

- 12-



739 In thm pmwidentiai FXTqINS tb inI em pem :y~

am, ,ar4 nma bs tma
thm 4*~ tpUa
swiity Or neither Qnm?

74.

~*tc)

If a trimety election to a-~q "oa
mulian cdiate Bar b.
were being toid taoand thm 4 t- c.
detesm (PMDIZ3 W )t mitiyou be vating fte (U T MW *Aft

IN S3 aM)? (IF OWT ImU*
WD,~s Which way do you lsms

of tofay -. taiead (MWART Mo
IN ME f=

75. Who I ald be your second oice? Got" mh. .. .. 19
(RPEAT NMES IF NBESSAR)b o . o •22

Herd adrr,0 0. . .0 0 17
Jack K: :1

. ,. • 0 •• 15

l ~Don It know.. * e •As •••• 1

(0.76 Not asked)

77. If the primary election to select the a. Ted Kennedy ........ .. .44
Deffcratic candidate for President b. Gary Hart . . . ........... 22
were being held today and the candi- c. Mario Cucmno ...... 18
dates were (RANDOMIZE ,1AMES), would d. Lee Iacocca . . . . . . . . 14
you be voting for (REPEAT LAST NAMES Dn't know.... ......... 2
IN SAME ORDER)? (IF IONIT KNOI/REFUSED: Refused/NA........... 
ASK) Which aay do you lean as of
today - toward (REPEAT U N! WES IN
SAME ORDER)?

- 13 -
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lip
, 2

knOt k i 0 2

thn ION 100%

0

0

- 14 -



-i

Freign lat eft /
Aklrght/Okey/tnng a god b

COieftatiweI%-- r e/PftVClity/Ukefte/
Chaarisitic

Articulate/Talks wll
Vice-President
IssUOG/VieWs/Plicies/Philoscphies
Gd person/Fine
Leadership quality/Strong leader

Held a variety of government
positions (unsp.)

All other issue related responses
Nane/Nothing J
Don't know/Don't know him
Refused/No answer

Combined Responses

-cupetent
Issues
Strong
Trustworthy
Past px itions/Resume
-ersonable

Concerned

Low Iof 11/Zn Ow . pa9

7 oxporteoro

forceful3 Wak,/Spi Ul11
3
3 Not esuidentro, atet~tal/
3 N qhsifJed as prm-

dent i e ewadidate
3 Not ouesioken/Da not take

a stand
2 Talks too Muctito nach
2 talking/Talks* no action/
2 Puts his foot in his mouth

Conservative
All other issue related

responses
All other miscellaneous

responses
Everything
None/Nothing

Con't know/Don't 'Know him
Refused/No answer

CrDnbined Responses

Weak
Issues
tot personable
Not concernea
Untrustworthy
Past pos itions/Resune
Incanpetent

m

k=M=1 k

- 15 -
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73o in t pmMftW w n

1W Cm

tftt CC'~

74. Z th i.ly Y lactam
Rublican udidet@ obC
wr being hold ta y aid thedtee trae (ilXZtam~),
YO be Votig b1r (MMFT
IN am CU)? (IF DONT =*T

D: Witch y do you 1a 4
of today -.- toasrd (MWIAT FULL 168
IN iSMCW

* ..

* *0#

ILI'.
b.

,7d
,,.@

4 0

s kic:+'

I, . .

* 5

* .
* S

* 5

0O

00

* S

.+4O
0 17
.

.56

.10
.12
.8
.7
.6

0

7S. o would be your sscond choice? so . ......... 19
(REPEATNAMIF 002............

Jack ' A 0lll 0+ , . * • • • • • 1

J*e it K pa tr i 0k......... 15
Dnt know . .e e * e... . . . .15
tfused/06. . . . . * * .* .* I

(0.76 %ot asked)

77. If the primary election to select the a. Ted Kennedy .... . . 44
f ratic.candidate for President b. Gary Hart .*e ....... .22

were being held today and the candi- c. Mario Cuto a........ .
dates wre (RANDMIZE XAMES), would d . Lee lacocca . . . . . ..... t4
you be voting for (REPEAT LAST NAES Don ' t know* e .............. 2
IN SAME ORDER)? (IF [DON'T IQGO/REFUSED: Refused/NA. .............
ASK) Which 4ay do you lean as of
today - towarl (REPEAT FULL NAMES IN
SAME ORDER)?

- 13 -
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Foreign p1icy/?'ormio
Foreign rlatOWM. W
affair giaotu
foreign cutiS/~~
in foneign affairs .230National deficit/Re e.
budget deficit/Budet/S i
the budget deficit 12Carrying out sreW of tfhie
principles Rteaga hot Jitiew'
tuted/Follows Reagnw il
Continue to do what eg
.has done S

EccOW/conomic/E=mic
growth/Get economy moving 4

Defense/National defene/Deftm
of our nation/Security -
military/Enforce the military/
Our military position/Strength
ening the military 4

Government spending/Federal
spending - reduce it/Bringing
down gover.ent spending/tutting
waste in government spending/
Financial things 3

Admin i str .t ion management/C tent-
a&1inistrtion for bureaucracycuit ting,/Or-ani zat ion/Governz nt
as a whole, would be a better
leader/More experience 3

Foreign trade/Foreign imports -
get the trade Qoinq better/
Straighten out foreign trade/
Trade deticit/Trade with China
and India 2

Dmestic affairsHandle domestic
policy better than Reagan 2

All other miscellaneous responses 4

Foveign aftfais/beig
relations/ftceign
Foreign policy, d i-
mental to oertain sides 121

Deficit/Oudget deficit/
ftducing the deficit/
National dobt/bt eough
of an economist to help
the defecit/Reduc
deficit spending/finan
cial af fairs 8

Defenue/Military/yational
defense/Dfene Wstm/
Concerns about disarm-
amntAAbuld reduce the
military 3

Public image, speaking
ability, motivation lacking/
Not making progress, doesn't
show for the public/Public
personality, doesn't come
across on television well 3

Not strong enough/Does not
have strong L'nge/Not
strong enough personality
to stand up for what he
believes/ot sure he would
take i strong stand/aot
3 strong person, not
forceful 2

Economy/Economics!Doesn' t
get publicity on economics/
Everyone promises to get
the economy in order 2

Foreign trade/Trade policy 2
Social Security/Cuts in

Social Security 2
W4elfare/Treatment of

welfare people/Ihe whole
country - wlfare 2

Unemployment/Jobs - not
getting jobs/Eployment 2

(continued on next paqe)

- 16 -
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Foreign policy
9 1nMI- issues

Mmetic/so cial olcy

30
205

iMnst wow U
Dan It knw/efu"

- 17 -

0

U,

Cooeru about the pwo -/
laft at conern fw: Urn
poor/car of our P3
T oe r classsl t
shot in handling , mn-
tary human rights of ' the,

Lack of ility to work
with Cbnqrssuld not
stand up to CongreW.
Relat ions with Congrbs/

oiesn t have the person-
ality to handle Congress
that Reagan has

All other miscellaneous
responses

Everything/Will do every-
thing wrong

No, wuldn't go a bad job
on anything/Would do a
fine job

Don't know/Refused 4

C,-*7bined Responses

Foreign policy I:
Economic issues
)oest c/Scial o i cy
Lack of leadership

Lo



4b1

,e 4-. * .. 2 ;. 41 + 8
Is icift Ot 257 14 13 +-8
hie 411m 

19 10 2

o14btt tO1t 4) 1 6 24 -

Aoion 1001 23 46 23 8 -

C52o Nationl eanomic pliy 100 18 62 18 126

Tans l~ 19 so 20 11 -

C)

- PPO cm Primag NJc~at

Wa s rights 100% 25 53 14 1
o Polid cis =uLmrq minorities 100% 22 59 11 8 -

fl* federal budget deficit 100% 26 51 18 5 -

Abrin100% 18 44 i8 20 -

National eooanic policy10% 66:7 6 -

OUr relat.tons w-ith the Soviet
Lhion 100% 20 52 24 4
Taxes 100% 17 55 21 7 -

(a)ermtag Difference Index = % '"ould handle it better" minus % ".uid not handle
it as well."

- 18 -



92. Tod 96mmoy 57 C.S

93. POW~* fsmgm 7.18.

IW 94. Geog .u&Oh 6.6 7.7

I% 95. Tod Knnedy 6.5 5.5

96. Ronald R agan 7.7 8.8

OD 97. George Bush 6.4 7.4

98. Ted Kennedy 6.2 5.1

99. Ronald Reagan 7.1 8.3

100. George Bush 6.6 7.7

101. Ted Kennedy 6.2 5.1

- 19 -



102. 
I

WWWWW444S . 0 . 00

*00 0 * *
00 00

*.0 *..
00,00

* • •

000

000

.13
W t
*07

00000. S
* *0000 I

(II= W03 *W . "I4)

103. Now would you descie
as a libecal, a o vtIN at A'

moderate? (ASKS) VWW4 *W h"s

fairly (liberal/cao"Vativ.) or Just
slightly ( lberal/cofevative)?

xtremnLy liberal. .
saicly 1ispro. . • •
Slightly liberal* . *.

Slightly oo*x rvative e
Fairly ca etvative ,,
Extreely conservative.

fs/on A. ...... . . ..... 8~~~~Ref used/NA. . .1 . . .

V104. How would you describe George Bush -
C as a liberal# a conservative or a

moderate? Would you say hels
extremely (liberal/conservative),
fairly (liberal/conservative) or just
slightly (liberal/consevvative)?
(1 iberal/conservat ive)?

Extremely liberal . . .
Fairly liberal. .
Slightly liberal, .

.2

.4
.4

Moderate ..... .............. 36

Slightly conservative
Fairly conservative .
Extremely -,nservat ive.

Don It know. .........
Refused/NA. . . . . .*.

.11

.21

.7

0 0 0

.2
.5. 3

moderate. .e o * 0 0 * 0 e 0 o .26

* . .10
. . .25
* . .20

. . .. .13.. . .. 13

20 -



0

P. . •

1 ~a. I . 0M

' t kna. .•
bfwead a *.6

so • 31%t . 73

0 0 • • 34 3
•..30 22
•*.. 1 *

* 0 0

Perty tds*nftoatiof Scal

Strong Omqrat • • • 17
Ikhmk ra€ t • • • • 17

nd s Ocrat. 12

Independent. • • 10

Indpsndant Republican 13
W eak Papublican • . • 17
Strong epublican • • 14

Other/Not ascertained *

D2. In the last general election in ,dhich
you voted, which aswr bst describes

V" how you voted for state and local of-
(V6) tices such as governor and senator?

(RED CHOICES 1 193mH 7/ALTm4AT
OTo 8OTIVM/BrraM mo MP)

Straight Democratic
M4ostly Democratic •
A few more Democrats

than Republicans.
About equally for both

parties ......
A few more Republicans

than Democrats...
Mostly Republican . .
Straight Republic3n .
Other ..........
Never voted ....

Don't know ......
Refused/NA. .......

D3. Are you currently registered to vote
at your present address?

Yes . . . . . . . 0

Registered elsewhere.
Don't know. ......
Refused/NA. . o ..

- 21 -
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• 13 1111 12

S. 8' 7.. • 6 ?
0° 7 8

6 4

11• ii
.. 4 5

t-

D, * WiS~ i 1ms~ ~'a~ 04 eI~I~oL you
0~eW0

Gkad sio or bee(crat ..)

son hi
(Grafts 9il41)* * *0

GraduatoiS highshovocationi! acIxx1/
Technieal mchool.

Same colle-2 years
or less...0... 19 21

Sm collegse
than2 years* 0 00 9 10

Graduated collIege 0 . 14 17
PoSt-graduato 'work* 0 8 8
Refused e * o -

D10. Are you currently ... .(REA 1-5; ONE
ANSWER ONLY)

E ployed and working
-F;1ll-time .....

paloyed and .rki
part -t te. . .. ..

Retired . .. *.. 18
r!ousew if .. .. . . 11

Temporarily laid off
(VOuLNrEERD)..

Other . . . . . . * . 4 4
Don't know . . . . . . ---
RefusedA4A. *-

- 22 -



D.UIat is aw qnsenot 'udto AM? Sigle. . . • •

Ibn't know*
S

0 S *

0

0

0

0

24• •62 63
•0.7 7

9.7 6' m

Dila. (t mW) is Yamw ( "W, C!tl;y

D13. Frm the following list, what would you
say is the occupation of the primary
wage earner in your family?

aVIWWs ard wekng
full-tirm ....

ayoy ad WMIng
prt-tlm . . . ..

Fatir.......

TMhorarily laid otf

Othr o o * o 0 0
DoneIt krd . . . o *Riouse/M. . *....

Salaried erployee
(manager, salesman,
accountant) . . .

Self-employed . ...
Retired. .....
Professional (doctor,

lawyer, CPA). .*.
Tradesman (carpenter,

foreman, machinist)
Executive (corporateofficer) . .. .. .
iforemaker.........
Services (nurse,police# militAry)..

Hourly worker (laborer,
typist) ... .....

Student. ............Education (teacher,counse lor )...

Other... 4 4
Don't know..... . . ,
Refused/NA....... .

* 58 58

1'

2.

*

* '

* 10
. 17

7

. 4
I

- 23 -
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0

*Z5. aW@i in Y M 4 w
,fagnn

R9fusso . . . . • 0 .. •0
.era. .... . . ,

"tklw... . . 94
-no

DiR I-s . * * * A .6 , .1 10in the ied ofield O I'"so c ia l 'e l faure a g j g ?h l . . . . . . . . . 1
Both. 0 . . q 0 . 0 2 2NC o 0 0 0 • • • 0 . 77 79

Don'tknow. ......
Refused... 00

019. Does anyone in ymm "t*ushld bolong to labor union or eactors' association?
(CrFZZ A COD LUIZR am AND 01Hr MMDD) OmnUanTb , E~m ,xo rae

Other Other

Labor union. ....... 10 10 8 6Teachers' association. . 0 . . 4 4 4

NO . . . * . .a a . . .0. . . . 85 83 88 3rRefused/Single mwber household. * * * 3 * 4

D21. Is your religious background Protes-
tant, Roman Catholic, Jewish or
something else? (IF "SOMETHING ELSE"
OR -xCLEAR rF 2IRISTIAN, ASK:) Is
that a Christian church?

- Protestant (e.g. Baptist,
'4ethodist, etc.)...

- Roman Catholic ..
Jewish .............

- Other *hristian .
Other Non-Christian/

Unspecified . . . .
Agnostic/Atheist, . ..
RNne ........... .Don't know .. . .
Refused .... ..

D21X. ;bild you say that you go to church
(READ CODES)

..very eek. . . ...
ALost every week . .
Once or twice a rmnth
A few times a year..
s4eve r .... 0 0 000 1
Do~n It know. . es f*
Refused...* O f

- 24 -
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an'
02.

P40* n
12; 6

2.) ,13
11

14
,O) 14 160,99) 7

11 14
*.. 3 2
9.. S 3

026. T uuP01*t~L~ OR MK) Is
yOM racil cc ethic heritagw OAt.,
black, hispanic or *Eat?

.. ,•...

-- 9i

Odr~tl

D28. Sex: (BYOBSERVATICN) Male.......... 48 5"
Female . . . . . .... 52

Political Strata

Pacific* . 14
ountain ........ 5 5
East North Centr a . . . 18
wlest North Central. . • 7
Deep South ....... 26
Border .........
Mid-Atlantic 16......16

ew land ....... 5

- 25 -
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91 160 Oil i i _3 k

TW* o 09416 O Vlosft 'Idt iA Oft"n thQught of as being an
oita~usJ-tlmU4g ct ice 'i um ~pmts often fta into the poli-
tical Im do~m, Vics-fteident Gooog ON* dmbwks that notion with
a visible s . fairly 6l 11- ined public image. A ongto
nation's eligible vtr9, only 23% do not have an opinion about his
PMENrfmm. in offife, and only 5% do not have an impression of him

The Mmrican public acts favorably t~rd Bush both in terms of his
job performflance and on a more personal level. Fifty-seven percent
(57%) approve of the way he is handling his job as Vice-President

while only 17% disapprove. On a zero to one hundred degree
"thearnter" scale of personal favorability, 9ush draws a rating of

590, 5th out of a list of 21 political figures. Half of the voters
(49%) have a favorable impression of 9ush, 26% have neutril Eeelings
about him, and 20% are unfavorably inclined toward 3ush. Only Ronald
Reagan (680), Lee Iacocca (640), Jeane Kirkpatrick (620) and Howard
Baker (60') have higher average thermometer ratings than Bush. All
but Reagan, however, have a much lower level of awareness. So, while
their thereter ratings may be higher, fewer people are able to
offer an opinion about them. Bush is thus .3 much more familiar

political person than these other potential Presidential candidates.



sow .
9

~ ;.. ~ abnut ~Mth the"

prim Cwk'L 9. Mop~~11 30% don't know, *w
only 21, sq &'%'tlkaything about him. Republica.(5.

pesall o~s~,Res Uwh Cntral anW high Lrcus Republicn)
Sorer ~uh reids me senior ciienad higher status

L i aehom e v * ale to relate somthing they Ilke about

al Mjeettws dealing with =tence are the Mgst frequetly voluneee
aS the bG sis for liking bmh (16%). Those ar followed bv adjectives0 relating to stregth (111) and trustworthiness (71)o Seven percent

(7%) specifically say they like gush because of his close association S

V. with Reagan. The following is a summary of the most frequent vol-

o unteered reasons for liking Bush.

Republican
Total PrimaryComEetence: experienced, Electorate Votersintelligent, knowledgeable,cool, etc. 16% 23%

Strength: forthright, strong
leader, willing to take a
stand, etc. 11 13

Trustworthines: honest,sire, fair, etc. 7 9
Reagan association: works with,
follows Reagans policies 7 13
Past ositions: Vice President,
held variety of positions,
diplomat, C.I.A. 5 8
Total mentions 51 68Nothing liked 10 2Don't know 39 30

-2-



2, .

U~b at*tt o te riw Pali 0(71) a to
.Motu* tsmv dmt )Mae. 40* k*. th.fully hf c4

CM rNs M owtt . soa 13n. Ow m i vis noUIiq they don't lUk o mau

ap to be Nowat , Jew# a et Mth ,'v.tal t nts.

Uhilo 11 of twan t lwt r adjectivs attributing strongtlh to

nut, g we OWs (17%) volunteer adjectives attributing weakness to
Bumh, e.g., "Wsak," "not aggzesive enough," "dos not take a stand,"

gnot mnisotent," "iWsahy-W",- "too easily wayed," oetc. Included

in. this. i7% cat oy a negaWivo fenoes to e Bush's elationshi to

Reagan, e.g., "rubber stap for Ragan" (31) and "he's a 'yes' man

(1%). Significantly, less than 1% of the Republican primary voters

say they don't like Bush because "he's not conservative enough." The

following is a summary of the most frequent reasons for not liking

Bush:

Weakness: not aggressive, wishy-
washy, not consistent, rubber
stanp, etc.

Low pro.ile/in the background/
not in-thelimelight

4Ot personable: arrcyjant, his
personality, superior attitude

Total mntions
Nothing disliked
Don't know

Republican
Total Primary

Electorate Voters

17%

5

4

42
11
47

16%

4

3

37
13
50
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SoWtet ftlafl and nuclear "M control* 0Y CNIai tD iW"n
9*olicy# 201 volunteer ec0oie issues moil~~ 121 goti Lo of
hadllng the deficit as pniblo Bush wouldh,f well.

_ Overall, 511 can volunteer somthing they think ush would handle

Wel 5-say to would handle nothing well~ ad 44S have no Pivesptions
o of luh in this context.

- The ' is less focus to the ansmrs on what the voters think Bush might
handle poorly. Forty-seven percent (471) of the voters do havesawthing to volunteer, but these responses are spread across Eoreign

C)3 policy/defense (18%), economic issues (13%), and other domestic issues
(12%).

These general evaluative questions point out several findings:

* Bush is well-known as Vice-Presidents go, and enjoys agenerall, warm reception xong the national electorate.

B ush's iajor pluses at this time are public perceptions ofexperience, competence, his connection to PresidentReagan, and his ability to handle foreign policy issues,

H !is major weakness at the present time is just that -- anumber -f voters see him as weak or a "yes" man.

-4-
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300 40%

Reduce budqet 4ett 13t 16%
Econouy/econun€ qowh 06 6

tw Reduce qovernant speMnq/
waste 3 4
Unemployment 1 2

N Lower taxes 1 2

0 20% 28%

Carrvina out Reaaan
o nrinc les/continue to do what

Reagan has done 5% 6%

Total mentions 51% 61%
Would handle nothing well 5 5
Don't know 44 34
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Foreign IW

Econ L with 4Terrorists
Relations Wifth Ovtei
DfenseI8 Operling

Economzic IsTp

o D~udget deficit816
Economy 

22unemployment 2
Would spend more 1 1
Taxes 1 1

13% 12%

Other Domestic/Social Policyo Social Security 2% *

Welfare 
2Concern for the poor 2 *Domestic affairs (unspec.) 1 2Labor unions 1 2Education 
I 1Women's rights/women's issues 1 2Civil rights/affirmative

action 1 2Social services 1 2Abortion 
1 2Concern for minorities 1 •Concern for farmers 1

12% 9%
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isgeZoae atby vusy gr~c map, tliby tlwm0ive
In ..... IM with o ther..raph.c.. ra ibl. At. .ert.omn.

this. bi-variate a1W witi.varit. mistysi t bWA*d that# thiWph
most America"s ap Oof ushs aPerfrmo i fttioe as Vice-f
Pnosjtnt aid hame a *nsally Wa aid favrab1 ro alerpio
of him# the 9Lomeing v~ter gr*Vs hold Mash in higlust =gutds

S Ampublican partisars
*Southerngso ~* terS 55 Cc older

* pGOPle with inMac over $40,000

V There is not nuch significant interaction among these groups, that is,,
o Southerners of all ages are more favorable toward Bush, as are high

inc~w -vOters Of all ages residing in all parts of the country.

0

Ct IAt the other end of the spectruM, white Deocratst blacks,, Jews r and
residents of the mid-Atlantic states are less favorably disposed

toward Bush.

- 7 -



First at ll, a* loml~ ' mMr thReb 6y ~ ti iqan

to i than'Ssh Amb is do 0 t U,'S-known of
o the ptwa*lal 1968 psidstiad omldlate, Nearly &l (971) of theMr outry's fublicarm have heard of Bush, while 25% are unaware of

Iole, 271 are unwaare of B&ker, 33% have never heard of Kirkpatrick,,
and 48% are unfamiliar with Kemp.

0

The American public is ideologically lust right-of-center. On a
7-point liberal-conservative scale, where 1 is very liberal, 4 is

O[, moderate, and 7 is very conservative, the national average is 4.3.
When asked where they would place George Bush on this scale,
Republicans and Democrats alike place him at 4.6, close to the
national average and closer to their respective averages than their
placement of Reagan. However, perceived ideological distance from
Bush only mildly explains why people like and dislike him. Party
identifications, for example, explain more than twice the variance in
Bush's thermometer ratinQs than do self-described ideological
distances. Even so, it is important that most Americans feel
ideologically comfortable with Bush.
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Nun Veters K4 Whast, qialitife &Ca a l"st Ci ttvi they W~d : Like
NO in the mait PameL"nt (S all f t 1 W I hch am amb b atitc

o'w e th - 'ham WOCWd with AMULd iesan" -5 highly aNociate
with 'Prcaptios at Bahr moaning that evaluationg c Bush are otten

made with Ragan in mind. In one seme this is good, since Reagan is

very popular and visible. But in another sense it is a hindrance to

o Bush in developing his own political identity.

o (if the five Bush characteristics, "respected by foreign leaders," is

Cthe attribute with the greatest potential impact with the voters.

Nearly one-third (32%) selected it fran the five as the most important

characteristic for the next president to have, and another 26%

selected it as the second most important attribute. However, the

intportance people place on this attribute currently is not related to

their opinion of gush. The same is true for the other three

characteristics; none of them help explain the public's overall regard

for Bush.

-9-



as n WM Wieb 800())40-(14syatj 25 (14) 29 (14)

It is interetin to 
a utwoeet we hetr stc -

their first choice. Though 4al voter goupMs chos rePspected by
foreign leaders' over the oher choices, holding a variety of
Jovernment PositiorB is ore impotant than average to middle aged
voters, nMmbers of the intelligentsia, and Jews. geing in government
now is ore important to residents of the South and voters aged 55 to
64. Being nservative is relatively .ore inportant to 'iuntain state
residents, both strong and independent Republicans, and the intelli-
gentsia. Having worked with Reagan is relatively more important to
strong R4publicans, lower end whites, and Border South residents.

While the Reagan connection would appear to be relatively un.cportant,
that would be an erroneous overall conclusion. From practically all
the other results on Reagan, Bush's association with Reagan is a major
asset for his candidacy. What these particular results do mean is
that Bush's foreign policy experience and his wide ranging government
background are major issets for him when the time comes to use them.

- 10 -
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tuiwt AIM a a him ith POM44 :1sgan, wrth s aim
knwv Wd Ulst* no factors that:,Mght ,to pa toqrp x

definin aeI .9olticl tfgu ate 1d raM aid his 4eadeWti

qualities Bush.tM an earl'Y PtOePtinsladvantage over his: 19W
oansnt boae i, s Wamsstly & love fadlar Oiblic figure# 'Wt

that advantage will dis~aPPar as the other candidates begin
cpaiung in earest. The best thing that Bush could do in 'the
coming months, as he caaigns for other Republicans around the
0ow0tryp Is to broaden his public image and begin to highlight his

ream. ahd leadership experiencs.

Lot
C-aggaring-Bush and Reagan

o As is alluded to earlier, George Bush's public image is closely

related 'to Ronald Reagan's. It is very important as the 1988 campaign
0 begins and Reaqan's term comes to a close to define just how

perceptions of Bush and Reagan are related, where there are dif-

ferences, and how Bush can both take advantage of puolic goodwill

toward Reagan and begin to develop his own image.

Comparing the two on an issue dimension, a plurality of the nation's

pool of voters believe Bush would handle seven specific issues about

the same as Reaqan has. The marginal differences are interesting,

though, and prove Bush to be a more "centrist" political figure

ideologically a2onparec to President Reagan. Bush receives a small

- 11 -
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unot~, natitanam ia islicy, td tauss t ins no w siqn hiasni.

duftmnam. ote hats ~n am*,* Sl i f %o~ 44 better hwdLe tibS.

A lg 11apublicn jeiiny %aes the ang im cut mSch the*W'

,3s =*Cub iw w rally telieve tfat lush would handlo things prtty

m ai btUgmt hie but would be suowhat bettor on wmenIs rights,

policies concerning minorities, and handling the federal budget

dtficit; Tety feel hold hwdLa tan and relations with the Soviet

Union smewhat loss ell.

Both the general and Republican primary electorates show the greatest

indecision on the issue of abortion. Twe mnty-four percent (24%) (t the

general electorate and 20% of the Republican primary electorate does

o not know how Bush would handle abortion.

As discusseo previously, on a 7-point ideological scale, Americans

lace themselves just sliqhtly right of center, at 4.3. They place

Ronald Regan at 5.1 on this same scale and George Bush at 4.6. Voters

thus think of Bush as closer to themselves on an ideological basis

than is Reagan.

- 12 -



2AiIU ! 1 0e6M ft 44. ale Cm~ ALs a*j
-7,t Sol8aM, 4.4 with ~th hi-Ul OAMW themnh~.i~

their am ~ st~ttiglf faetwt J I~orts
Usgubisw,,s a mand fmush sanrd ideologia.4
- eU pa thmom Ie to flush th to fis °n

These "deoloia distame, fo * an mM 1a tant i explning

the Pablic's in Osof Reagan then their in Os f flush. Thirty
percent of the variance in Roagan's thermomter ratings can be
explained by a amdination of the voters party idetifications. and

0 their; p r ivce ideological disUnin frcm him. In nI t, only 171
in of the varianc* in Bush's theniamter ratings can be explained by the

combination of party identifications and perceived ideological

distances from him. (Indeed, perceived ideological distances from
0 2 have a slightly higher correlation to their thertaiter ratings

of Bush than do the voters' reported ideological distances from Bush.)0

OL Reagan has a strong personal appeal that does -uch to .noder3te his
perceived -conservatism. Fully 51% , f the electorate, Democrat and

Republican alike, like Reagan better than they like Bush (as reported

on their thernoieter ratings). Twenty-nine percent (29%) like Reagan

a lot better than 3ush (10 or more points) and 22% like Reagan less

than 10 points more than Bush. Another 35% like them both equally

well (or poorly), and 14% like Bush better than Reagan.

- 13 -
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W i my u reey * 1 t l ike m n

Among owgerl lcoaetc like UsmnM MM hmwiRsh ame
o ~~Y*Mi Od Publican. T hosewh like Bush better than Reagan are

largely IDu=ortiC*

TheSons these go like Reagan mre than gush are:

C) they trust Reagan .ore than BushO * they believe Reagan is more of a leader* they believe Reagan is better at htandling rea n
cc ~ ~~~~the Soviets than Bush ',,uld be rltoswt

These reasons all point to a need for Bush to develop a stronger
personal mrage .

AMN Republican primary voters, 36 like Reagan a lot more thai Bush,
30% like Reagan sm~ewhat ore than Bush, 36% like them equally, and 7%
like Bush more than Reagan. In Point of fact, however, all of these
groups like both Bush and Reagan and there are very few significant

- 14 -
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Republicans show little difference from the electorate at large in

o this renpect.

o One of the largest gaps between Bush and Reagan is on leadership.

C O Amnxg four inportant character traits (competence, trustworthiness,

cc concern, and leadership), Bush compares ,st unfavorably to Reagan on

leadership and, as we just saw, it is onE reason that Reagan is more

popular than Bush. This is partly because leadership is the quality

most associated with Reagan. The gap also exists partly because the

voters' ratings of Bush on leadership drop moderately below their

ratings of him on the other three qualities. Out of a possible 10 on

leadership, Rush receives a 6.4 average rating to Reagan's 7.7. The

leadership gap between Reagan and Bush exists to about the same

magnitude among Republican primary voters: Reagan 8.8/Bush 7.4.

-15-



PON " nd " ....

gap di "AWLEMI ztOW ness Is tto met le~t Ln ozplaining thi' Nil

ranPo c diffwnmoas in fosung s m fta ad bmh T . can be
a r o t familirity, hft mr, Ag ta h o toal con" Acre

I, fmilijir with Bush, they may grow cc@ trustful*. Loadkorship is the

most cloely r ot~d to Just tho voters who like Reaa a lot moraO
than Bush,

#sThe diternce between Reagan and Bush is the same on concern and

,V. cootenca with Bush drawing a 6.6 on e oeah oe gan two more
C) 7.1rs. Interestingly, Ted Kennedy does not edge Bush or Reagan on

Wt concern although, expectedly, concern is the trait voters most

associate with him, Kennedy pulls a 6.5 on concern.

The oas between Bush and eagan on concern, competence and trust-

wOrthtnof are miderately larVer among s th licn primary voters than

for the total electorate. The ratings o f both men are significantly

more cositive among Republicans but Reagan's ratings increase by a

larger amount than do Bush's. oreover, the total electorate pattern

of Bush dmaring mst favorably to eagn on trustworthiness does not

exist among Republicans. Instead dush drops just slightly on

trustworthiness Republican Retsa

- 16 -
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~ ~ ~Ziaattn of0 Wanad Bsush.
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- that be: Us w* *A that BW honeds to f ind opportunt.

d~stat IdewS~ a~to dweAop an image 1"g "e dmpendsnt t d hs
oo4meotion to ftgMO Thi Is t to saY that he should disavowth
Past Six years, but that voters should have nore information UPon
which to bone their opinion of &aft than Bushes Vie-presidsno in the
ReMagadministration.

In inMarY, ViCe-Presidnt George Bush stands in good stead as the

0 1986 electicn canPaign dkavs nearer, Awareness of Bush is greater
In than that of the other contenders at the present time, voters feel

ideologically ocmfortable with Bush, and they believe him to be honest
V'and trustworthy. One perception that oould dog him when the campaign

0
gets underway, however, is lack of definition Bush has in terms of

leadership abilities. This se8ns due to the fact that people identify
OD him minly as Reagan's Vice-President and do not know enough about his

cc ~past positions in and out of goverrnent.
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JANE FONOA 43.0

JERRY FALNELL 33.1
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zinc :0 57.6
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jINT CARTER 13.1

WALTER MNONALE 46.6
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0tMI ARY OF FEELINGS TOUARD GROUPS IN POLITICS

Verw Uarm,

CONSERVATzVES 49.8

LIBERALS 41.3

Favorable Feel ing

TIE REPUBLICAN PRITT 60.1
THE OENOCRATIC PRATT 56.7

Very Cold, Unfavorable Feeling
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Mountain
Pacific

18-24
25-39
40-54
55-64
65+

Sex

Male
Female

High ir4=g
Intelligentsia
Middle class
Lower end
Jews
Hispanic
BLadcs

loft

lOOt
100t

lO0t
lO0t
1O0%
1O0%
100%

1004'

1000
1000

100%

100%

100%
100

100%
100%

1001
1001
100%
100%
100%

46
40
45
53

5
55so45

43
47
48
51
57

....

2t

24
23
26
28

24
30
27
25
21

55
43

60
58
50
48
34
51
26

s

33

58
54
56
63

56

56

57
60
61

62
56

63

60

6152
63

42

10
25'
14
16

22

26
21
19
20
13

18
22

13
17
17
16
30
16
43

(continued on next page)
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srt/a *t* lunion
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100l

100%

$40

46
43
60

*5% 171

23
12

63

59

0

Average is .-ased on a 00 to 100* thermomter scale, where 0 =very cold and m-favorable and 1000=very warm and favorable.
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New.
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Docer South
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Mountain
Pacific

left
toot
loft

l00t

100%
100%
1O0%
100%
100%100%

1001
1001
1001
100%
1001

33
43
54
54
56
55
45
52

45
49
47
53

I 1

100% I11
100% 42

Status

High incom
Intelligentsia
Middle class
tower end
Jews
Hispanics
Blacks

0

16

3057; , 37
I'

13
13
10

2

10
12

43
43

36
37
35
44

18-24
25-39
40-54
55-64
65+

44
43
47
51
56
49

60
43

Sex

Male
Female

35

100%
100%
1.00%
100%
100%
100%
100%

I r7
50
53
52
45

45
53143

26

46
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Stcn -- *Ucim 1004 1 22 8 54
WIDkA b~a 110P"W" 2 7 1j 46
I -4-pondt 74ab0ica 1O 31 is s5o

political buifto

New &glad 100t 45 - 55 32 17 51
Mid-Atlantic t00% 20 2 46
Ent North Cntral 1oo - 16 s 42

0 West North Central 100 1 - 33 # 8 52
Border Sou th00% 3 - 47 40 6 54
Deep5outh 100% 70 -- 30 27 16 57
Mountain 100% 64 - 36 32 12 56
Pacific 100% 72 - 28 44 13 43

Age
0

18-24 100% 1791 4 17 I'I 4 51
25-39 100% 66 2 32 44 12 44
40-54 100% 67 1 32 30 19 51
55-64 100% 171 - 26 28 17 55
65+ 100% so - 20 27 7 56

Cc Sex

Male 100% i1 2 22 44 10 46
Ferale 100% 62 1 37 31 15 54

Status Grouw

High inccw 100% 82 2 16 43 16 41
Intelligentsia 0% 171 - 22 '" 12 37
Middle class 100% 65 4 31 43 10 47
Lower end 100% 52 - 48 18 14 68
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positions 45 3
Conservative 2Has 'wred with Ronamld N 20NoneAesNo a mntion 14 13
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Ilxnrtanc of Presidential characteristics

Total

Numter 4f (:ases

Selected First

Respected by foreign
leaders

Has lAId a variety
of tp)veriument
positions

Is in (jpverrvwnt now

Conservative

Has worked with
Ronald Reagan

Don't know/Refused

Total

lO5)

(1!5m))

Party ID

ip Ind. Dlm.

1006 100% 100%

(659) (144) (695)

32% 27% 40% 34%

loftt I-

79) (246). (A-a

34%

16

9

16

4

14

8

34'

22

15

14

7

7

*

isi

13

71

(continued on next page)
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I(cortan of Presidential Characteristics
(cont'd.)

Total

Numn tr of (ase.s

Selected First

Respected by foreign
leaders

Has held a variety
of toyverrment
positions

Is in ynverevmmt iuI

Conservative

Has wrked with
Ronald Rea~jan

None

Don't kmw/Refused

(I

HUA- Intell- I
Tot 1 18-24 25-39 40-54 55-64 65+ 1n toll-Af

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% loft: 1001k

500) (237) (531) (313) (189) (225) (228) 163)

32% 43% 33% 29% 27% 24% 32%

21

17

11

10

I

BtAtm cw-

31%

25

1,

92S

7

2
. ,11 .,: :
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Conparison of Perceptions of Bush and Rearjan#

Total Electorate W

Re&an>> Reagan> Reaga- Bush>
Total Bush Bush aigh- _____

Total 1(M)% 100% 100% 100% 100%- le0t it

Nuintr o Cases (1500) (430) (327) (443) (216) (540)

Party Ident i I icat ion

Stron j LOemcrat 17% 12% 11 21% -nw 'Now&We.ak De.<rat 17 15 16 17",Independent Demcrat 12 9 8 13 IW] 4 -Indepundent 10 11 9 10 1Independent Republican 1 17 16 12 1 19 3) 1 -
Weak Republican 17 24 19 13 8 37 , .
Strtnj Republican 14 13 22 15 6 37 29 43 42

Political Region

New Englard 5 5 4 5 6 4 4 2 4 , -Mid Atlantic 16 20 14 16 16 17 19 17 is - 3East North Central 18 17 20 16 22 is 15 14 14West Nortl Central 7 7 7 9 6 9 30 10 .Border South H 6 9 9 9 9 4 l 1-W)ep Sou th 26 26 27 26 23 26 30 25 24Mountain 5 4 5 7 5 S S 4Pacific 14 15 14 14 13 15 13 18 16 S

(continued on next p.)
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parison ofrPerept ions

7L~O6I

of Bush and I a.an#

(cont *d. )

Total Electorate

Reagan>> Reagan> Reagan=
Total Bush Bush Bush

18-24
25-19
4t)-54
55-64
65t.-

Sex

Male
F'emale

16%
35
21
12
15

48
52

201
40
20

9
9

49
51

14%
36
21
12
17

54
46

141
32
23
15
17

45
55

Status Gop
High inomw
Intelligentsia
Middle class
Lxe*.r end
Jews
Hispanics
Blacks

Bush> '1 um

36-
17
is

13

I
21

35

so50

21
113

-3
3

*his table analyzes thedift femixsae.n Iprceptions of 1cu nda...h... an
respxectiwe 0-100 thenriuitocr scales.
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a

Low
Association

.OB

.06

C*.#.t.noe
Ceao.rn.

Qos~~n~
IC*i~W~oteesce)
GEOR AGUH RONALD REAGAN TED KENNEDY

High
Association

Low
Association

.50

.45-

.40

.35

.30

.25

.20

.15

.10

.05

.0

REPUBLICAN PRIMARY ELECTORATE

Trustworthiness

Leadership

Leadership
Competence

Trustworthiness

Trustworthiness

Leadership

Competence

Concern

i rnern)gamnstencal

GEORGE BUSH RONALD REAGAN

(Concern)

TED KENNEDY

- 36 -
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RATINGS
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OF REAGAN, BUSH, AND KENNEDY ON
(Republican Prllsr v U

I

-~ 
I

.

7A,
ii

U ~-

S.1

--- Ronald Reagan
-- George Bush
--- Ted Kennedg

l I -

CONCCRN CONPE TEIOCE

Q

I--

5

4

3
CONCERN CONPITENCE



380 10 100% 100%

(290 (15) (14) C39)

8.5 8.7 8.6
7.1 79 8,3

GhzW

to

Ronald Rega
George Buh

64 6.0 ,5 7.3 SO.

7.1 8.0 7.9 6.8 4.6
6.6 6.4 7.1 6.7 6.2

8.8
7.4

8.9 9.1 8.9 6.7
6.7 7.7 8.1 7.5

8.3 8.4
7.7 7.1

8.5 8.4 6.1
7.9 8.3 ".6

Concern

Ronald Reagan
1W George Bush

7.1 7.9 7.8 6.8 4.9
6.6 6.4 7.2 6.7 6.3

8.4 8.3 8.7 8.6 6.5
7.7 7.0 8.0 8.2 ".4

Handling of Issues

Our relations with the
fT Soviet Union

National ecnm ic
policy

Taxes
The federal kidt

deficit
Abortion
Policies wo~rmring
minorities

Wawn' s rights

+ 0& -24

+0
-1

+2
+1

- 7 + 7 +44

-17 - 5 + 4 +33
-19 - 6 + 4 +29

-19 + 1 + 8 +31
-11 - 3 + 3 +26

+ 8 - 8 + 8 +12 +35
+ 8 - 6 + 7 +11 +33

*Nufers are averages on a 0 to 10 scale, where 0=doesn't
and 10-possesses as , ich as any person possibly'can.

- 4 -26 4 2 -4 -

- 1 -13 - 5 45

- 4 -17 - .5 -3>

+ 8 -12 + 6 +20 -5-
+ 0 -15 + 4 +8 -25

+11 + 2 + 9 +17 -3
+11 - 1 +12 +17 -

possess the characteristic it i I

&Numbers are the percent difference between *(George Bush) would handle it better"
Ronald Reagan and "would not handle it well." A positive number neans Bush would 6y' z .-
it better than Reagan.

*Qualities and issues are listed in order of strength of effect on perceptions of e -
and Bush. Boldfaced items indicate a significant relationship between that item 3n"
difference in opinion of Reagan and Bush.

- 39 -

Thtal

4.,
6.5
7.9

4.4 4-,1 0.4
tot 709



Even thoughJ the 196 tu1dnt4 etton Is 3# owths MWy thr-

196 trial heats wom tested 1n cefte to s" the aely strength ot

Goge Bush agatt osib .. C.. tic ets.At the present

time, Bush loads Tod Kennedy by a514 to 45%l margint with W,

wndcidedl he tops G&Wy Hart by a SO% to 45% margin# with SO unde-2

c ided r and he edge* out Le ta=occ by a 49% to 43% margin, with 7%

0 undecided.

U)f All thzee races are similar in their overall nurgins, but each reveal

a different subgroup pattern of voting. Bush leads all three men

among Republicans, garnering a solid 82% against Kennedy and 80%

against Hart. he falls to a lesser 73% against Iacocca* indicating

C ~that Iacocca has some drawing power among Republicans. Bush gets his

CD largest share of Independents (51%) against Kennedy# and the lowest

(39%) against Iacocca again indicating Iacocca's potential drawing

power. Bush gets his biggest share of the Democratic vote (29%)

against Iacocca and the least (2M) against Kennedy.

Regionally, Bush leads all three tnen in all but the Eastern Seaboara,

East North Central, and Mountain states. Kennedy's regional strength

lies in New England, Hart's in New England ana the Mountain states,

and Iacocca in the Eastern Seaboard (New England and the Mid-Atlantic

states).

- 40 -



wow ms; qSa es adults under 2S

~Ag,-11 l4is U0M MMI"' ola witso, n Urn 1I

vfsi, and m.

c 1u ng all Ut, a ~VW g sa g dr mi s- of Ure act Rop law
and S mtic I;lei ia mnstitUMn at the prsent tia. In
total, 4 o e Ur is UMOPLt.an - with 30t core Republican and

19% ~t Raublican -- wd 440 is OMcratic - 24% core Demoratic,
20% soft Democratic. The other 7% are marginal voters who are

unsided on Urn trial heats at tr present tims,

0

in Th.core Republican vote against the 3 tested Democrats consists
- of:

N.* northern white Protestants (31%)
" whites in the South (37%)
0 over 55 (30%)

V* over $40,000 income (21%)

0

The soft Republican vote is vade up of those who vote Republican on 2
cc out of the 3 ballots. A plurality of them (44%) are Lee Iacocca

defectors. These eligible voters are largely weak or independent

Republicans. Iacocca Republican defectors are older than Kennedy or

Hart defectors; Hart's defectors are the youngest. Iacocca defectors

are mostly male; Hart defectors are female. Iacocca defectors are

also of higher socioeconomic status than are either Hart or Kennedy

defectors. Regionally, lacocca defectors live north of the

Mason-Dixon line, while slightly over a third (34%) of the pro-Kennedy

defectors are white Southerners. Also, union defectors go for Kennedy

and Hart rwre than for Iacocca.

- 41 -



A*'am" s " . .w MO 9,. e. in thee 3 14

A "1 V 406 t 5 e 2 a5 to 39),

4ols (25%) iw jave end, (IIJ 41  bI~ck (241). and from the "0a0

Of the three, b lOt do so to vote against ?ao0ccsa. They ar

stragly fnmatic, lower status, and largely tuole. They )ust

don't' like tee lacow :.

0Each IDecrat pearm, tn, to hie his am am ntitun , Kranody is

S UPrlsd Mnt by the party regulars, Hart draws a younger vote, and

lacocca grasps a larger dare of the centrist vote. None currontly

has a larger or broad enough constituency to outdraw George Bush.

o Each contest looks as though it would ne a tight one, however.

o:3 Looking at these data, the demographic profile of the defectors, and

CD their perceptions of Rush, it appears that the voter groups Rush can

cc-ost easily lose are:

* Ntorthern whites under 40 with incomes under $40,000, who
could go Democratic

o Northern high income whites over 55, who could defect in
a primary situation, but probably would not in a general
election

Thus, Bush may have difficulty holding onto the younger, marginal

voter, who came over to the Republican coltm because of Reagan.

- 42 -



8 8 0 4 0
MARKET OPINION RESEAt40i

Here are some..Wneral
me who Xtou would vote

election races for President that
for if the election were beina 1w

7 1 5 070

could t ( on, ,W!

as of today - toward (REWAT FULL NMW v# SM f n

Party
hknt i ticat ion Rgitleal Iai

Tota I

Nunt*itr oif Cases

George Bush
'red Kennedy
IXnt kow/lef used

George Bush
Gary I1art
Lkn't k/ix/Refused

George hush
Leo Iacocca
Don' t know/Refused

rota 1 .Rp. Ind. Dem.

100% 100% 100% 100%

(1500) (659) (144) (695)

51% 82% 51% 20%
45 16 38 74
4 1 II 5

50% 80t 44% 24%
45 17 40 72

5 2 17 4

49% 731 391 29%
43 25 42 61
7 2 18 10

I
New Mid- I

E10land Atlantic

100t loft

bctA: t&brtb

.lotalf~t

79) (24)

34%
61

5

33'
61

6

42%
53
6

49%
48
2

47%
48

5

44%
51
S

45%
51
S

44%
so

41 4
S 5

58t
41
2

V^%3s 5.
41
4

464A $11
47 as
7

(continued on next pa~e)

Wlhich way do you lean
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Here are some general election races for President that could be antim b
you would vote for if the election wre beiheld tgmad the

Which way do -you lean as of today-- toward (REPFAT tFLL N&%= IN

(oont'd.)

-. Sex

Tota I

Numbe-r of Cases

George Bush
Ted Kennedy
Dcn' t know/R tused

Geor(Je Bush
Gary Hart
Don't know/Refused

Georje Bush
Lee lacocca
Don't know/Ref used

'otal 18-24 25-39 40-54 55-64 65+

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

(1500) (237) (531) (313) (189) (225)

51% 54%
45 43
4 3

Fe- High Intelll-_ "M4I I
male male Inc _____

100% 1o0t 1001 lam thm

(726) (774)

46% 53% 48% 57% 56% 45%
50 42 49 38 40 50

3 6 4 6 4 5

50% 53% 471 51% 50% 56% 54% 4%45 43 50 44 46 36 41 49
5 5 4 5 6 7 5 5

49%
43
7

54% 401% 50% 46%
40 46 42 43
5 6 7 12

51% 48% 51%
43 48 39

7 5 10

(22) (163) (45) 1)27S)

G"
30
4

62%
36
1

Sin
42
4

62%33
7

39

531A
42
t



~Ta"

Ni& r of C

OIoat

S MidAtatic

Ent North otal
%st Notth Cntra1,

-- odr South
Deep South
Mountain
Pacif ic

( )

10

5
16
16
7
8

26
5

14

18-2425-39

40-54
55-64
65+

6%Ii

54 6) , 73
9

47

1006@g

73) (1 0

534
12
3S

( 457)

75, ImKI
12 7
13 13

M 1614
15

0

7

6
22
5

14

137ISI

21
14
14

Sex

Male
Funale

High income
Intelligentsia
Middle class
Lower end
Jewish
Hispanic
Black

12
8

25
16
5
5

1241

(continued on next page)
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"Nut P APub-

White m bnvm

Whit. mWt e CatILO
White mru mhr uion
Southern wite

234
14'
14
26

21%
21
10
29

*Boxes drawn axqar core Democratic and Republican constituencies.

25"
.14
17
20

15
18

13%
14

18
34

29%15
19
30

311
22

31%
9

12

,37

- 46 -
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Geodlewpraghic Analysis of KPy Bsh Support Group

Total

General Elect ion

Core HLeuiLb- aw-
Repial- I ican cratic Core
1 ican Lefectors Defectors ,mcrat

100% 30% 19% 20% 24%

Primy Elmotiaf

Al1L

set
Northern White

18-39, urder $40,00)
40-54, under $40,000
55+, under $40,000
18-39, over $40,000
40-54, over $40,000

* 55+, over $40,000

Southern Wite

18-39, under $40,000
40-54, under $40,000
55+, under $40,000
18-39, over $40,000
40-54, over $40,000
55+, over $40,000

Jews
snics

Blacks

100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%

100%
100%
100%
i 00%
to0%
100%

1001

100%

27
27
34
33

LL0i
35

22
23
14
18

2L1
41
34
32
421

15
33
9

19
17
18
16
15

20

14
23
18
16
6

10

27191I

59
55
46
52
do
49

1S

55
l442

429

4a
4S

32

4s

355-

46s -3

,* i

3t

Total

is



it is instructiws to. t**e -oka he dwaw~s In the aposttio at

theNC ~pbim~az lctaraw sin= the 1960 FesidwitiaI
bacm taking a heft look at organizing for 19". As We ,ov th

"PgMM Rvolution* has had a significant hkmwt an partisan voUtigse

Re publicam have We frm the vMnocity purty to pwty pacity am the
N past the election cycle.

C

10 Republicans today are younger and better educated than were

Republicaw in 1979. In 1979, 44% of the Republicans were under 40.

Now, 54% are. The percent f college educated (at least sau college)0
Republicans has gone from 46% six years ago to 56% today.

0

CO Republican gains in the South are very evident when looking at the

cc geographic distribution of the national electorate. In 1979, 27% of

the nation's behavioral Republicans lived in the South. That number

has gone up to 33% today. Gains are biggest in the Deep South, where

the contribution has .pne f:cn 16% to 26%.

So, the party's const i tuency has changed in the last six years. There

are more young Repuolicans- and more Republicans in the South, es-

pecially the Deep South.

- 48 -



Gs-f-fteaw"mub Lw te cieat frtvn n 4b LW the kp'"

at L.1... M- m
• Lw i er, "a. K:- au!4Jeane K ckia!ic

vitti of tt first 04oi te a 760 of the =W04ed first

sewi d~m ~. ~fw ~ersarefar bowin Dole wvith 306,of * h
a1b first ad mcot choice vote, Baker with 271 ,Kirkpatrick

with 21.1 and Kae with 18.

o Votig .intentions am strongly related to awareness at the present
U, tim. Only 3% of the ootry's lpublicans have m r herd of Bush,

but 25% are unaware of Dole, 27% are unaware of Baker, 331 have never
heard of Kirkpatrick, and fully 48% have never heard of Kew.V

0

0ush is the clear choice among Republicans across the country. None0

00 of the other candidates C=s close in any geographic or demographic
W subgroup. Nonetheless, it is interesting to see where the other

candidates let the support they do receive.

Bob Dole receives his highest levels of support from independent
Republicans, Wst Vorth Central state residents, epublicans under 25,

and those 65 or older.

Howrard Baker draws fron Republicans of all strengths of partisanship
and gets 41% of the Frder South .te and higher than (his) average

levels of support from Republicans 55 or older.

nf



Samn5f ~W tma, and &aim Mao tram slddZ.o*
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-.- 4 tIA *6 . .rn, .. ,

haft UtU1*: Vptvow VMlW V* mina"n ftr dh# S

£tlalaty With the testdi cew4tdoe 'These Onswl 0 Do, gap*,*
'b ill ti 6m tin -=a vot is t"Oa- ~ 4

ato aten, boy No..Slight :nom t the WW g

In this study a atta t wua =de to gwmida em* data ttt 'ould be

pr'ojeted into the future. The voters were presenter with the

descriptim of the central them of four candidacies. By €dsign,

Uh three o tte thoes wae nant to cormpand to the to with which

George Sush, Bob Dol, and Jack Kemp might beuce uniquely associated

N' by 1988. The fourth tuem is not known to be uniquely associated with

0 any 1988 contender, but it was aded as the possible unclaimd winner.

(Its resemblence to the reanina of Reagan's presidency is clear

CO enough, however. )

The four themes, randomly presented, "wre:

. Has the best personal qualifications for the
3ob. (Bush)

* Considers reducing the federal budyet deficits
the country's nuiter one priority. (Dole)

* Is a fighter for making major changes in
yover-uient. (kem p)

* Woulo step-up the pace of reducing government
spending and strengthening our position in the
worla. (Unclaimed)



If9l. 46040--k"

diatea* 011XV (370) andAW5,1 u0% (3PW#-

QI ~of Wlee Imm t ul Isa amo lhIs W~t 0110 toam
the gD1 line with the d on t oMnly m oiatd With him. His

r m characteristics a an ortant asset for him* but, alone,

they will not got him elected.

Iresults, just a clearly A ic trate the qreat qpeal of an issue

them and the need for Bush to be associated with one. Moreover, six

years into the Reagan Revolution the two principle themes of that

revolution still exhibit significant appeal. This, of course, may

change. by 1988. Nevertheless, these results confirm that the

candidate who is most associated with carrying on the Reagan

Revolution would have the inside track in the Republican primary.

For the nost part, the potential Republican primary candidates have

not successfully associated themselves with one of these generic

preferences of Republican primary voters. The primary trial heat

result along Bush, Cole, Kemp, et al does not significantly change

across three of the four yeneric preferences of Republicans. The

exception are the Republicans who prefer the candidate with the cest

personal qualifications for the job. bush is their candidate; 66%

vote for him against 31% for the aombined field.
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sticafOtly Ct~oqs ft a -fthO five 99" of tp"blCauM

Reagan.Swi Is UWl ~Ids t ~hmaans 5 c

the op inod flld. As pevibusly discussed, the Latter

di- racteistic is the aCly one of the fve vwhich in now aclated
0 with Bush and helps explain hy Voters Iike or dLslike him. The
0 relationship of the primary trial heat to them selections is an
0 ar tant dunntrat ion o the arlier f inding.

CO
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NIUeroe

cut1~ no

woot Noth

Pactai
Pacifice

19

6
13

18-24
25-39
40-54
55-64
65+

Sex

Male
Female

Education

Less than high school
High school/Vocational
Sos college
College graduate

Other Groups

Hispanics
Blacks

- 54 -
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0

.4

Is

19

35
21

1015

53
47
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It the primary election to select the i-1iblican candidate for PMIW
were (CANDII } would yu be t" for (CMDIMIEN

Which My do you lean as of oday -- R
tftx woxdd be yo~ar st-and choice?

Tota I

Nuwrlr o f Cases

Combine 1st & 2nd
B Choices

Georqe Hush
hoI Lk)le
loward Hdker
Jack Kemp
Jeane Kirkpatrick
Lonit know/Refuseil

Party
ldnt it ficat ion

'To tal ReDt. Ind. Dem.

100% 100% 100% 100%

(5-40) (498) ( 16) ( 26)

76%
30
27
18
21
20

761
30
28
19
21
20

63%
17
34
6

29
31

74%
43
20
13
19
21

New Mid-_

100% 100t

( 22)

71%
25
30
13
28
25

First Choice

George Bush
Bob Dole
Howard Baker
Jack Kemp
Jeane Kirkpatrick
Don't know/Refused

58%
10
12
8
7
6

S9t
9

12
8
7
5

58%
11

6
20

47%
21
17
6
5
4

60%

21

8

55%

11
11
13
3

S"

U
S49
16

9
2
4

13
14
9

emmm

9

11

4
S
4

16t

(continued on next p&je)
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If the Primary election to elect the.l icncniateo "(CANDIITE NAMES) yould be voti lor ican N AIMS
Ay -D YOUdleaneaso _rom 

ON=........
i clean as of da -- toward (*rwT FULL NAMS IN oaR

Wx would be your Seond cdoie?

,(cont Id.)

Totd I

Nuntber ()t Ca..s

omxbined Ist & 2nd°Choices "----

IGeor(e iBush

I) Able

Howard laker
Jack Ke %)
Jeane Kirkpatrick
Dont know/Refused

Tha 8-42-,4-545-4 65+

(t 10024 2-3 4-00 15-0 650
100%100 100% 100% 100t oo 00oo

(540) ( 99) (188) (119) ( 50)

761
30
27
18
21
20

81%
38
19
16
20
22

77%
29
29
17
18
21

71%
24
23
26
20
26

70%
29
31
20
29
10

(84)

76%
36
38

1124
It

First Choice

Georje hush
Bob Able
Howard Baker
Jack Kemp
Jeane Kirkpatrick
Don't know/Refused

58% 69% 5A 56%
10 15 II 7
12 5 15 10
8 4 7 14
7 5 6 4
6 3 6 8

57%
7
9
5

13
8

54%
8

17
6
12
3

Fe-
Male mle
100t loft

(270) (270)

78%
33
28
25
18
14

61%
11
11

104
3

741
28
27

12S23 -
27

55%
9

12
6
9
8

(115)

75%
31

32
25

55
13

12
62

(0)l (204)

78%21

34
2-2
3012

58%
4

11

13
4

58t
13

13
S
S5

S., ss~
S

1? ML
-

U
S

41

map

status:19M.".

High Intellia'"idme Low
'Sim - ata- -j
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'

flLm a pnriority 63 26
I Has tIe t~st pesonal q 1aliictionfor the job 37 19

0 Is a figh~*r for making 'mjor changes
i" n 4joverrmt 29 11

__ obn' t kw/Rfusnd 2 1

IL -A-
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Total

RHupetd a ig 1~
Hm iaId a m tti

goevtm poitor

Is in vrm t row

Conervative

Has vorked with nald

Most gMvaling Candidate*

Would step-up the pace of
reducing government
spending and strengthen-
ing our posiiton in tie
world.

Considers reducing the
federal budget deficits,
the aountry's rnber one
priority.

Has the cest personal
qualifications for the
job.

Is a fighter for makinq
major changes in jpvern-
ment.

54 .39 7

rot 57 40 3

IOOIffI 25 7

LO0 56 38 6

1UO% 55 39 6

100% Il 1 31 3

100% 57 34 9

Cmbined first anc second choice used in each row.

to0%

I

L0m

0
Ut

34 5

55" 39

27

32

29

64%

63

37

29

- 58 -



On of the wt Widely discussed issues in roent nths has been
inte~natic,.1 terrorii. Ever since the taking of hostages in the
u.s. m sy in Ian, this Lsue ha been a Subject Of public dbate
and discussion. oe recent events, such as the Ach ille Lauro
hijacking, hae e=d this an eVn hotter topic. It is sure to be atopic of disucjm- in the 1988 PCrsidentLal ign ad, as ech, is
an kprtflant area to eVlor here.

A solid nmEer of Americans believe that terrorist acts are the acts
of overMMntS rather than of groups or individuals. Fully 67% feel
that foreign governments are behind most terrorist acts. Less than
one-third (27%) of the public feels that terrorists are individuals or
groups acting on their own. This view is dominant throughout the
electorate, but is most strongly held by senior citizens, lower end
whites, and residents of the Deep South.

A 57% majority of Americans believe that the U.S. government can
significantly reduce terrorism, while 36% say that there is not much
the governrnt can do. One option the U.S. has against terrorism is
retaliation. Pilly 73% of the American public favors taking military
action against terrorists. When probed further, that number declines
as three specific situations are presented. All told, 60% of the
public can be called pro-military iction, while 40% are anti-military
action.
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AA

U.NW 00410gi-1wa* gs g U~e military

on"-W am
to no t~~e~ iiay sinq t terrorist$
suspeate4 of pIAnningu attaftor as anl - taiiat ton atueg an
attack: military SactOn agfwtg mts "which help and train

~ezmst, s ftht tian voud law to Uargr coslct. W
finst tu~stion, Miinii omne lvaly 350 of thw *bli,,C
Would faVOr UmIlitary action. only 28% Aol favor a V~p y

strike, M oly.36% would faor military action ait goernoents$
so, while Americans, in general, are in favor of taking allitary

action to stop terrorism, that support lessens when some of the

cAnsqun0s ar discusse. riceans do not wish to see terrorist
Wcamps med if that would cost inmment lives, they do not wish to
Omn retaliate against gvermnts if that ould lead to a larger conflict,
I and they generally favor military force a retaliatory action rather
0 than a pre-ehmtive one.

Republicans (most notably Independent Republicans), middle aged (40 to

54) citizens, residents of the Deep South, and Jews are the rmst

pro-military action groups in the electorate. New Englancers, women,

Democrats, and senior citizens are the rmst pacifist anc the least

supportive of military action against terrorism. The most pro-

military action groups in the electorate are southern ren aged 40 to

54 and Jewish men aged 25 to 39. Ccmpared to the national average of

1.8 on the 0 to 4 military action scale, they rate a 2.9 and a 2.6,

respect ively.
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. . .. , , , % 1.9 (1500)

6 1.6

West M U mca1
Borr mc -

uftain
Pacific

18-24
25-39
40-54
55-64
65+

100
1000
1000
100%

100

100%
100%
100%
100%
1001

16 29
19 21

14
13
14
15

1 T4I

31
?A
27
30
29

16
21
22
23

I
22

L.5
1.8
1.8
1.9
1.7

12.11

7
8

6

l.d
1.9

12.0
1.7

Sex

Male
Female

100% 11
100% 20~

Tracer

white orthn
Protestant

White northern Catholic
White northern union
Southern white
Jewish
Black
Hispanic

100%

100%
100%
l0ot
100%

LUt

19

M 30

19
18
12
10
12

281 :131 1T2.
13 L:1

18
20
22

1271

20

8
9
6

6
4

,..7
1.7

11.912.11

1.5

12.01

#Average ranges from 0 (no military action) ta 4 (military action in all cases).

659)
144)
695)

79)
246)
263)
111)

118)39-

2

237,
531)

313
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0'Sl " " 1.0 0.7

--ot.Ca nto l 1.7 2.0 1.5

Union 1.8 2.0 1.6V. Southern white 2.0 2.3 1.8
Jewish 22 I~i .0 Hispanic 1.6 "0 1.4B.ack 2.2 2.4 2.0

o 40-54 2.0
Protestant 1.9 2.2 1.5Catholic 1.9 2.4 1.7CC Union 1.9 2.2 1.7
southern white 2.3 12.61 1.9Jewish 2.1 2.3 1.7Hispanic 1.7 2.3 1.1Black 1.9 1.5 2.0

5S-64 1.8

Protestant 1.8 2.2 1.3Catnolic 2.0 2.4 1.7Union 1.'3 1.9 1.8Southern white 1.8 2.3 1.6Jewish 2.2 2.2 -Hispanic 1.4 1.8 0.8Black 1.2 2.0 1.0

(continued on next page)
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1 ug w gaeaMlly fhl that tbe with ohr Countrie eIm
the U..eMPM they 1oetels herbr SV'teat ton'iat w*tine
551 to 369 uarty at the public beliewt that trae helps tsrhi

tmt t:e ecoomy. This is true among all but strong Democrats,
blacks, and 04 white#s, 'o believe trade ftats the eoo,.

A small 341 plurality of voters state that there should be less
19trade' with other coun=tries than there is now. A lesser 311 believe
there should b n"0re trade and 281 say that it should stay about the

N sam. %wmver, fully 51% say that there should be fewer "imports."
0 Combining these sentiments about trade and imports reveals that 47% of'" the American public can be called "protectionist," 23% are "free

traders," and the rest (30%) have mixed opinions.
O

Akmericans are not blanket protectionists, however. Fifty-three
percent (53%) of the public supports restricting foreign imports on!:
frc countries that restrict our products while trading freely with
all other countries. A lesser 27% feels that we should "restrict any
foreign imports which threaten American jobs even if they are from a
country which doesn't restrict our products." Only 16% believe that
there should be no restrictions on foreign iLrorts.
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middle class ' l ,wer M
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Vdication appears to be the most sistloant o#,1* VIth prom

tectionist, sentiuints. The greater the'1wa j*6*,j Mttoii t, the
A

less likely a person is to harbour protctionj4% sntbants* Only

ME Jews and high inccme voters do fre trdei outnuster protec-

tionists.

The electorate's relative perceptions of Bush and Reagan do not apear

to be affected by the trade issue. Core Reaganites are somewhat more

protectionist than the anti-Reagan, pro-Bush voter, but those 4o rate

them equally also lean toward protectimism. it is therefore an issue

that Sush can develop without concern about alienating the Reagan

constituency. The only concern should be not to appear too "free

trade-ish," but that dould alienate most voters, including Reagan

supporters.

Why are some Arericans protectionist? One reason is that Americans

who are anti-imports -ire -ire likely than free traders to know of a

specific business in thei a3rea that has tbeen hurt by foreign

40

0D

cc
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Takingu hoeloieio toa to seor e o blam e o trad drefiims

chee, oin foorign ountri (6n feel tis Nas co e a
gr t deal MWae dm s by Mri e j. o, unIn ( )s in On
80oling at I" than cost by fo0e oe s (47%), 'an poo
planning ad magement by u.s. COqMaies (430)o Anwimmn blame
unfair trade policies by foreign governants (37%) and the better

ealit (of foign PMo ts (37%) least of all.

Taking these opinions on the source of blame for trade problems
together, only orn-fourth of the American public (25%) puts the blame
for U.S. trade Problen solely at the feet of American business. on
the other hand, nearly 4 in 10 (38%) blame foreign countries. The
rest (37%) blame both or have mixed opinions. The relationship
between blame for trade problems and protectionist sentiments is
strong. Protectionists place the blame on foreign countries, while
free traders think the cause omes frmi U.S. business. Protectionists
thus feel that, since the trade deficit is due to unfair competition
from abroad, there should be trade restrictions so that U.S. industry
can ompete on an equal footing. Free traders place the blame on U.S.
business and thus believe that it is up to business to straighten up
and become more competitive.



to --... omwtn a. A11 *1 t6e that divides to

vlt 1~~g UAn.e aete fmU.t 4i ee and ~owri¥ d

IGW la Wiso, PA tin smte t as~n th'~n tr (82)

The pMloen Of WSW fOr trade problem doe qt divide 'the

Rhqi-ain w lita w e All grOwps feel that the blam lies

vith loreiggo wtries ,Nr than U.S. busines, and uecordarily that
the bm should be eha d.

One polcy which has baen epohdrecently is one of *fair trade.

Americans go along with that general idea, protectionist and free

-_ trader alike. Fifty-two percent (52%) of the free traders, so of the

protectionists, and 60% of those in the middle feel that America's

o trade policy should 1e one of trading freely with those countries that

Vtrade freely with us, and restricting the products of those countries

0 who restrict our products. From a policy perspective, this could lead

Cto a trade war, but even when that was explained to those voters who

wanted Eewer imports, they said that having fewer i-ports was more

iVortant than avoiding a possible trade .ar.

It is clear that Americans want a trade policy that takes into con-

sideration the effect of imports on American jobs. The fair trade

concept should be explored. Americans are definitely not in favor of

"free" trade, but they are not intransigent in their protectionism

either.

- 68 -



V I! * ; .•

- 69 -

46 4

oioni 49 2S 23 (11)
al1006 'W 3022 39)

100% 48 1119 (1)

acic1001 40 33 27 (210)
SeX'

Male 1001 37 29(760 Female 100% 1 3 774)

status 30 r 774

H High inca.. 100% 29 32 jT9- 228)GOfItelligentsia 100% 31 37 31 C13cciUdve class 1001 31 27 22 ( 458)JcLeish 100% 1631 25 12 ( 275)Jeih100% 30' 36 32! ( 53)Hiispanic 100% 43 32 25 (63Black 100% !=7J 1 13635)

Under 4OANo college 100% Frl 28 16 C321)UJnder 4 /College 100% W1 34 26 (448)Over 40/11o college 100% FN6I 24 18 ( 427)Over 40/College 100% 35 28 LI6 ( 300)

BUS R~i~nPercpt ion

RR>B100% 30 28 21 C41
RR)(M 100% 39 29 30 ( 328)
GBAR 100% 51 27 20 ( 444)G>R100% 39 32 27 ( 216)
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id-tlantic
Eat North Central.
W*st North Central
Border South
Deep South
Mountain
Pacific

18-24
25-39
40-54
55-64
65+

Sex

Male
Femle

(continued next page)

100t

1O0t
lO0t
1O0%

1O0%
100%
100%
100%

100%

100%

1001

a

3 .3 27
4) 24

24

367
27

41 32
35 38
35 47
37 38

22
26
20

2719
26

32
39
40
38

1 T

100
100%
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ism
Jew

Blacks

ProtectionLsts
Mixed ,
Free traders

33
30

10or

Union Household ( lack)

Union
Non-union

Age/Education

Under 40/NJo college
Under 40/College
Over 40/No college
Over 40/College

Bush- eaw peretion
Differ W*

RR>GB

RRM
GB>RR

100
100%

100%
100%
100%
100%

30

171

100%
100%
100%
100%

(a) cmIosite index of questimns 17-22.
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The Hon. Frank J. Fahr
Chairman
Republican National Corn
310 First Street, S.
Washington, D.C. 20003

Dear Frank:0

I appreciated your let •  v at f eombr
4, 1985 concerning theX itte to

- discuss activities of the * au| Vttt as
they may relate to the Vi a* t loans.As we indicated to you| p ; WIV1k0 vi serve as
the Vice President's representative on the amittee should
such a committee be formed.

Based upon our telephone conversation, it is my understanding
o that the ad hoc committee will not review and discuss

resources traditionally provided during the past five years
to the President and Vice President. It is my understanding,

o as a result of our conversation, that the RUC will continue
to support the administration, specifically the Vice

CPresident, in the same manner and at the same level it has in
past years. As you and I discussed, this is most appropriate

cgiven the office and the level of support provided to the RNC
by the Vice President. I want you to know that this
understanding is most appreciated.

With regard to the scope of activity you envision for the
Committee, I want you to know that Ron Walker has full
authority to discuss any issue appropriate for review by the
RNC. We would like, of course, to focus primarily on 1986.
To the extent the RNC is planning for the 1988 convention and
wishes to involve the ad hoc committee, we would have no
objection. However, I do have reservations about utilizing
the ad hoc committee at this stage to discuss and resolve any
issue related to a 1988 presidential campaign. Since the
Vice President has neither declared his intentions with
regard to 1988 nor does he have a committee formed to address
the 1988 campaign, I cannot authorize the Vice President's
representative to engage in these issues at this time.



-inI3Y, with regard to the dGAp...'! An your letter
~o~rning a a Z PIa

b&a&ey on our conveJ"t On,
re art to the fact that yu .f. 0re y ,
•ontaining qustion i n which. we 'wo hv ant . i
regz et, as I know you tust, tht re we "mployed
that could have prevented confusion about th Waestiotns ad
the analysis derived from the survey. .

We look forward to working closely with you' Frank, to make
the best possible use of Republican resources in l86 and. to
creating a constructive environment for dealing with future
political considerations.

Sin y

L rag IL. Fu

Chief of Staff to the
Vice President

cc: The Honorable Paul Laxalt
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Vce pmgda*O~,
The Wht*$
VWmhn r 10 20150 g

Dear George:

As you know, there has been e gr4M deal of dscu~ior as -to the proper role of theRepublican National Committee ( ' ) with potential candidates for the GOP Presidential
nomination In, 1988 In fact, i hve M S thisubject with you and other possible
candidates duringthe .potmont! 1O that, we might take the first steps towards insuringo the RNC's candidate Autrality, end 'at the same time, providing our Party leaders, on an
equal basis, appropriate Information and resources available from the Committee.

You and I agree our focus during the next year ought not to be 1988, but rather theimportant elections of 1986. The stakes have never been higher. It is absolutely essential

The unfortunate incident this "eek involvin§ the mistaken impression that the RNC
commissioned and paid for a poll exclusively for one Presidential candidate is illustrative
of the type of misunderstanding that must be avoided.

As futher indication of the type of confusion that surrounds our efforts, one only needs to
look at the numerous consultants and pollsters who work with the RNC and are also
official or unofficial advisors to one or more of those who might run for the Presidential
rc-,ineticn in 1988. Ho., best ts, har,d!e this. En cth-! 7.atters of conc.err, onu.z be

fn4C...



TtwfHonral Oeo,"s
Oiciibot 4, IMP

..t....wth th.R C " .. .... ...... .. . . ti ....

fti@Mmw p .sgible

meetins would be RonW hs Tttes

The afornementioned, MOOn~un K . tsslhn deItsrs htti
ed-ho committee begin, meeting with me end WpropletANC Officials s' soon as is
feasible.

- I ~Intend to schedule the first meigfthsgopomieInearly Josiuwy. In the next
10 days I will cotsct.you lth, moI of the deta .il, .to the.e.ct dote v .. -of the
meeting. If you went to change your representative, please let me know at your earliest
convenience.

All of us at the RNC look forward to working with you in the upcoming months. T ogether,
we can assure the goals we shame for the 1986 election are reached.

Should you have any questions, please feel free to contact me. It is vital that we get the
o job done in 1986.

V ~~~Very t yyus
-C

,-.. '

FJF/gts
cc: The Honorable Paul -exalt

General Chairman, RNC
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"aCxY with Aricm irnintria.*

thew Sifw thatw S i Q235
ad mucesiw mt

Don It kno0w 0 0 0 0 0 0 8

0 *



24. Over the nmxt ewra y
Ulu*n am mn~gy 'om I
ampunto
into the =iMky?

25. if w a2ow fwow ftmc4

into our cuntry, other 4
my alow ftc cur p

thicaumtxy This iIc alld "tae w'."*
think is m I'rtant o
ami41am a trade war or i
ftww foreign impacts int

i I

0m



9 0 40 7 L SI 23

Here are sa statemnts about other issues. in the Country. rot emiiAs bh ~agreer somwhat agres somwhat disagree# or stroingly dlsagr...

Neithr &,e

(RANIIZE)

26. Our eony and security wwld suffer
if we did not use military troops to
protect our interests In othr parts
of the 'warlde 4 3

27. (ur oountry has a moral cbligmtion to
help people in other parts of the
wwldr on those In neutral or un-
friendly wountriem. 5 4

28. A womn should have the legal right
to have an abortlon if she nts ne. 4, 3)

29. h 11w rvnet in Wihington should7V
wee to it that awry Person hm a Jb

and a good st d livi . 5

30. Tighter oxntrols are needed in the
federal food st&aV progrine mNny people
now receiving food strs don't dserve
them. 5 4 3 -

31. Labor unions are vry necessary to pro-
tecthe working man. 5 4 3 2



(M . 0.35-37 OCL IF TOM 0.33 OR 0034)
3 W you favor or .m p ,*itwy

On action against terrout am" if
innocent people In the cop we likely
to be killed or wonded in the attack?

Favor .*..

Don't WOW. .
Ref.used/Nh.

*000.000.2

O0 00*009000 0.8

S0 . 0 .0 . .9 

36. Would you favor milia Favor aiWnst sus taed trorists. 2
action against tMOiNss We sul- Favor only retaliation .. . . 1
pected of plaming an attack or only Favor neither . . . . . . ... * . 3
as etaliation againt terroists m Ion't know* . .. .. . . . * * 9* 8
have actually carried cut an attack? Refused/NA . .0. .. . . . .. . . 9

37. vould you favor or qoemilitary Favor. .. 0.0. 2
action against mov CnM %ich help OPP" • .... •... . I
train aid finance termiits,, vin if Const l 0 . * . . a 0 . * * * * .8
that mums risking a lager war? Refused/N ........ .... .9

(ASK ALL) .
38. When tw ists we hlding Anaricas Should negotiate..... ..... 2

hostage, o you think our goverunt Refuse to negotiate 00000000 1
should nsgotiate vith the tererists Dnt know....* * * * * 8
for their releae or refuse to Refused/NA.. * 0 0 0.0 0 9
negotiate with the terrorists?

39. D you believe terrorist acts are Individuals/asll goae. • • •. I
largely the acts Individals ad ' Foreign govermnt. 0. 00.. 2

llgroup or you think that =at Don't know. ............ 8
of thm are being b bcked by Refused/ ... * ...... . . 9
foreign goverinn?

"Mad4 YOU faVor or(W $~a
actio a eiustm enor
killed rtcw citte ?

Q36

Q37

Q38

Q39



tf, ftst :
tol wea ,I

**/ia :~(hW.. .fn.*

(RAIMWU)

40. lcnald Regm%

41. George gulh

42. Hootar Dole

43, Howw8d Baerm

44. Jack KwuV

45. Pat Robertson

46. Jeanm Kirkpatrick

47. Walter Perdale

48. Ted Kennedy

49. Tip O'Neill

No m~w Paftss3 ftmo. ~um 6w, veyrM,

MR WIM (i an= "a at 999S

£bn* t kno .. "S

0o=:m *' R) Mused/wo .999
_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ t n t k n o w . .9 9 8

__'t know. .998(REmD NIBER) Pefused/NA. .999

Dan't know. .998(RECORD NUMBER) Refused/b. .9

(RDME) Ref used/tA. .999_rD't. know. .998
(RED NMBER) RefuseN. .999

on I't know. .998

(RaD NMISER) Refuse/Ww .999

_ DIt know. .998
(FAX= NUMER) Refused/NA. .999

Omn'It knlow, ."98

(RECm) NUMBER) Refused/NA, .999____ ____ ____ I't know, ."S8
(RECORD NUMBER) Refused/NA .999

(cOIIN ON NEXI~T ME)

WOL

U,

0c

Q40

Q., I

Q42

Q43

Q44

Q4 5

Q46

Q47

Q48

Q49



50. J Jw -1

52. Gaty Haft

53. Ge NM& ftN ( -RMA-x)

54. John Glem

55. Jwn Fnda

56. Jerry ralvell

57. Gerald Ford

58. Jimuy Carter

59. George Wblaa

60. Lee lacoom (ESY-A-COE-A)

/70:

Wn'e k . ,*

OmnIt know., "8

Dm It knawo .998-~ .999

ConIt know. .99
(RECORD UICR) f used/m .999

D't know, .998
(RECRD ) Refused/w . .999

D[m't mow. .998
(REC DO Nun ) Refusemt. .999

DMn't kno. .998
( m w Mi ) Ref used/NA .. 999

Dln't know. .998
( RECORD NUMBER) Refused/NA. .999

Om It know .998
(RECORD t U ) Rofused/NA. .999

Dont know. .998
(RECORD INUM) Rof usd/N. .999

Don't know. .998
(RECORD NMBE3R) Refused/NA. .999

SI a
I

10

An

cq

QSO

QSL

Q52

Q53

Q55

Q56

Q57

Q58

Q59

Q60
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your seinga about*
thW using a uwo to

Te 10?s

VV
to, cu rly fty sm

WOO , M

61 Th

63. Liberals

64. Casfrgvati%*

(WIC IN mmm m OR 996 " 999,

t~n t imw. .996

Pwn seknm. .999

ibn 't know. .99(PMEMRD - ) A fusd/IN. .999

Don't know. .998( EME NUMBER) Refumd/Nh. .9
(RC~RD MJt.~ER) ~tus.d/NA. .999

IN

€v
N

th

0

q-

cr

Q6 I

Q62

Q63

Q6-1

I



third tm
65. Of the fblIowiQ "hag

66 h~ich aw wmad ya a
a rew vative...+

D. ectd Iy leiglb iss
C. ti in 3r . 3d. Hi woked with PAI4 RW I 4• Has el a variety of w u 1t + .

No c m-d sntion 7
DM't know I

ccPefused/NA 9

67. 1 will briefly dmsoibe sour pMsUiMUi4 4~~ms d lko ym to-- ~ell us = hich on st l .

one (raild LOwb)
__s second ( below)
'The third (reasd below)

V. And the fourth (read beiw)

o (RANDMIZE)

a. Has the best persoal qualificatiom ft the job.. .A............

b. Would step-%q the pa ce9 Mn l gSe.n epering and s meino ourposition in the word.. . . .. 40 0 .9 0 0 .9 . .0 0 • • • e 2
a c. Is a fighter for making major, dMngM in er n . . . . . . . . . . . . . .3

d. Cons iders reducing the fderal b t dificits, the ountry's unuter one
None (ViNTEERED)o. CUU M Q.69) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .5 Q67
Refused/tn. . . . . . (0O MQ.69) . . . . . . . . . . . .......... .9

(IF M A IM H OICI, AK:)

68. Which am 'wald you done secoxd?

(REF AT IF ECESSwAY/RANMXIZZ)

a. Has the best personal qualificatian fr the job................
b. would step-up t pace of eMina gave mn- spending ad airxe ourposition in the world . . . 9... ........ . . . . . . . . . . . . .2c. Is a fighter for making mjochng in gervmnt. . . . . . . . . . . . . .3d. Considers reducing the federal bdget deficits, the ou*ry's tnuer an Q68

priority . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ...... . .......... 4No Second choice. . .. . ,, .. .0 . o , . . 41 . . . , . . , 415
Do ' n w 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 * 0 *Reusd/h 0 0 . 0 . . 40 • • • oo • • • • • • • 09 •...••...



wtt wow im'' imm *W ' lif.

V V

ati I

(Ible NOW*[

69. Geocge Bush
CMCOD DLM),

Con Ot kmwo 0 0 0 0 0
iktsd/Na. ..... 0.

98
9069

70. Jack Kae Om It kno. 0 0 . 0 98
fl~us./t.* 0* *0 *99

71. Ted Knndy D't knwm. . . e 0 98

72. Hart n't know. ...... 98
RonustAn. 0 . . . . 0 99

(M. RD ?. ..)

Nv

Lh

0-At

(Pr

Q- 70

q~z



16.-

73. in th n-SUW 4 F
19" to Selo*
for Piustims.
Crop "Mad yCU W be r
the MW82 -ft3K0 49

priinay or rrithw awl

74. if %he WPInAY .1"Utm

dam "WO
yube vatung fm(E

I SWI CRMP

i
O 1D Q' 76).

V '

d Jag ,. . .
06 Oem i[| .

i-I~m I . . .
la

00

*0

0@

. .

00

.,2

*. I1
0.3

(GO 1! 07,1).(G O U,0.75).
(G O U .).
(Go "1 0,.75).
(Go o .7s)o

0 0 0 0 .0 0

0 0 0 0 0 00*

a* Mich oyou Imnm W cca. 8 Gurg"wh .a .......... 0 0 1
tOWd (MEWAT PALZ turn m -1 r W b. S*a 134* * * o * o * * * e * . * 2

..-. c Hhjmr .k .a . * * * 3
- d*Jack It" * .... *.0.***0 9 *4
-. so Jew kpatck e 9 ...-.-...- Sv I.tI~~i~ ~ uarinonddioce? ~t im . . . . .(O'Do 0.76). .SI RgusdN... . . (GO'1DQ.78). . 9

17% I5. Whowouldl be your gncl choice?
(IPENT NAM IF NECEMMY)

(GO TO Q.78)

GeoqRe Buh . 0
Bob Ole. ....
Howdc Idier.
Jack Ku . ..
Joean Kirkpatrick
Don't know. . .
Refused/Nh. . .

Q73

Q74

Q75

CC (0.76 Not asked)

'p

a

p.

U7



Jim, am mm ~iO mb Pmsdemt' *Aft hW to the

ade thePm

a. YO onao todly - toftd (FMT AILL eN IN

(RAMMUZ2 WCV~b tuM)
78. Gesoge Busht

kpublicsn

2

79o George aShp
Republican

2

80. Gorge Bush,
Reublican

Td Kendys,
00Crat.

Gory Hart
Doocrat

ee Zaoo=a
Dwcrat

Don't know.
Refud/NA..

* 0 * 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 a

* 0 0 0 0 * 0 0 0 0 0 9

Dan't Ick .o* o o o o . . . . . . 8
Refused/N........ ..... 9

DonIt )o"w. .. . . . .o. . . . .8
Refusd/. . . . . . . .. . . . 9

U,

-U>,191%

4
V

C,

Q78

Q.9

Q80



ft8Z JU
Lft AQS2 A2

fQ82 X3

AQ82 s.45

a. (IF [IT DOW CR NM DhItG, ASK:) Is ther anything at all about George ush
that m enrn cc bothers you? (Wht?)



*Q82 43

0Q8

C



4.Q84

w~u~, 2~ 3 8 9 Q86

87. Utu9~ ~ 4~t* Q87

a 9
[ I I [ I I I , I 1[ [ " l], l 1] I. .. . . . . .. . .. . . . . . . ..

wowIv,

C



~. ..

on, ;K2Ste y mot,

trait?

"10ESWA
Jv

,'am"sz tNmt in m
-" - - low

goa 99:

90. P0arld RAgan

9. George ,joh

92. Ted Kennedy (RECOD NUBE)

(lx Nunn).

OmnIt kn w.
mllled/N. .

an't know.
Refusea/NA

98
0 99

Dn t know. 98
RefusedNA. 99

93. Ronald Reagan

FFAF 94. George Bush

(RECORD NUMM)

(RECORD M0IS09)

9S. Ted Kenedy

Ln't know. .
Refused/NA. .

Dm't know.
Refuse./NA.

Don't know. .
Refu sd/Nh.

(CDW1MNUED 04N M= PX)

I I.

.'

%qfjC
Q90

Q09

Q93

Q94

095



- 2 rr

(M~6Z2 ms,~uNNW-
wiZN am 29=

twuu,:m mi caa g(wZl wr t Ja l€IC1[. 9 Rsg

96. M ad PWeM

97. Gwrge MBuh

98. Ted Kenrawi

9.Ronald ReemW

100. George Bush

101. Ted Kennedy

iUma

(REC0RD NMIER)

(RECORD MISER)

(REOURD NmISE)

Do't mow.

Da n't know.
Refused/NA.

Dn't know.

Refused/NA.

98
99

96l
.99

98)9

Domn't know. . 98
RefuSedNA. . 99

Don't know. . 98
Ref used/c,. 99

Cn't know. • 98Refused/NA . 99

Refused/NA. . 99

AF

Q96

Q97

Q98

099

0100

Q101



USno MIK) co a
aitrl mierl/co nimaW 4trY
(libracomm 0vatiwO)p at justK

(libra~ouurvaive)?

(WYMU 0. 103 AND 0. 104)

103. ffm w.ud yu descrisbe
as a libSnalp .a canua" dI e
nMI eCat? (ASKs) Wuld yu m*'s
extememl ( ibral/owrvat o)
airly (Ubral/conusative) ?ojustslightly (libscl/ocmtvo)?

104. How would you dscribe 2!M --
as a liberal, a. onservaivw or a
moderate? Would you say hats
extremly (liboral/orwegvative),

OF fairly (liberal/consorvativo) or just
slightly (liberal/co~nx vative)?
(l1ibora l/oonsorva ive )?

W zWl -W WFairl lb . . .

Slightly i bii

rairly itib.

Conot. s m. .... .
age@•

Extremely liberal ..
Fairly liberal... * .
Slightly libwral. . .
Modrate, * . . . . .
Slightly ormecvative ,
Fairly corwurvative . ,
Exrmnly corervative.

mtsn know, . . . 9 .Refused/Nk. . a * . . .

-- 22-

~I Ot.

~9..

9,.

#090

0000

• 0.!

* # **
* • 0

* 0

I Q10Z

QI03

Q104

mmmmmmmmmmm
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.. v/d 0 nt tEO a mi orp SIt.Sa ~ ,.

;~.-.

• ::0f the entire "study accord

will be use e ra m period to

S4R cost ebeta dtv Uad Into IOMe major 8eups ss

4. 1-6 * .?atWaS all-stondard costs needed' to
peforbasic studly

2. Caft *0. 0,.. Applies only when open ended questions
are sed

DOUwwy.69..... Costs are tn direct relation to side of
analysis to be writte.e Delivery to a
client/OR decision factor

4. Data, hoessing
C00er...... Costs are In direct relation to number of

"computer"tables to be developed for client's
question responses

Should only a "flash/marginal" of data be
desired no charge will be made to client

3. Within each of the four major group costs THE CLIENT COSTS was distributed
by 0000

W,

1. Polling-survey ..

2. Coding ....... ..

3. Analysis and
Delivery ........

4. Data Processing..

By number of responses EACH CLIENT is asking
on questionnaire and will receive data or flash
for such responses

If multiple distribution on response percentage
breakdown is on total responses being
distributed

Allocated by the number of open ended questions
or responses each client will need coded or verbatims
taken

Based on size of analysis written for each client
and delivery

Allocated by number of responses (Assumes each
client will receive same number of passes or
data breaks)

4. The final percentages for each client derived from total costs per client against
the total estimate should be used in dividing the Selling Price should it differ
from the estimate figure.

Shyt/ R



each and every response

ta -Count each race as a response

S1 k administered scales ... Count each tm as a r1
*esat Scal*e77

A. Respondent selection

Count each response
Distribute to all clients UNLESS we hae

clients desiring different respondent

D.emographics

WILL NOT BE included in response totals
only special demographics asked by cerm ji
clients will be treated as responses

Assumes demographics are necessary to study to check

sample

6. Pre coded open ends

Will be treated as closed ended questions/require
no coding

7. Half Samples

We will list each response from all 1/2 sampled pages
and count in total

Assumes each response whether on half of the interviews
or net will be tabulated and results supplied

8. Approval open end probe .e. Counted as one open end

9. First thing open end and good/bad closed ... Count as one open and one closed



4

#2

t4A

Total 2M ct
costj:

Percentage

Cost
Percentage

Variables*

Coding

Cost
Percentage
Number

$70 %

$48,088
100%
108

$ 2,591
100%

5

$19,321
100%

Analysis

Cost
Percentage

49% U *614

MAIO

518
20.000

1

18 ,033**
93.333

:2,6725.56
-A

1,036
40.000

2

11,577
24.074
26

1,036
40.000

2

1,288
6.667

*There are more variables than question numbers due to filtered questions which
are given a question number but are not asked of all respondents.

**Includes the cost of producing and analyzing the perceptual maps.
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NUOAI1 .lp

KAM~

Coaq Fller has I

1. A greatqu

2. Paep 2, ite

Please conet
Copetitive I

3. Page 5:1

Please consl. I to, tb "ist OS
Uberroth and at Wi 40=0

4. Page 6:

Ttei~*g

At not

Poter

I know you are re at t 4 any additional
questions* but I voul*d Uk1 ut.cnie a slightlydifferent approaqh t6 the swolmosr line of questioning.
Something like the followings

Since RR cannot serve a third teo, some people are
considering who best could follow RR. Please tell us
whether you agree or disagree that the next President
should be:

1. Experienced in federal governmentp

2. Conservativep

3. Able to articulate now ideas p

4. Respected by foreign leadersp

5. Someone now in governmentp

6. Someone who worked with 33,

7. Someone who would keep America competitivep

8. Someone who woull strengthen U.S. defense
capabilitiesi

9. Someone who would spend more to help to poor l # ,

10. Someone who whould provide more help to farmersi f(t%/t
(There may be more or better questions. Perhaps you and Lee



1.0 O 4 thiassinthi

in th rigt dizl~m t Ge y

time, on.d you think it amis g~Lcent caq

3. (II' 133 awEIS, ASKX:) Wha kinds of u do

you thnIeFt e ae I 0

4. Oo you an. or diaprv of the ry Rona-ld~ais hsai1Lg his job ag Pesdent?(WX10)Would thae (r/

or jus somat (aprove/disap t
5. Do you approve or disapprove of the way George ls i

handli ng h job as Vice-Presden? (WAIT I=R 335103153AND ASK:) Would that be stndly (approve/diare)
or just somewhat (apmove/dsapprove)?

o Now Z'4I lke to read you some statemntms about variousissues in the oountry. For each one, please tell me if you
st ro, gl , yree somewhat agre, o ewaest diisgree, or

AN strongly d sagree,

o b RANIDOKZI
cc6.* The United States should nna send troops to fight

in a civil vaur in anohe country, even if acommnst takeover is ?lkey.
7.* We should hlep countries which= are for us andnot help those which are against us.
s. It is all right For the public schools to str

each day vith a prayer.
9. f cites and tows aouldn the country need

financial help to inprove thir schools, the
government in Washington ought to gve the the
money they need.100 Claims about welfare abuses ware greatly

texa grated ost people receving welfare
aSsistanc ruly need it.

11. ~abor unions have become too big and powerful for
the good of the country.

12. alac people in the ount should be given special
consideration for new jobs because of past
discrimination against them.



U'ONatioa1i # A

*ade forea moment. . "

Aink that trade with, 0te
LAg am sl1ggos

. U.•atree choce

shold, be Our c ntysfloreign trade poicy?

N a. Eawe no~~~a ratii n eforeign iPorts eAsrcrcornersCan have the widest, choic ostZ.a* what to buy
b. esrcfoen mos fromancotr ic

restricts our products and trade freely *ith all
other countries

a. Retitay foreign Imot which threate
Aeian jobs even if they are from conrwhh

doesn't restrict our produts
qr AS YOU may know, we have a foreign trade deficit, This meansthat we are buying More from foreign countries than we are

o selling to th.L'm XIS going to read You some thins, and foreach one. plese tell M how much you think each one hascontributed to the trade deficit -- a great deal, a fair
.amount, very little or not at all,

1 1 0 I ~ e . d P t

. (Poo pl and mn b . coa ni17. Wage an by American labor unions
1. Doetter quality of foreign products
19. Unfair trade policies of foreign countries
20. eaP labor in foreign countries
21. The selling of goods at less than cost by some

foreign companies

220 Do You think our limits on foreign imports should begreater, about the same, or less than they are now?
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Wbiob of the following statements cones closest -
oinions

ae OTA are .... u l
a. Th Jaee a re ooipting unfaily wthl A i!,i!-,!.

03

b. A cm an atrs are blaming the japenes fq
their own 8isamgat Man oesive labos set

Nere are sae stt"nsaOut Other isses In the otyM eaoh m please tal ma If you stronglyagreeat
agre, sowat disagree, or trgy disagze.

RAMC il Izz3
24. Our enmy and secrty would suffr if we d±4 not

use military troops to protect our i.nterut in
other parts of the world.

250 Our country has a moral obligation to help people
in other parts of the world, even those in neutral
or unfriendly countries,

26, A woman should have the legal right to have an
abortion if she vnts one.

27. The government in Wasaigton should see to it that
every person has a job and a good standard of
livings

28. Tighter controls are needed in the federal food
stamp program, ny people now receiving food
stamps don't deserve then.

29. Labor unions are very necessary to protect the
working man.

nternatonal terrorism, is anothr issue which has been in
the news recently..

30. Some people say that there really is not much the U.S.
government can do to reduce terrorism. Others say the
U.S a goverrment can significantly reduce
terrorLn. Which opinion is closest to your own?

Nork

23,

in
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3. oy favor ota taku
uitary action

320 ( I 0113 "S) .3 orqppe

330 (Xl ?AV=S 31 3 M 23. AK's ufvro

n unIeg in te atf?

34. IFe 1VAV oX 31 31Co 33# AnR)!k boil fe.. An.y
ac0n an g emien--AtLuLd no m esLi f -A -AMan attak o mnay an eaite alinst town-atuh

volunteered resonsei

35. (ZI YTAM 3X! 31 M 32# 13s) VouJ a Y favo or
_ oppose miitary action ag As g emut whica help

train and f name teroristseven I that meanrisking a larger VWr?
36. When terrorists are ho Americans o do youthink our nent sh iate withterrorists for their release o euse to negotiatevith the terrorists?

37. Do you believe that the recent hijacking of the TMAairliner and other recent terrorLst acts are largely
o) the acts of individuals or small groups, or do youthink that most of them are being backed by some
0o foreign government?
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i! VaS*3 oS cold.

36. Rnamld sm
39t. GeeeozW340 Ro b u o
41. dema,a 4s . t
430 Jamsoo
44. Jean K I8ptri

-- 45* Valte roele

46. Ted M-
th 47. Tip O3.If1

48* Jesse Jar m
49. Nwario CROO
50. Gary mart
51. Geraldine erraro

o 52. John Glenn
53e Jane locda
54. Jerry Faml. tic55. Geral ord

0 56. Ji=my Carter
on 57. George allame

59. Lee Zacocca
I also have some grwqp o:C peo]le to get your f:eelingsabout. The fist ro (is/are) _ _ ov do you feelabout them using a 8ero to one hundred scale?

60. The Republican Party
62* The Omaratic Party
63. I berals
64. Conservatives
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Thinking ahead to 1966 for a m oe ....

5 . liahd Reagan is seW -i7
and cannot run tar i=,_* _te I 4thro
torticlar, you wo"l4 ttseeof the United States?)

do* As you aay knIow , isus be l aite *
rs en ue in 1' i16s ty and :o nd#

m, ean tou woul .... , vut yo _L o

for ridet ad*wv

for Georg Bush rP*~
.~~o saw r 8ks

yourself an this sa
67. In the presidential -riAe in 1,9 tl teach party e' idt LOW Reid, AS% Which wayrstate had @SMP wO Ml jO ai lIfe04 teywus11 the

(Rdo y Republican or ao ) primar- or (eite
one?

-s6 Il F 10cax D , AK:n$ It the primary
election to selectthe Repliocan candidate orPresident vere be1 held today and the candLdates
were (RAMDONZSB -), would you be voting tor(ROhMT LST UM IN 5 ORUD)?

RAXIDOKIRZZ

a. George Dush
b. Bob Dole
c. Howard Saker
d. J ack Keo

W a,. Jeane, Kirkpatrick

a. IF DON'T WOW OR RZFUSZD, ASK: which way
do you lean as ot today -- toward (RIPMT
FUL 3N3 ZN 511 ORDMM)?

I9 F XDUCRTC "immay, ASK: If the primary
election to select the Democratic candidate forPresident were being held today and the cniaswere (RANDOKZZU 3113),# would you be voting for
(RIPIT LAST 31313 rat 511 ORDI) ?

RANDOKZI

a, Ted Kennedy
b, ary Hart
C. Mario, CuoMo
d4. Lee Zacocb

a. IF DON'T NIOW OR 1310530, ASK: Which way
do you lean as of today - toward (RZPZT
FUL NAN=13 118111 ORD=)?



OPtno

ts~m

-

*0 leAs

70. aesa

719

720

I~in~ngabaft

Cm

tea mmmt.

(MWZ aMM A)
73A.Fro al th~ ~u hve eard, read it" Am aot himrYhat are i t at GeorgeAt sh. P lO AA L UFZ'21 TO t

74A. Again, trnm Ol tat you have heard, read and ]mov
abou-t him, 1"at are *e of the thins Yell gets;&I"

about, Geozge DMlu? FMOr AT LEw -

a. ZIP OIST OIMOR NOSUWIG, ASK: Is there anything
at all abt George Bush that concerns or bothers
you? (at?)

(HALF SAMPLE 3)

738 It George Dusk beme President in 198, what are the
areas you thift he would handle particularly
well? (PRlO FOR soCZIJC 330P3833)

74o What are the area you think he might handle
poorly? (Mon FOB SIUCIFIC R31PONS3S)
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75. a rlaige v,!:th

o 75. Abotio d
'q" 8O. Geo'srigesh

a job to ea ed nent

• C Nones"t
0 52 _wo Ronald Reagan

53. ____George lush
870 Ted ennedy

ConcernhL880 onald Ragan

66. ____ eorge lush
87. ____Ted Kennedy
al e. Ronald ReMgan

59. some Geore lush
90. ee Ted Ken-edy

91.s ______ Roalmeaa

928 ____ George Bush
930 ____TedKend
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I* some statet
11aw, and. for ie416

emehatagreeO w

NAMDOKZ3

4. B h U ot 0A o 0
to have.

95. Bush loofs 110 a96. Dusk, a nit
9?. SmsbwmS *m96. sush, s ures 0t

*,. ac 30 a

U.

Party identificationPast part_ mftft ~cbA,&
PastPary identiaticationt

Past votIfn behavior
Registered Voter
Ideology
Age
Education

plo t status
Occpaion

Health, educationo velfare occupation
Marital status
Spouse employment status
Union/teacher household
Farm household
Religion
Frequency of church attendance
Reborn
Income
Race
sex

10,e

102.,
103.s
104.
105.
106.
107.

109.
110.
1110122.
113.
114.
115.116.
117.
119.
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COST MACONAMONG MULTIPLEiL S #C ct /

1 be made of the entire study accord en to, ow
opattmsnt functions.

VIII be used (Updates are made periodtialrl to
gas etc.)

III be divided into ?OMR major groups asfollow,..
1. PO1,' ey .. Includes all standard costs need to

perfom basic study

D2 .. o..000

4. Data Processins
.. mputOr........

Appltis only when open ended queotoug
are used

Costs are in direct relation to six& of
analysis to be witten. Delivery Is a
client/DR decision factor

Costs are in direct relation to number of"computer"tables to be developed for client's
question responses

Should only a "flash/marginal" of data be
desired no charge ill be made to client

3., Within each of the four major group costs THE CLIENT COSTS was distributed
by ....

1. Polling-survey ..

2. Coding

3. Analysis and
Delivery

By number of responses EACH CLIENT is asking
on questionnaire and will receive data or flash
for such responses

If multiple distribution on response percentage
breakdown is on total responses being
distributed

Allocated by the number of open ended questions
or responses each client will need coded or verbatims
taken

Based on size of analysis written for each client
and delivery

4. Data Processing.. Allocated by number of responses (Assumes each
client will receive same number of passes or
data breaks)

4. The final percentages for each client derived from total costs per client againstthe total estimate should be used in dividing the Selling Price should it differ
from the estimate figure.



~~ .4 eh sad every reap""s

3Rulots - Count each race as a response

**Zf admatnere scalS. Count *el I as a rep nludia
the tt scale

* It" "epodet selection

Count each response
Distribute to all clients UN"SS we hav Mltipou

clients desiring different respondent selections

5 Dimnraphics

W ILL NOT BE included in response totals
**.only special demographics asked by certain

-40 clients will be treated as responses

Assumes demographics are necessary to study to check
sample

6. Pre coded open ends

Will be treated as closed ended questions/require
no coding

0
7. Ralf Samples

We will list each response from all 1/2 sampled pageso and count in total

Assumes each response whether on half of the interviews
or net will be tabulated and results supplied

8. Approval open end probe ... Counted as one open end

9. First thing open end and good/bad closed ... Count as one open and one closed



FPAF
Total Project
Cost
Percentage

Polling/Data
Processng

Cost
Percentage
Variables*-

Coding

Cost
Percentage
Number

$70,000
$100

$48,088
100%
108

$ 2,591
100%

5

Analysis

Cost
Percentage

$19,321
100%

74.8

33,839
70.370

76

518
20.000

1

18 ,033**
93.333

7.1

2,672
5.556

6

1,036
40.000

2

12,614
18,0

11,577
24.074

26

1,036
40.000

2

1,288
6.667

*There are more variables than question numbers due to filtered questions which
are given a question number but are not asked of all respondents.

**Includes the cost of producing and analyzing the perceptual maps.
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i, RobZt . Tetrf, being first duly sworn, depose and say:

1. 1 an the President of Market Opinion Research, Inc.

(MOR~o

2. 1 have been an Officer of NOR since 1968.

3. NOR, a corporation with its principal offices in Detroit,

-- Michigan, is in the business of conducting political and commercial

public opinion polls.

4. Early in 1985, 1 was contacted in my capacity as the

President of MOR by Frank Fahrenkopf (the Chairman of the

Republican National Committee (RNC))and asked to conduct a poll for

o the RNC. The RNC is a long-standing client of NOR. I was told by

O Fahrenkopf to follow up on the issues and details of the poll with
Bill Phillips, Fahrenkopf's Chief ot Staff at the RNC. I was also

told by Fahrenkopf that the poll should include issues of interest

to the Vice President, and that I should talk to the Vice

President's staff for input for the poll.

5. Several days earlier, in a conversation I was having with

O Vice President George Bush, he made a brief comment that I should

expect such a call from Fahrenkopf, who was going to commission MOR

to do a poll which would include questions of interest to the Vice

President. The Vice President did not say anything that indicated



%ft any Way that ho h was camsi Ljoning the poll or that Lt

had been cafissiQRA at, hMs :::equest,,
6. Zn subsequent discussions vith WhIlips, it was agreed

that the poll aeld identify a define the Republican and

Democratic coalitions approximately one year after the election,

measure voter attitudes on national zssues and measure the

awareness and perception of major political figures. The design of

the questionnaire and the questions to be used were left to the

expertise and judgment of 14OR.

7. A couple of weeks or so after my mentioned discussions

with Fahrenkopf and Phillips, I met with Lee Atwater (a volunteer

nadviser to the Vice President) and Phillips to discuss a variety of

items, including the poll. Phillips agreed with my suggestion that

we delay doing the poll until the Fall so that any lingering ef-
0 tects from the 1984 campaign or election would be gone.

8. NOR had no further discussions about the poll until the

late Summer when I called William Greener, the RNC's Deputy Chief

cof Staff for Political Operations, to advise the RNC that I thought

it was time to go ahead and do the poll. Greener agreed.

9.- At about this same time and pursuant to my mentioned dis-

cussion with Fahrenkopf, I called Craig Fuller, the Vice Presi-

dent's Chief of Staff, and asked him what issues he wanted to

include in the poll. Fuller replied that the poll should cover the

issues of trade and terrorism.



10. Also abouit this. t 0 bM * VOO* tio with Atwater,

Who had, by then 61,40 Vol ~nA~~( &~pa4p~~3

lop, consultant) with the tuan4 for Anotilc a ftto (POW) 9 inU Whteh he

asked that the poll ino2d bter quo*#tisb I thgtwould be

appropriate to covet the pemrcpion oil the vic President.

it was at about this- point. vh wsi early September

19859 that I asked the NOR staff to, start drafting the question-

naire for the poll with the following isses:O

(a) to measure the Republican and Democratic coalitions one
year after the campaign.

Pm (b) to measure the general attitudes toward and perception of
the Republican Party including the developmentl of perceptual maps.

W (c) to measure the national issue agenda including the
specific issues of trade and terrorism.

(d) to determine awareness, approval and perception of major
political figures.

0 (e) to determine the approval, perception and political sup-.

V port of Vice President Bush.

or$12. During this questionnaire design stage, I gave a copy of

M, the draft questionnaire to Fuller, and he and I discussed the ques-

tionnaire with a focus on the trade and terrorism issues. A few

days later, Fuller suggested to NOR that it make three changes to

the questionnaire. These were a suggested change to a trade

question, the addition of names to the list of names on a question

which assessed the public's attitude on various public figures, and

suggested changes to a question which measured the qualities sought

in the next President. Some of these suggestions were accepted by

NOR*



13. NOR completed the drafting of the questionnaire, and I

called Greener and told him that the poll would cost $70,000.

Greener approved this charge. The Charge was determined by *qg in

its normal business manner using its Vustomary rates.

14. Except for the discussions with Fuller described in

paragraph 12, neither the RMC, the FYAF, the Vice President or, in

fact, anyone outside NOR, approved the questionnaire - the design

of the specific questionnaire having been left to NOR's expertise.

15. The questions in the poll relating to the 1988 election,

including the "head on head" questions, were included by NOR be-

cause, based on my experience and judgment and that of the NOR

Wo staff, NOR believed them to be appropriate. NOI also believe&-that

* all of the questions NOR used including the 1988 election ques-

tions were within the authority granted to NOR to conduct the poll,

although admittedly neither the RNC nor the FFAF had specifically

asked for questions relating to the 1988 election.

16. The interviews for the poll were conducted by NOR from

cc September 17, 1985, through September 25, 1985.

17. On September 19, 1985, NOR invoiced the RNC $70,000, the

agreed on cost for the poll. Nothing has been paid by the RNC on

the invoice and reminder invoices for the $70,000 have been sent to

it. The stage of MOR's work on the poll at which the invoice was

sent to the RNC is in accordance with NOR's normal business prac-

tice.

18. When the poll was completed NOR staff wrote two separate

analyses of- the poll. The first analysis emphasized the perception
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voter 1,tt s onett ofn b beM 3of and Democratic

watis and aorp to.3 igw *d4t inc@3*4. ecet1

maps relating to those issues, it is, niot UOUS"*1 for NORt to

prepare multiple analls of. polUJng,4ata, to ,cover the various

interests of parties involved is the V61l

196 The first analysis Was : pr es~te by me at a meeting on

November 13, 1985, which was one of .a number of meetings I vas hav-

ing at this time with the Vice P9442t, his Chief of Staff

(Fuller) and Atwate an&-cpe'o h analyse.a were given to./

i. t-Copies of the second analysis were delivered to Greener on

.December 19, 1985.

20. In December, 1985, NOR was advised by the RNC that it

would pay only for those portions of the poll on voter attitudes

towards the issues, parties and major political figures and that

the RNC would not pay for that portion of the poll relating to the

a: 1988 election since the RNC had not authorized those questions.

21. NOR was also advised by the FFAF at about this time that

the TFAIewswld pay for those portions of the poll on the perception
of t ,TViJesident but that it would not pay for those portions

of the poll relating to the 1988 election since the FFAF had not

. authorized those questions. This was the first time NOR became

aware that the FFAF would be paying anything for the poll. At this

same time MOR was asked by the FFAF to prepare a revised analysis



to show how te Vie pCsids t might best help XePo*ican

candidates and theW R3e*tLQan party in the 19#6 election cam" n.

22. It was l evidt to NOR that there was a serious disagree-

ment between end M the WNC as to what. questions should or shold

not have been included in the poll. This kind of misunderstanding

occasionally occurs in our business. Factors which contributed to

the misunderstanding in this particular situation were that the

issues to be covered in the poll were determined through discus-

sions rather than in writing, and the poll came about over a rela-

tively long period of time with input from several sources.

23. Following its customary practice to resolve business dis-

tW putes with it clients by direct negotiations, NOR had negotiating

sessions with both the RNC and the FFAF. As a result, NOR has pro-

posed to settle the bill of $70,000 for the poll by agreeing with

the RNC for it to pay $52,390, (a 74.8% portion of the poll),

covering only those questions which the RNC agreed it had autho-

cn rized NOR to poll, and by agreeing with the FFAF for it to pay

S$4996, (a 7.1% portion of the poll), covering only those questions

concerning, the perception of the Vice President. The balance of

the $70,000 bill, $12,614, (a 18.1% portion of the poll),

apparently will have to be absorbed by NOR. In making these

allocations, NOR used its normal and customary method of allocating

costs for multi-client polls. This settlement of NOR's bill is

consistent with NOR's normal and customary business practice in

resolving disputed work or charges with its clients, both political

and commercial. This poll was done by NOR in the regular course of
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3. Moat & company vth its Prnc,,j ofIts, i etroit.Michigan, is in the business of conduetn politicl i Deroit

public opinlion polls.

4, larly in 1985, r as contactGed in my capacity as the

President of NOR by Franki 
. t Chara f the

C. Republican National Comhtte (RNC, a loCsa 
ofand asked to Conduct a poll for the nC w td bFen of

to follow up on the detais of t .he po l old by FahrelkopfFahrenicopg,• ., _ .
t h l

Ch .,. o, a~ sf atw itht•Chief Of Staff at the RNC. was also told byFahrenkopf that the poll should include s inteaest tol bic
4resident Bush. and that X Should tak o tf interest o Vicestaff for input for the Po. The design of the quesionrsjde andthe specific questions to be Used to cover the subjects were left
to the expertise and Judgment of oer.
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46 ~ ~ WW fir sope.fw wo, after J~astoni oaesal~
with Fab"eai0- it , te At(itar (then a Volut ,er advisor

to the Vi I 'StOtI go~. a £ t to dsous. a variety or
- items, Iaolu4t.n the o. l.ps agreed With Bj suggestion that

we delay doingZ P*ll 1% the ?a"l 00 that any lingering of-
feats from the 1984 oam Lign or eitetion vould be gone.r%. 7. OR had no further discussions about the p.U.until the

qW late seer when I 'called William Greener, the IWC's Deputy Chief

C1 of Staff for Political Operations, to advise the iRC that I thought
n it was time to go ahead and do the poll. Greener agreed.

s. At about this time, 2 called Craig Fuller, the Vice
President's Chief of Staff, to ask him what issues the Vice Presi-

dent might like to include in the poll. Fuller replied that the

Vice President would like the poll to cover the issues of trade and

terrorism. No other questions were requested by Fuller or the Vice
0 President's staff. The Vice President himself did not' request any

questions.

9. Also about this time I had a conversation with Atwater,
who had by then become associated with the Fund for America's

Future (I .), in which he asked that the poll include the per-

ception of the Vice President.
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10. Zt was at about this poLnt, which was in early Septeaber

loss$ that I asked the MI staff to start drafting the queltLon-.

asLre for the poll. with the folievig obJeetiveso, to

(al Meaure the Sepublican and Democratic coalitions one year

after the ceupaign,

(b) Measure the general attitudes toward and perception of

the Republicanl Party intolGSig the y*3opWS~t Of Peroepue mps

(c) NOesure the hatioleiss Lo agenda inCLlUd 19 th epif is

issues of trade and terrorism.

lw. (d) Determine awareness, approval and perception of major

-- political figures.

W (e) Determine the approval, perception and political support

of Vice President sush.

0) 11. During this questionnaire design stage, t had a mneetb

with Fuller in Washington. At this meeting, among Other nonrelated

C matters, We discussed the specific 
draft questions on the trade and

terro-ris issues, which the NOR staff 
had prepared and Which I had

brought with me to show Faller. Fuller called me a day or two

later and said he had thought 
about the questions I had shown 

him

and had some suggestionst which 
OR adopted.

12. NOR completed drafting of the questionnaire and deter-

mined the cost for the poll using MOR's usual and normal rates. 
I

W called Greener and told his that the cost for the entire poll would

be $70,000. Greener agreed.

13. rxcept-. for the discussions concerning the trade and

terrorism questions at no time did the RNC, the FYAF, the Vice

President or. in fact, anyone outside £O1, review the question-

naire, approve it or. ask for any specific questions# the question

. . . .. . .- . --- wM m ownrtmi .:.se .

NOC[A KIRK lIT At.
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Ui " 14. The ares in the poll relating to the 128 election, s
eluding the bee on heads questons, yore included by NOR befetof,

based on my experience and aupest end that of the N01 staff, N

believed that the questions end approaoh used wore within the broad

authority granted to NOR to oomuot the poll, although aditedly

neither the UC nor the VIIl had spoifically roquested questLons

relating to the 198 eleotiom.

15. The interviews for the poll were Oonucte-d by NOR from

- September 17t 1965 tbrough September 25, 19S5. When the poll was

n completed NOR staff wte separate analyses of the poll, one for

the FrPM (the MA &nalysis) and one for the lNC (the WC

analysis). The /TA Analysis, the Foreword to which erroneoul

stated that it was for the INC, emphasised the public's percegu'

of the Vice President, the 1988 election and the national issues of

CO trade and terrorism. The C Analysis emphasized the public's at-

tLtude on. national issues, the Republican and Democratic Parties,

and major political fiqures and it included perceptual maps re-

lating to those issues.

16. Copies of the FIFA Analysis were delivered to. Atwater,

for the YAI', Fuller and the Vice President. Several copies of the

isRNC Analysis were, some time later, delivered to Greener for the

Imc.

17. NOR was subsequently advised by the RXC that it would pay

only for those portions of the poll on voter attitudes towards the

issues, parties and major political figures and that the INC would

not pay for that portion of the poll relating to the 198 election#

MAP "8$Gists$ PAGE. as
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bthe "A at about this. that the .. A would fo
+ .... i.o, of the po,. on the ,r.,ot,, of the Vice pre ,nt.

1 bt tat t wo] o pao y for those port@s5 of the Poll relating

to -h It$$ 0letion since the IA? had not authoried 
those ques-

06as. aft this sa tmer MRM w asked by the IFlA to rewite the

,aallots With the Putpoe of showu how the Vice President Sigt

best help PePUblitan eaateos And the Republican party in the

e0 1 election campaie4.

- I. It was evident that there was a serious but good faith

d"saggeement between NOR and the MC and the Ift as to what Was or

was not to be covered in the pOlio 
This hind of mAisunderstanding

occasionally occurs In our business. ?actors which contributed to

the misunderstanding in this situation 
were that the.specific areas

to be covered in the poll were determined through discussions

rather than in writing# and 
the poll came about over a relatively

cc long period of tme with input from several sources.

19. rollowing its customary practices to resolve business

disputes With it clients by direct negotiations# 
NOR had several

negotiating sessions with each 
client. MOR 4  Propose6 to settle

the bill of $700000 for the poll 
by agreeing with the JWC for 

it to

pay $52,390, (a 74.8 portion of the poll)u covering only those

questions that the 1MC, agreed it had asked 14OR to poll. and by

agreeing with the FrAr for 
it to pay $4996# (a 7.1% portion of the

poll) covering only those questions which FWA? agreed it had

authorised 1o40 to poll. The balance of the $70,000 bill# $12,614

(an i$.iq portion of the poll) will have to be absorbed by KOR.
(a 18.%'PktLn nf allocating costs in
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vesivi; dspoedwork or sawiges 1wifth ite otesboth politigaI
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20.o 1 hVe ttach edtoth isAfi davt a "OPY Of the questio.
Pasire nioting on the quetionnailro whiochquestionsSwere alloca tedt
the MI, whIh qetis -were a llocated to the 11)1, anW which were

rot allocated to either oliento 113Io FtK. Toote

me this day of March 196y

County,Michigan
my coni on expires:________
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11 ~ sk 0a vtou* elU Io .aitnfor' the

12 Federal Elect4on Co~mission, pursuant to subpoena, and

o 13 agreement of the parties as to time and place, and commencing

14 at approximatewly 207 p.m., in the Office of the General

i Counsel, Sixth Floor Conference Room, Federal Election

cc 16 Commission, 999 "E" Street, N.W., Washington, D. C., before

17 Elisabeth Griffin, a Notary Public in and for the District

is of Columbia, when were present on behalf of the respective

19 parties:

20

* 21

22



Meyer, J$i ,,.Snyder ia,
100 Viot, load!,ak

Bloomf.U14, Hills, ftaM

sao present: Dennis DriLs-
Meyer, Kir*,.1

12

13

14

15

16

17

Is

19

20

21

22
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-Nlo 9 (#RO aI 2 yPkst/

12 'NO.-1 (Foreword for RNC)

13 No. 11 (NOR US Nati Study for, RIC)

14 No. 12 (Newspaper article Wed*# 12/4/85)

1s No. 13 (Procedure for Cost Breakdown)

16 No. 14 (Teeter Affidavit 3/4/86)

17 No. 15 (Teeter Affidavit/signed)

Is

19

20

21

22
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L Robibert N'p. ~Tet~r.

,1 Your'. busines. address?

12 . 550 Washington, Boulevard, Detroit, Michigan 48226.

13 Your occupation?

14 A I am president of Market Opinion Research.

is MR. DRISCOLL: Excuse me, would you mind giving us

16 a copy of those questions?

17 MS. LERNER: Yes, I would. Let's go off the record

18 for a minute.

19 (Discussion off the record.)

20 MR. MEYER: When we responded to your subpoena,

21 there were some papers that were not included. The papers

22 that were not included was because the person who assembled



0 t be sure,:

*L Vevotd d , b'tk* o tb 'hose.

~ ~ ~ V 0.:

"I iv aei %~d.ar discussions

11 of the last day for the record, if I Oi" ght.

12 MR. LEVIN: I think that would be helpful.

o 13 MR. MEYER: We, being counsel for Market Opinion

14 and Mr. Teeter, were advised yesterday, and I understand you
0

GI were, that the Republican National Committee and the Vice

c 16 President and I gather the Fund had requested a pre-probable

17 cause conciliation with the formal request to be made today

is in writing, and that this included a specific settlement

19 proposal.

20 These requests also included a request that the

21 deposition portion of the investigation be postponed until

22 the Commission decided on the conciliation.
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** n&e n# todoy to postpone

t he4 4'do -0 to formally

., zri.fer hl..- i I said the post-

Soh 4- hwu O '  e ld be available

10-1 whene, ar be, 4t lable.

11 We wer advi4 ,by As. Lerner that the Commission

12 had a policynot to consider a conciliation until its investi-

13 gation was completed, and that this had been verified with

14 your Mr. Steele, and we were asked to appear here in the

is proceedings, which is the reason we are now here.

16 We made these requests in good faith, believing

17 them to be reasonable and proper and appropriate under your

18 rules, and we of course do not concur with your decision to

19 decline to grant the extension nor your interpretation of the

20 rules that the Commission doesn't have the responsibility to

21 act on our request.

22 We would like to reserve any rights we have in
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that was" It jv i X e* to 96t ~*0t t O

S The, EZ~iio0I will ponaider any s~*t ,that is
'Wa $Sion'

4j des izv" reuastanres Vfttre there is an~ 61h 0o~n investiga-

ii ton~d ~ ~ nt opit4 t ±vstigation is to deter-

12 mine not to enter into pre-probable cause conciliation at that

13 time, meaning that it will reconsider the request at the time

14 its investigation is complete.

is You had specifically asked me to postpone the

16 deposition until such time as the Commission had considered

17 this request, and as I told you at that time because of our

18 scheduling and the way that we have to present matters to 
the

19 Commission, we would be unable to do that today and that I

20 would discuss with Mr. Steele, the General Counsel, about how

21 we should proceed.

22 After discussing the matter with Mr. Steele, it
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we have bee! .4 *oeed, :,dmnd 4vected to do so by the agency.

SY-MR. LBVIN -(resuming):

Q Mr, Teeter,, have .:you ever been deposed before?

A. I don't think so. I can't remember exactly, I don't

recall it.

Q I am going to ask you a series of questions. If at

any time you do not understand the question I ask, tell me

that you do not understand it and I will either repeat the

question or try to rephrase the question so that you do under-

stand it.

If you fail to tell me that you did not understand

the question, I will assume that you do understand and we will

proceed from there. Is that clear?

S

I$
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it A. YOU- icean talted to them?

14 With whom have you talked?

15 A. At various times I have had conversations with my

16 own counsel, with Mr. Baran, with Mr. Atwater, Mr. Phillips,

17 I guess Mr. Fuller. I have talked to a number of people at

18 FAF, Ms. Holliday.

19 Q. Is that Edie Holliday of Fund for America's Future?

20 A Edie Holliday of Fund for America's Future. The

21 word "consult," I don't know, from the time we received it

22 also had some cursory conversations with Mr. Greener. I don't



$ *ara L*,t svorations5

7e t4p* t r. Baran
10~i~i on other itewto him about the

1- t t abot t that- i t f v ijed I guess in the

12 first ins pU the al:e~ations that were made in the Complain

13 what my viewOf :that vas, irhat m'response would be to that

14 Complaint and. I guess -,vhat his res-ofie would be on behalf of

IS the Fund or the Vice President, who he was representing.

16 How did you come to speak to Mr. Baran about this

17 matter?

18 . First of all, I speak to Mr. Baran about matters

19 fairly regularly because he represents in FEC matters other

20 clients of ours, as well as he represents the Fund and Vice

21 President Bush. So I talk to him off and on. I don't recall

22 exactly what the first conversation was after I received the



i* r ~;~t ................. ot m y and thismatter

M i l f tM ,eople tt he h mentioned.

h12 tink it ges to, the presentati by Mr., Teeter of the facts

O 13 here.

14 MR-. MEYER' Are you attempting to impeach him before

is he even starts? Is that what you are trying to do?

cc 16 MR. LEVIN: I have made no attempt to impeach him.

17 I think it certainly is relevant to his testimony that he

18 tell me who he has spoken to. It may arise in other questions

19 MR. MEYER: I think he has responded to your

20 question. He has told you who he has spoken to. I don't see

0 21 that the events after the filing of the Complaint have any

22 relevancy to the hearing.



c# an. giXve to the, 'arious ,,estitowi ill "bvU ear.

AItik it, i impor ~t for the Coiutsion to know

12 .whether the people who are going to appear at the depositions

13 have spoken to each other concerning the issues and the

14 testimony that may be given.

I$ MR. MEYER: If the question is whether they have

16 addressed one another and what they are going to say here,

17 I think you can ask that.

18 THE WITNESS: Would you define "consult" a little

19 more? Because that question, I don't know whether that

20 involves a casual -- obviously I had casual conversations

21 with people in our own company about it. I am not sure I can

22 give you a comprehensive list of anybody I ever discussed
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list. T
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AW" strt that is a

Ls4* body 0lse but thOse0

Atwat

you a

We, wil phrase it this' y Did you speak to Mr.

er about the testimony you are about to give?

L No, I did not.

Did you speak to Mr. Phillips about the testimony

re about to give?

A. No.

Did you speak to Mr. Fuller about this testimony?

A. No.

To Ms. Holliday?

A. I discussed the fact that I am testifying with her,

yes o

Did you discuss the substance of your testimony?

12
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1 O plitical trentds We- provide: that- to-o~seca clients,

11!Government client. ' , political cl*it ed:ia clients.

12 It is awide range of market research services.

13 When did your firm begin operations?

14 . 1941.

is How long have you been with the firm?

16 & Since 1966.

17 Q. When did the firm begin doing polls for political

18 clients, for elected officials, candidates, political

19 committees?

20 A. I can't answer that with certainty, but we believe

21 in the 1940's.

22 Q. So almost from the commencement of the firm?



' projects we ~,O~qe

",ae "4 a'~ ~*4csioni-making

I, power at xatketo vinion X.Moh

Aft A. Apzt~la ht hr htwth 14r. Curtier.

12 who is the chairman of the company, Fred Currier who is the

O13 chairman of the company. He is the chief executive officer.

14 1 am the chief operating officer.

is OL So does that entail that he would have more of a

cc 16 policy role and you a day-to-day role?

17 . Yes, I think so.

s1 w o Do you and your firm conduct polls commissioned or

19 requested by Vice President George Bush?

20 A. We have not since he has been Vice President. I

21 conducted polls for now-Vice President Bush when he was a

22 candidate for President in 1980.
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Rippublican National Co4MtM

A. We- con~duct sevial ki t,'*Iz ol

assume you are not talking abOito0*11y natioaal polls. They

are specialized research projects.. If you. mean polls, do you

mean sample surveys as opposed to a demographic analysis or

some other kind of market research?

Specifically when you say poll, are you referring to

a sample survey?

SWell, let's say projects. I don't want to belabor

the point. I am just trying to get a sense of --

A. Well, I guess this year we are involved in three,

four, five, six projects of various kinds for the National

Committee.
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I and on ht., t)be p atwuld bejig o be dntroes

not, usually: itk azr *ae ,two kinds of

iS Polls, I gues* tt we. oiaght td 4fptiate , .that we would

11 do for the National CO;ttee.b

12 One in a poll that would be designed to be entirely

13 used for their purpose. Another would be a kind of poll which

14 they were using for their own purpose and also sharing for

IS a specific campaign. It might be a statewide poll in some

16 state in a Governor's race or a Senate race in which they

17 were making an in-kind contribution by paying for that poll

18 and sharing it with the candidate.

19 So those are two different kinds of projects. The

20 majority of projects would be the second kind where they were

21 directed toward some specific kind of campaign that was going

22 on and they were helping or that they were interested in.
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7 ~ i Id ;x ~ 4 enerally be ft~o

R ~enkcopf, 4 thouh ho, ~euld be t~. user, :one oftie users

,I n a jjitugation l ike that'd o work with someone

1 in the ,campaign who isbeitg assisted?

12 L Often, yes. Usually in a campaign like that where

o 13 you are working -- or doing a joint project where a campaign

14 is paying for a portion of the poll and the RNC is paying for

i a portion of the poll and they both could use it, you would

C. 16 then often work with someone in each, in the campaign and

17 someone at the RNC.

18 But it would usually be someone in the political

19 division of the RNC. The RNC, as you know, over the years

20 the internal organization changes a great deal. Sometimes

* 21 they have had a research director there who has specifically

22 been charged with dealing with suppliers of research, for
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12 .poll?

.1. 1 can kt find the "xact dater but it was early 1985.

14 My guess is. Maybe February, but within a month 
or two. I

is don't recall. But it would have been early 1985 the first

16 time I heard about this poll.

17 4 Who contacted you?

is L. Do you mean who first contacted me about doing 
it

19 or where I first heard about it?

20 Q. Where you first heard about it.

21 A. The first time I heard about it was in a casual

22 conversation, a telephone conversation about other matters



if ~ t to ~ o~ tIat: Mieh

* of f r:od tQ Inclu any "*i o9.0 O*t treW* of interest to the

That wi abolut it. He pre. GMd that I would hear

.:.from Fahrenopf

12 Did the Vice President say why Mr. Fahrenkopf

13 offered to include questions of interest to the Vice

14 President?

Is L No, he didn't.

16 Did you ask?

17 L No, I didn't. It was part of another telephone

18 conversation and I think I gave you really the 
extent of the

19 conversation.

20 How did you lead into this area, this subject area?

21 A. I didn't lead into it.

22 He brought it up just out of the blue?
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i601m tnVaal~V % 8Q O I
. .... ha4d4 etvr r0ei.: I nclude any

quet~o~~or areasc of Sxq0estt him.,

I OetLi-eie th 4,v-As t)~e 103teit -of it.,

m id -you peak to n t with reference to this

poll?,

L Mr. Fahrenkopf.

0 When was that?

A I don't know exactly, but within a week or two

weeks after that.

Q So are we talking still in February or into early

March?

A. I don't want to say, frankly, that it was in

February for sure. It was in early 1985. I can't figure that

out, exactly when it was. But sometime shortly after my con-

versation with Vice President Bush-- by that, I mean a week

or two -- Chairman Fahrenkopf called me and said that he



.jlk $*l S O 4A euethinig along

noi~~br1~ i)~~ 4t the Vice: PrOB***rit

i .,ev 4pporta after the

J 984 c~4 we r. ti&V hid on ;*or campaigneri and

She told.'~ hL* V resi.* 4 6id4,dUke to ;know. anything

10 about that, or somie sp~cif4Oic~# hwould be; happy to

11 include it .-

12 And then told me that in preparing this poll or

o 13 designing it some of the ideas that he had that had to do

14 with really kind of a measurement of Republican coalition in
0

IS the country at that time, and told me for whatever Vice

cc 16 President Bush's input I should feel free to contact him or

17 his staff.

18 Q. Did he mention any specific issues?

19 A. No, he did not. Well, he did not mention any

20 specific issues. He told me then to go ahead and deal with

21 Bill Phillips, who at that time I believe was his chief of

22 staff, although I am not sure of the title, Mr. Fahrenkopf's.
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A Not to my recollection.

4'

A No.

r.Fuller was 'not reter rad :to?

A. Not to my recollection.

O During either of these conversations was any

specific reference made to the Fund for America's Future?

A No. I don't believe the Fund for America's Future

was in existence at that time. These were very preliminary

conversations, and there was really no discussion of any

specifics of the area the poll would cover or the timing 
of

the poll.

O To whom did you speak after that, to Mr. Phillips?

A To Mr. Phillips.

a When was that?
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S?4ps w~ o wrk out the

11I am not sure wheither -it Va*in that czonversation

12 or not, because again we are dealing With people who I talk

13 to regularly on all kinds of other matters. So sometimes you

14 spend two minutes on this subject and five minutes on somethin

i else. It is tough to delineate those conversations.

16 At sometime in that conversation, or one very soon

17 thereafter, I said to Mr. Phillips that I thought that that

18 poll ought not to be done right then at that time because we

19 would still be measuring too many of the effects of the 1984

2 campaign which was just over and I thought it would be 
in my

21 judgment better, given what the various purposes of the poll

22 might be, to delay it and do it sometime later in the year.
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%V QUs~4.h~e b~an.

S U, the. sotinq,.0i 1985 i hch aktr vreyo ~be

V'~e dii0*00se but th4 J& di.4os

" believe at _tM*t point' Z iterated my Ouggestion

t~~~ ly t 
"' 'd-J'L4

.., that it was' still -too e* y to'ado it id that we ought to

12 delay it until a furtheri time and evetybody agreed with that.

13 We may have discussed, again in almost the same terms I have

14 already, the very general purposes of the poll, which in my

15 mind were relatively clear -- not precise -- but the general

16 purposes were to measure the kind of Republican coalition.

17 a Would you just explain that?

18 . The reason that I thought a poll should be done is

19 that there have been a great deal of changes from 1980 to

20 1984 in the makeup of the two political parties. What I was

21 seeking to do in the first instance is do a poll sometime

22 after the 1984 campaign to say how does the Republican Party
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7 major V# 4 M4 i t we were going to

a cover the pexpton. 4 , Vi.ce P r#rt or anything

9 specif ic..

10 I guaess the; s citetiLon Would have been that

11 meeting at *ich it was not discussed in detail but it may

12 have been I think mentioned.

13 O This is the meeting between you, Atwater and

14 Phillips?

IS A. Yes.

16 O. Go ahead.

17 A. It was discussed in general that the poll was going

18 to cover some of these general party things and things of

19 interest to the Vice President. At that point we had not gone

20 into any specifics of what the questions might be or even

21 the precise things because the only thing we had really

22 agreed on was it was a good idea to postpone it and delay it



t at -the time? Wat

L. taw~ IS bt~L waOL a, partner -

don .t know wther .,he ws a pe

Black, Maniford and Stone, a political consulting firm.

Was he working at all for Mr. Bush, for the Vice

President?

MR. MEYER: What time are we talking about?

MR. LEVIN: During this converstaion.

THE WITNESS: This would have been the spring of

1985. I don't believe he was an employee of the Vice Presi-

dent. He clearly at that time was a political friend or

advisor to the Vice President. He was neither an employee

or a paid consultant.

BY MR. LEVIN:

1311
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IN JAI,* weth h

-,,Outside of thi's Vol 1

Outside of thti! Vcerns of the Vice, President?

A. ye~$ r~i4 ~AtVati'.- again, I am not sure of this --

but I believe Mr. Atwater. was quite possibly a paid consultant

to the Republican National Committee.

Q You have referred to a number of conversations that

you were involved in. During this time do you know of other

contacts during this time involving the people you talked

with involving Mr. Fahrenkopf or Mr. Phillips, Mr. Atwater,

the Vice President?

MR. MEYER: I am sorry, I don't understand your

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

question.

THE WITNESS: Contacts between me and --

MR. LEVIN: What we have discussed thus far
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tha~e pt"

if he knwd. if thev

a eeotg with~ Ocinb4 else o 4~~ite

HR~~I~EZN.Yes*

*4i !ii % Vo i 'i =CdOn' thnk *o, no. I.0ass I know

to o Ut.hose Onverat4.n Q.tat Ih but I am not aware of

I any specific discussions or meetings that other people had

12 concerning this subject.

13 We were at the very preliminary stage at this point.

14 BY MR. LEVIN:

is So the first conversation that you know of involving

16 any kind of discussion of this poll is the conversation

17 between the Vice President and Mr. Fahrenkopf that the Vice

18 President told you about? That first conversation that we

19 have discussed.

20 A. Yes.

21 Q. In the second conversation, the one involving Mr.

22 Phillips, Mr. Atwater and you, you talked about perceptions

i



12 I.~ donert know ,.t. r iy~ an avowed purei

ca~~~zdidac1V' bOt ic XidEt

o) 13 the sense that no one tol4 me there was a specific purpose.

7,

~14 I think poIs are done, at least we do them all the time, for

D Is office-holders in which they are interested in what the public

c' 16 thinks about them and what the elements of their perception

17 is.

18 Perception, as I am using the word, would include

19 any attitudes or thoughts, opinions, that the public would

20 have about a public figure. To my knowledge, there are

21 dozens, hundreds, of polls done every year by incumbent

22 office-holders who are interested in the perception the
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L0f" 'Of 06Ertain Governors, States

'Permit dff icd-o, r -1 tw that ar.e used for paying for

In, t. cas* oft td*Ioffbcials, some kind of a
political co t to pay for the polling.

We do it at all levels, and from state to state it 
varies.

Obviously it doesn't vary muolv in ttrms of the Federal offi-

cials, Congressmen, Senators or the President.

So there would be a wide variety if you included

Governors, for whom we do a lot of work. They are interested

in measuring issues and attitudes. It is something that

public officials do regularly and in my experience 
have for

a long time. It is the essence of our business.

9 At this point did you know that the RNC would be

paying for any poll that you might devise along 
these lines?

In other words, the topics of these conversations?

12
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~wpghe waths zrsin th thenal Compitee wha

that point

that pointswas our client. That was the only body that we

were dealing with.

If Mr. Atwater had disagreed what would have

happened?

MR. MEYER: I think that is kind of speculative.

I don't think you need to answer it.

BY MR. LEVIN:

0 Did Mr. Atwater voice any protest about that

,

13

14

is

16

17

18

19

20

21

22 No.

decision?

A.
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~% ark ti ~ $*~, co~ *~~i~th poll?

~ thes~a~ catA thth4 todo wth othe thin

re somebody-mv hve :a~)ed .me. The, iz'ext specific conver-

sation that i recall ... d i>i:on't want to eliminate totally the

fact that somebody may have said something to me about when

are we going to do the poll and I said something, and are you

thinking about it, working on it, and I said yes, and we had

had discussions inside Market Opinions about the ultimate

design of it and thoughts about what we wanted to do with it

during the course of the summer.

fAnd you were working on it?

a . During the course of the summer, yes, we were

working on it in a casual way and only in the sense that this

is one of those occasional projects that we do that we con-

sider very important, at least the potential for a design,

0

iq.
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12 1next c traat that onba I that i I decicya id

13 internally at Market Opinion, that it would be a good time

14 to do it, go ahead, sometime in the fall, Labor Day. I can't

15 tell you the order of these conversations but at this time

16 I called Bill Greener, who was the political director, and

17 said that poll that has been discussed off and on during the

18 year, my view is we ought to put it together and get started

19 on it as soon after Labor Day as possible. He agreed with

20 that.

21 During the same general frame of time I had had a

22 conversation with Mr. Atwater and said I think now is the
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Z ~~*~'M~~n ~ altme, Zthouzgh.

i Zthink iben I tlked to Craig,

~ Pi1l~ a~ -Ld± that t1i.olt:h~ :.~be"n di'dused. off

8 and on vas going o go to ake4 him if he had. any
s:': 9 :pecific t s -d in6f atever

* jo !i : specific things that the vie-Preeident or his office would

1I like to have us cover in the poll, that we were beginning to

12 put together a questionnaire.

13 I think these conversations were probably all held

14 in August, probably mid to late August.
0

is Q What did Mr. Fuller tell you to include in the poll?

CC 16 A. I am not sure in the first conversation -- we had

17 a general discussion about it. I don't recall whether he

18 told me in that original conversation or whether he said let

19 me think about it and call you back, but sometime in that

20 period of time he said we would specifically like you to think

21 about some questions on trade, international trade, on

22 terrorism.
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:,the; th tlei did discuss

tA-1ung - d0±nq S ti~4 Q~ ng *with

1, teros 1 4 iscussed, thit, anid th *dw,,Ie subject of Star

11 Wr rSDI came up. Thre may have beh one or two other

issues, but they ultimatelydidnt.

13 'D.id you discuss any voter perception questions with

14 Mr. Fuller?

I5 A. At that point I don't think I discussed, and I

16 think there was an assumption that there were going to be

17 voter perception questions in there and that I would be

18 writing them.

19 Q. Would that be left to your judgment?

20 A. Certainly, yes, that was my impression. Do you mean

21 was that to be left to my judgment on the part of Mr. Fuller?

22 Are we talking about everybody or Mr. Fuller?
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~ lt&n oud that, have boon'?
'Ah t eral 'O~rprobably

A. ~tI:t wod _,hie -been ink. at q,",1tie roal

in late- A tt, it might have been -early I ugust, and he said
is thehe yig specific that you think we ought to cover

in this RNC poll where they have offered to the Vice President,

and I recall Mr. Atwater saying something like, just like --

I don't know whether we used the word perceptions or not --

but I guess just the generally political supporting, that

you would know better to ask than I do, and that's your

business.

Q At that time did you speak to anybody else as far

as what is included in the poll?

A. No, outside of Market Opinion.

With whom in Market Opinion Research did you speak?

A. There may have been a wider audience than this, but
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hAye m n tl4d--e d, stich as ),W, at~~,K PhAlipsMr~ Puller,

Sthe, Sl~4ezt?

(Whereuo FI 401h~ No.3

was mark"d :.for identification.)

BY MR.. LEVIN:

O. I am now showing FEC Exhibit No. 1 to the witness

and counsel. Can you identify FEC Exhibit No. 1?

& It looks like Fred Steeper's handwriting.

SHave you seen this exhibit before?

. Only when we went through the job files to send them

to you under your subpoena. I have not seen them other than

that. At least I don't recall having seen them.

Have you spoken to Mr. SIeeper about this?

A. About this piece of paper?
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flR. U~t:
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to you know t thi wul

12 A. I don't know absolutely frh sure. My guess is that

13 this represents some general notes that Mr. Steeper took prob-

14 ably when he and I were sitting having a conversation about

Is the content of this poll. This looks like I was going through

16 with him and we were going back and forth about some things

17 that we thought would be useful to cover in this poll, and

18 these look like his notes.

19 1 notice on the back page that he had made some

20 references to question numbers and there is some data down

21 there. I assume that we were looking over previous national

22 polls and deciding what would be useful questions to ask
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12 conversation in the beginning about what we might cover in the

13 next national poll which was going to be this poll in question

14 and that he took some notes in this conversation.

IQ If you can answer this question, answer it; if not,

16 obviously you can't. Would you have any recollection of what

17 the crossed-out names on the first page of this document

18 represent? The wavy lines.

1 I know the names, yes. I can identify the names.

20 The names are all people who work at the National Committee.

21 At that time Norman Rankin had to do with their lists. We

22 do quite a lot of work that has nothing to do with polling



10

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

1.ealy don t )i*now V me'r on there.

At least two Or th 'ofhree oifhem w" hale had nothing'to do

with this poll. My guess is when we were discussing the

Republican National Committee we may have also discussed in

that meeting the need or occasion to followup with them on

different subjects.

The first two people, Norm Rankin and Tom Hoffler,

are people we deal with on a regular basis but not on polling.

Q If you can recall, on page two, would these have

been in reference to prospective questions about the Vice

President? Questions that you might include in the poll about

the Vice President?

A. Some of them, some of the clearly not. I mean,
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al with certain pouiioS, W Oake V04 0 0r or less l ikely -to

ROtI1n01 tW&oal necess4rilY,-

I['1 see down ,on tht' page lat~k there is an item *Held

11 hepostin 0 VcePresident of -the U~nited States."Ter

12 lis a "Strong supporter of Ronald- Reagam, in there. Clearly,

13 some of those things apparently did have to do with the Vice

14 President and some of them didn't.

15 But you don't recall specifically?

16 A No. Those are not in my handwriting.

17 (Wherepon, FEC Exhibit No. 2

18 was marked for identification.)

19 BY MR. LEVIN:

20 O I have handed the reporter a document to be marked

21 as FEC Exhibit No. 2, and I am showing FEC Exhibit No. 2 to

22 witness and counsel.
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t tion yo umy rZv it1e

~ tprt totp: ft tbo paq, there et w other namesI.11 there. 1 think this, is _a similar kind, of' a meeting, although

12 this meeting I suspect had only marginally to do with this

13 Poll, and ultimately not at all, that it was kind of a general

14 research type meeting.

is JRP at the top of the page is John Petrosick, who

16 was a professor at UCLA and a consultant to Market 
Opinion

17 and a former employee, who was in Detroit at the 
time. Jim

18 Leeman is aresearch associate, one of our research 
people,

19 and a statistical consultant. He works full-time at Market

20 Opinion, h is head of our sampling department.

0 21 Shall I go ahead and tell you exactly what this was?

22 I know.
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t" to 4 jVth' th~ f4,ct aht vott4s rt 44) p01itical

10Aqze ihnos atier tha as~o ~ .wihnusrte

II And associating plitical figge ihnusrte

12 than adjectives often tends to be more do~scriptive to voters

O 13 than adjectives were. This goes purely into the R & D portion

14 of our business. Mr. Steeper and I have been very interested

IS in this research, as well as another man that works for us.

cc 16 We have read about it, written about it, and talked about

17 running some kind of experiments on our own doing it.

18 That is what this meeting clearly was about, because

19 all of these things are just exactly what that -- I am sure

20 that is what this means. Over the course of last year we

21 discussed this at some length and I think entertained, the

22 thought and did ultimately decide to test this technique in
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Tht s the suject*

i LP O #s, u tori$. that. for u-and he

had, Obv4oiia oo to Ditoi.t f, r ;k couple Of dayS to discuss

it with-us.

MR. LEVIN: I am handing the reporter a document to

be marked as FEC xhibit No. 3, and I am handing a copy of

FEC Exhibit No. 3 to the witness and counsel.

(Whereupon, FEC Exhibit No. 3

was marked for identification.)

MR. MEYER: Perhaps we might further identify those

exhibits. Exhibit No. 1 bears a date of 6/14/85, Exhibit No.

2 bears a date of 6/19/85, Exhibit No. 3 bears a date of

7/3/85.

MR. LEVIN: Thank you. You are now reviewing FEC

Exhibit No. 3 with a date of 7/3/85?
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13 it is imid~t itSy Ntionl1, we number the national

14 ';polls we dO regardless of the client throughout one year, 1,

I 2, 3, 4, 5, 6 and then we start over the next year.

cc16 What this means is that we have done one national

17 poll earlier in 1985. National No. 2 at this point -- we

is have regular research staff meetings in which we discuss

119 things, political things. National No. 2 may have been the

20 specific poll, but it may well have been talking about what

@[:21 we were seeing in other data and things we wanted to make

22 sure got included in the next national poll we did, whenever
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12 do a poll we really ought tO take looks, somebody saw and

13 they mentioned in a staff eting that they saw some interest-

14 ing data having to do with people on the West Coast or older

is voters or something.

16 So there may be notes in here that refer to some-

17 thing we are interested in researching and we don't want to

18 forget. But I think the fact that this one says National No.

19 2 we were anticipating the next national. Also the fact that

20 if you look down about a third of the way on the page it

21 says "Reagan/GOP Coalition."

22 In my mind that was at this point the express
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7 I*t 14r thin twem rq

4-M LENA: Le oi yst are ain*ft Teeter to

I ecls If not, obiosl-
16 teaR. M4 EY~ER If of hels whether tVhci refrses

1 inotes weretakein that is e tin.us a ae aseting hiesum

18 to interpret the notes, or what they might mean that is

12 another thing.

13 I think we are confusing the two.

14 MR. LEVIN: Let me state again for that: if he

IS recalls. If not, obviously --

16 MR. MEYER: If he recalls, whether this refreshes

17 his recollection of something discussed at a meeting presumably

18 with Mr. Steeper on 7/3. If it does not, then the answer woulc

19 be that it does not.

20 If you wish to ask him if he knows what it means

21 subsequently, you can do that. That is up to you.

22 MR. LEVIN: Right. If you know, Mr. Teeter.
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j~a Vil4u'~b44 ~~l ~bt old

1 ' like in t'h* 011 unt IAt* than this. no

11 absolutely im ssible that it was "n July and '.'not August, but

12 I believe it was later in the summer when I first talked to

13 him.

14 I mean, these were sporadic conversations over a

15 long period of time. But, no, I don't believe this was. I

16 believe at this point this was still pretty much internal

17 Market Opinion Research.

18 Q, If you recall, can you explain the reference where

19 it says "where Bush fits, doesn't fit?" That is two lines

20 down from the bracketed reference to "Farmers."

21 I. Right under where it says "Reagan/GOP Coalition?"

22 Yes, it is exactly the line under that.
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A 'guess*-

TU WIWNES&; ~4,it, i's# * CO pl

* my mind of thi~s poll were to def ine iW~t tqar/Republicanl

1 coitio :was.' I guess$ %#here BUh *1ppiort -,.r laak of it

12 added to it or subtracted from it.

13 One of the things you try and do is find out what

14 causes people, a voter, to be part of a coalition or not 
be

is part of a coalition. I suspect what we were talking about at

16 the time was a fit between whether all the things 
that cob-

17 tributed or didn't contribute to the Reagan -- to the Republi-

18 can coalition, one of those being Reagan, and number 
two

19 being Bush.

20 BY MR. LEVIN:

21 Q. Going up a few lines above that bracketed "Farmers,"

22 if you recall, do you know what was meant by "[First



* Reag~/GOP coalition,.

I 5* i"t 1a4 19'  ,&4 - I am

$.. not go'ingo to y a maj ort part an- at ll of

Iiti ol n other worde'#, perception :'to th4* ce President?

12 . I would say tht covering the perception of the

13 Vice President was a part of this poll. I would not say it

14 was a majority part.

is Q. But an important part.

16 MR. MEYER: He has not said that.

17 MR. LEVIN: Okay. I am handing a document to the

18 reporter and asking her to mark it as FEC Exhibit No. 
4, and

19 I am handing the document to witness and counsel. It is dated

20 August 26, 1985.

21 (Whereupon, FEC Exhibit No. 4

22 was marked for identification.)



0 4 $~i.t i •*s ", h " first T

4%sigs" that i ha

, ~~ti. Z~%* ~* attow~ i b o he woul n' t

a, A. Again, it is very difficult for me to pick exact

12 dates, but I would assume yes.

13 I will refer you to the line where it says: "Theme

A,,

14 for Bush: Trade, terrorism, '8, ta' cetbeadwa'

15 not." Can you explain that?

16 A. I think one of the questions that came into this at

17 some point, I assume what we are talking about here is issues

18 that were of interest to the Vice President and that he might

19 choose to focus on or might choose not to.

20 Including 1988?

21 A I don't know that that "88" means. I mean '88" is

22 not really hooked to anything else, not to something like 
trade



rAA

'0 "one.

gbJu dtt Woud mean ~ to me than: MnYthr 1

thitnk bythis time I ha4 .,dh , and I Auapet te trad A nd

-Ca you explainte ref ience to Payton/T rance

S at the bottomu?

12 A Well, Tony Payton is another political consultant.

o 13 Lance Terrance is another political pollster. I assume --

14 I don't know what that reference means. Only in the fact it

is could be that at some place one of us had had a conversation

16 with them and they said -- you know.

17 It may be that Terrance had done an interesting

18 agriculture study I know in 1985 that was talked 
about a lot.

19 It talked about the Republican problem with farmers. 
It may

20 be that one of us referred to that study saying we 
ought to

21 update it or followup on it or something.

22 I don't know. Maybe it could have been that
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12

13

14

is

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

S
somebody taIked to one, of them and they had some thoughts about

the Party or something, or that they had done a study. I mean,

Terrance and I have appeared on ptogiAms from time to time.

I don't really recall.

I mean, these meetings could also -- somebody could

have said we just called Lance Terrance or Tony Payton about

something entirely different, and he may have written that in

his notes. I don't know.

MR. LEVIN: I donPt want to belabor you with docu-

ments. This is one more from the summer, the last one from

the summer. I am handing a document to the reporter to be

marked as FEC Exhibit No. 5 and I am handing a copy of that

document to witness and counsel. It has a date of August 12,

1985, on it.

(Whereupon, FEC Exhibit No. 5

was marked for identification.)

BY MR. LEVIN:

Q Can you identify this document?

A. Yes. This is a memorandum written from Julie Weeks

to Barbara Kelley, who was the librarian at Market Opinion.

Q. Have you seen this document before?

A. I have seen it as a part of the subpoenaed materials
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For , or 4.aa euorandum on

Teeter project is?,

. No, not for certain.

Was there a prior project on for the RNC that year?

A. I don't recall. There was not a survey done for the

RNC that year. There may well have been other Market Opinion

projects for the RNC, non-survey type projects.

O Mr. Teeter, going a little bit forward in time but

backwards in the testimony, we were referring to your con-

versation in late August, correct me if I am wrong, with Mr.

Fuller. Who was Mr. Fuller speaking for at the time? Was he

speaking for the Vice President?

0
N

0
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V Z iw~~" ~ ~ c~lyinter"
i national terroris . .y .cal3. ...... .a a jor nat

'~ t~$c~ nd ~ 4~ det al . voriety ',

so"$ dt *a ' "146... .. ,-: , t :i '.'7: .

IC polls.1 It produiced ngu*ei of q lonnaires from 'al 1kind

"fof other polls8 t hat had torroriamiit

12, I th'Ink there was a great :4" of thought given

13 by people like us and discussion as*owat-epoiia

14 implications of terrorism were, what the public thought about

is it, how they thought about it. So we were interested in it

16 clearly on the behalf of all kinds of clients.

17 1 think you could go back and pull out a whole

18 number of polls done for U. S. Senators and other organizations

19 private organizations that wanted to cover terrorism. If you

20 recall, 1985, this was a major national concern.

21 I think this memoranda is relatively clear.

22 MR. LEVIN: I am now handing the reporter a document
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AwJ 4  you

_,._
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'BY MR. L3VZR:N#

Did- 14,:ftlk heA -Vas SP94king?

atA ohe did not'

11Did you have:,4' anir sai ~ *.t or whomMr.

12 Fuller was speaking?

13 L I don't know whether thereiI, a differentiation

14 between speaking for himself, speaking. for the Vice President's

is office, or speaking for the Vice President himself personally.

16 I guess I never thought about any differentiation between those

17 three.

18 I think we are referring to a conversation we had

19 where I may have specifically called him and asked him about

20 the contents of the poll. I just wanted to note that I do

21 talk to Mr. Fuller regularly on all kinds of things.

22 O How regularly is regularly?



A lePri~~t'Wi~ all thoe,,, ofiti sa

4 of staff of theL Vice Pr,*ent? Js thaet your _iMpression

4 . Rit 'has never* ben IV, la~w.Sion,..hat those were

:~greatly di 6eert*

11You mentioned around this 'time," in late August, that

12 you had had a conversation with Mr. Greener. Am I correct in

O13 saying that is the conversation in which he said it is time

14 to go ahead with the poll?
0

15 A. No, there was a conversation I had -- again, I want

c 16 to be careful with these times because I really don't recall.

17 If somebody says they were a week before I said they were,

18 I am not going to argue.

19 There was a conversation in which I suggested to

20 him that it was time to go ahead with the poll and he agreed.

0 21 Q. In any of these conversations in late August, did

22 Mr. Greener discuss a conversation he had had with Mr. Atwater



I
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A. No.

Did youever have a conversation with that conern

expressed prior to the filing of the Complaint?

A. When was the Complaint filed?

O January 24th, 1986.

A. Yes.

When was that?

A. It would have been in December.

Q. With whom was that?

MR. MEYER: Would you repeat the question again,

Levin, about what concern we are talking about?

MR. LEVIN: Concern about the inclusion of Bush

questions.

THE WITNESS: By whom?

MR. MEYER: You want to know the first time that

was expressed by somebody to Mr. Teeter?

Mr.

In which a concern w. clusion of

*astions tp&tInU

4,Q~ he: 41 o~

QL Did yo~~ ovsinwith anybody in

which that concern was epre r~oc he taking of the

poll?

q.

C)

cr)



th ape ce, of the new-... tl* aper On

Vper article, that 40t *tot

A". Af+ter. (pam ) Can I amon that anwmer?

.. I Sure.

12 . I think actually the first time I heard that dis-

13 cussed was probably the day before, it was about the time of

W14 the first newspaper article -- I think it was the day before

15 the appearance of the newspaper article, not after.

16 Do you know if that was prompted by any knowledge

17 that the article would appear?

18 A. Yes. I believe -- at least my discussion with Mr.

19 Atwater was prompted -- the reason I was having the conversa-

20 tion with him was based on that knowledge.

0 21 Q. Prior to the actual taking of the poll, which if I

22 am correct was September 17th it began, did you have any other
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o 13

'I 14

16

17

is

19

20

* 21

22

tt a4*ji4£a

A. K ,.
N~ th queti4 % o~444.~~~ onver-

Sations -abou1t that -concerk~m

Right.

. -- and not who expressed tbe concern.

Right, and then my followup is --

A. The answer to the first question is yes# I did in

December with Atwater.

a With Mr. Atwater? That's what I wanted to pinpoint.

Was that Mr. Atwater's concern or was he conveying someone

else's concern?

MR. MEYER: Are you asking what did Mr. Atwater say?

MR. LEVIN: Well, let's stick with that.

BY MR. LEVIN:

SWhat did Mr. Atwater say?



n:A n~~n~ato

s,: as possible or your

1 4

4

.1 Am'.sure' ;,kz4, and we want you to be

3 ,ear. 1f We go back to;.. da telI d maybe run this chrono-

12 logically it might be a little better, because otherwise you

o 13 are asking Mr. Teeter to remembr all of the testimony he has

14 been giving for the last hour and a half and to pick out the

.0

40 Is one he may have missed or you may have not asked 
him about.

cc 16 So why don't we go back to the last --

17 MR. LEVIN: The last conversations we were discus-

18 sing, and we have worked up seriatum to that point in late

19 August. So what we are talking about is a period from late

20 August to September 17th, other than the conversations we

21 have discussed with Mr. Greener, Mr. Phillips-and Mr. Atwater.

22 Do you recall any other contacts that we have not discussed



I yot?

2 ?5B W 51 NO. Now thoe is one point that does

S need to e clarified I think. This- was, as I think you know,

4 an onibus poll, in which there was more than one client

S participating in this poll, and that is in some of the docu-

# Dments which will show that, and as a number of these polls

7 are, and there were some other clients in addition to the two

8 we are talking about where there were questions included in

9 the poll for them that were followup for other Market Opinion

18 clients, some. non-political.
tn

iI So there were two or three questions in there that

12 were trend questions that we asked every quarter for some

o 13 other clients, for which they were billed, in part of this

14 poll that don't have anything to do with either the National

CD IS Committee or Bush.

16 BY MR. LEVIN:

17 L Who were these?

is L I believe there were three on this poll. I believe

19 there were one or two questions asked for the National Con-

20 gressional Campaign Committee..

*&...fete 21

22
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ofe th d his-coun*61..

~ . fIN: *0e fritgto the Affidav.
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44

ic '44,pst

IIre

the Complaint?

MXL WYER: To" help refresh his recollection on yo

question to develop a chronology in to whom he may have

spoken subsequently in response to your last question.

THE WITNESS: I think I can answer the question

if you ask it the same way you did before.

BY MR. LEVIN:

Q. We were referring to a time period from the last

weeks of August to September 17th, and I am interested in

knowing what other contacts you had with reference to the

poll other than the contacts you have already discussed with

Mr. Phillips, Mr. Atwater, and Mr. Fuller.

it

ur

10

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22



~0. kIWdinig of 'the

_othiert han. ,thwe ~tings yO , dw

*, the poO mentioned, did iseet those people or any

Tiflt *1 ESS: (W, 'okay,, the wasa misunderstand-
U~ ing ot he destiion.* 1:a* orry, n I see '.hat you are

12 after. The answer is yes.

13 BY MR. LEVIN:

14% And with whom was that meeting or those meetings?

15 A. I may have mentioned on occasion to Mr. Atwater

16 what the progess of the poll was, the fact that it 
was being

17 put together and going on. I did see Mr. Fuller one day and

is showed him a copy of the questionnaire and said look through

19 this and tell me if there are any additions, changes, or

20 deletions that you would like to put in it.

21 I did not have any further conversations with Mr.

22 Phillips. At this point he had left the National Committee



,a: t 41 . . a :an

40.0 .. I.... t Ili *Iow that

-as a client*,e On uin way.

M~. ~fl: Q ~_e r.

re d Cos
f44

I r. Teeter, you ref erred ata conversation with Mr.

13 Greener .inAwhich you told him that the poll would cost 
$70,000.

14 Was there any discussion,during that conversation as to how

is that figure was arrived at?

16 A. No. That figure is arrived at in a very conventiona]

17 and consistent way in our company.

18 Q Was that explained to Mr. Greener? Did he raise any

19 kind of question or say anything about the $70,000 figure?

20 . No, I suspect he may have, like most clients, said

21 "Ooh, that much, huh?" But there was no discussion of that

22 particular number. I think he is familiar with the way we
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g 1hats this doI* eM
W t

L. This is a documt in which after I had met with

Is Craig rd1er and given him a copy of,,the draft questionnaire#

14 one oi &he.drafts of te questiohaie, he had looked it over,

is and Kathy Smith works for Craig Fuller, and 
asked her to

16 write Mary Lukens, who works for me, this 
memo that are his

17 comments on the questionnaire.

18 Do you know when this was? When did you speak to

19 Mr. Fuller about this document?

20 MR. MEYER: I don't think he said he spoke to Mr.

21 Fuller about the document.

22 THE WITNESS: You mean about the questionnaire?



71

1 i -MEYER. - , mianvu,'t, the questionnaire or

2 the :exhibit? .'.i :,

3 SYNRIv. LWIR.

4 T*e Do,,~ ~4 yc know when this

5 document was. Ar~td*,- whEtk wade up?

6 A. This?

7 L Yes,# thecover -paqe

8 MS. LERNER: BY ' this," I believe he is referring

9 to Exhibit No. 7.

10 MR. LEVIN: The memoranduu, Exhibit No. 7.

11 THE WITNESS: No, I don't, other than the fact it

12 referred to a questionnaire draft that is dated September 6th

13 and so I assume it was after that, sometime shortly after that.

14 The only thing I want to say is on the second page

15 of this document, on the first page of the questionnaire, it

16 looks like a note that Craig Fuller that says "Comments given

17 to KS" -- whom I assume is Kathy Smith -- and there is a date

18 that I believe is 9/10 above it. The 9 is not very distin-

19 guishable, but it can't be any other month.

20 BY MR. LEVIN:

21 Q. Did you have a subsequent conversation with Mr.

22 Fuller about his comments?



w hich~ we-,,t~ of 1th 4*ti*iO any: mori

10 - r iA he- state y'be s, L ested inany of these

11 changes? 'Do 'you recall ,tht in the mversati?

12 A. I don't recall that he did, no. I don't recall

13 that he did. I don't recall any other specific conversation

14 in which we talked in detail about the questionnaire. I am

15 sure I may have reflected on his comments during that

16 telephone -- .

17 O At the bottom of the page, the last few lines of

18 the first page, there is a statement: "(There may be more

19 or better questions. Perhaps you and Lee could play around

20 with these ideas.)." Does that refer to Lee Atwater?

21 I. Yes. Well, I don't know that, but I assume it

22 does, yes.
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a fey xi *4pa, but I 4dono

conversit

bid,:he see a draft questiwire?

db. Z t 1 eiv,~ Tha0 nt r~*epit I do not

believe ~.did,

Did anybody see, a completed'#, final questionnaire

before it went out for polling, before you actually did the

polling?

. Not outside Market Opinion. (Pause.) Not to my

knowledge outside Market Opinion. But I don't believe anybody

else would have.

Did anyone outside of Market Opinion Research see

a copy of the poll questionnaire in its final form before the

surveying began?

A I don't believe so.

When the poll questionnaire was in its final form

did you discuss it with anyone outside of Market Opinion



1 Research?

2 A.'  E I believe beyond the conversations I have already

3 discussed, no, that I have already' tw3ked to you about.

4 MR. LEVIN: I am-handin4 the 'reporter a document to

S be marked as FEC Exhibit No. 8, and Tam handing a copy of FEC

6 Exhibit No. 8 to the witness and counsel.

7 (Wherepon, FEC Exhibit No. 8

8 was marked for identification.)

9 BY MR. LEVIN:

10 Q. Can you identify FEC Exhibit No. 8?

11 A. Yes. It is a standard Market Opinion contract

12 filled out to cover this poll we are discussing.

0 13 You will see on point (2.) under the category of

14 Fees and Payments, "Client agrees to pay MORC for the survey

15 a fee of seventy thousand dollars ($70,000) which is due and

v 16 payable by October 9, 1985."

17 Why didn't the RNC pay for the poll by October 9,

18 1985?

19 A. I am not sure.

20 MR. MEYER: I guess you could answer that to your

21 knowledge why they didn't pay, but maybe there is a better

22 way of wording that.
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0.

tdid i1 you? Mr. Livin's

I qiasu Sv g~ h4 AdM 41 the 3 ~~you about payment

for the,,poU. Su*'equot tothe date, whtn, the money, under the

'* cntt~twould be -bet ge and, pctbe 9

I.MR. BIXVIW That a the quedtion.

11 THE4 WIT*ESS: Subsequent overs a long period of

12 time. But if you are talking at about that time, nothing.

13 BY MR. LEVIN:

14 When October 9th arrived and you weren't paid, did

is you contact them?

16 A. No.

17 a Did they contact you to make an explanation?

18 A. No.

19 Q. Why didn't you contact them for payment?

20 A. Because normal business practice is to give people

21 some time to pay these bills. These are often paid within

22 30 days, sometimes 60 days, and we don't contact people on



t fr-, and at the end of
4~.s ba $ o nt C% ht~L~s paymut wt

tem again ati. ,eember.

Item 1:(d) on thisB first paq of the contract refers

to a preliminary report on October 9th. Was that a prelimi-

nary report to be delivered by atOR to the RNC?

A. No. That is a line that usually -- there often is

no preliminary report delivered unless we are under some

particular requirement in the campaign, and that that is

probably that we estimated or assumed that the data would be

off the computer and in existence for the first time.

Unless there is some particular need, we usually

don't report that data until after we have had time to

analyze it. In the heat of a campaign or some other commer-

cial problem we may actually deliver a preliminary report.
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ht"ii! u a* tt t1:ey vere
contacted pz !l t b thlwa, ,t!tmflbnts ulitil

I discusse& it with them.in Decem,**x.

MminDemb4

A. '-rly December -after we got into a dispute over the

payment of the poll.

a How did that dispute arise?

Pu The dispute arose after a series of newspaper

articles in early December about this poll in which the RNC

said that there were a number of questions in the poll that

it was not their intent be in, that were not authorized to

be in, and that they under their rules or policies would not

pay for. There were portions of the poll which they did not

think it was proper to be in a poll paid for by them, and it

specifically had to do with questions related specifically to

the 1988 elections.

9 Did the RNC contact you prior to that time in
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BY MR.", LR VfIz

nta~t, you priar to tjhat *?

,.,MEYER: I thnk thatyox seii i

December about the newspaper articles being released.

THE WITNESS: Can I kind of rephrase the question

and the answer together?

MR. LEVIN: sure, as long as it is the same question

MS. LERNER: Go ahead.

THE WITNESS: The RNC contacted me in early December

to say that there were questions in the poll that they had

not authorized and were not proper for them to have in a poll

that they were paying for and that they would not pay for.

MS. LERNER: Let me ask a question. Was that prior

to the time that newspaper articles concerning that issue

13

14

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

0
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4 ask the qus ta in th at -s .

MS EO
7 MS. LEReR: That's he.ston and i got the

t answerand now X am co iaed by mypeo own qquistion. The RNC

12 had contacted you -

o1 MR. MEYER: Excuase me, Ms.Lerner Can one person

14 ask the questions? If you want to finish this one, that's

COis fine. But I think it might be better if we sort of limit it

CC16 to one lawyer.

17 MS. LERNER: That's fine. I am just trying to

18 clarify my own previous question.

19 MR. MEYER: That's fine.

20 MS. LERNER: The RNC contacted you either the day

i 21 before or the day those articles came out, is that fair?

22 THE WITNESS: The day before.



4 1M -date of the f irst

A. .~ 4 article.
ha y that

)* WI 't *Usuffc p~ yr ani~

!'as- Ti* i ... y+

10 14R ; LWIN: It'Vas aW Wedday.

12 WIWI7ES he aswer is they either contacted

o 13 me the day before the articles came out or possibly two days

14 before. I believe it was the day before.

is MR. MEYER: That would be December 3rd probably.

16 THE WITNESS: If Wednesday, December 4th, was the

17 day the first article came out, they contacted me I believe on

Is Tuesday the 3rd. It is possible that it was Monday the 2nd,

19 but I believe it was Tuesday the 3rd. I have a little con-

20 fusion where I erased something in my calendar at that time

21 and I can't figure it out.

22 BY MR. LEVIN:
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Orke <.' yk4r

~ i v$~~we .44 it

Wat, don, a4 we were work ~ ere was no delivery of

the, dat or -inte1pretat 4# Of the 1;pI'04, $ f that: is

'it you, are referrig to.,

Any other di'. ijion wihpeople outside. of Mre

Opinion Research?

A. Well, as Isay, there may have been some discussion

where I mentioned to somebody that the poll was done or in

progress or we were working on the analysis. There was no

delivery of the data, or there was no discussion of the busi-

ness arrangements for the poll.

Q. How was the first analysis to Mr. Bush,, Mr. Atwater,

and Mr. Fuller presented? Was that at a meeting or was it

mailed to them?

MR. MEYER: You are describing the analysis as for

Mr. Bush, Mr. Atwater, and Mr. Fuller. I don't think there

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22
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was zar. d f or id~i at loi.)

BY MR. LEVIN:

QL Mr. Teeter, can you identify FEC Exhibit No. 9?

L Yes. It is one of the analyses written having to

do with this poll.

Q. Was this the first analysis given on this poll?

A Delivered to anyone?

Q Delivered to anyone.

A. Yes.

To whom was this delivered?

A This was delivered to Mr. Fuller, Mr. Atwater, and

Vice President Bush.
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those tw peid or a t

p4 ~ ~ ., ..4. tht .tem
MR, Z.EVN: '0~Asi btot 4,06't on*

'BY MR. LEVIN:

Were there meetings with any one of those three

people?

A. Yes.

a When were those meetings?

A. I don't know, I would have had periodic or sporadic

meetings in which I talked to Fuller or Atwater individually

or jointly during that time. You are talking about the period

between late September and mid-November?

OL Yes.

A. Yes, I see those people regularly. There is no



DAY*~ have ' ~ ~ ~ ~ stBush

ehim during that period of time.
12 seehiduigtapeidotm'

O 13 Did you discuss the poll questions or poll results

14 then?

i A. No.

16 0. How was it determined that it was these three

17 gentlemen who were to receive this poll analysis?

is A. I don't know that.

19 MR. MEYER: Is your question how did Mr. Teeter make

20 the decision to give them the poll? What is your question?

21 MR. LEVIN: The question is why was it given

22 specifically to these three gentlemen? Why did Mr. Teeter
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Presidenkt.

'1BY, MR ZYEVN

12 Did anyone tell you whether or not Mr. Atwater was

13 there on behalf of Fund for America&'s Future?

14 A. No. At that time--

is MR. MEYER: Just answer his question.

16 THE WITNESS: The answer to that is no.

17 BY MR. LEVIN:

18 O. Did anyone mention Fund for America's Future at

19 this meeting?

20 A. Probably, yes. The Fund for America's Future, the

21 Vice President's Political Action Committee, was a subject of

22 conversations between Mr. Atwater and me, the Vice President



thdes ay it, Vas for the

A. No. That question never arose.

What went on at that meeting? What was said at that

meeting by those of you present?

MR. MEYER: I think you can limit your question to

what was said at the meeting in connection with this matter

and not other items.

MR. LEVIN: What was said in connection with the

poll and the analysis.

THE WITNESS: I took copies of the poll to the

meeting and handed them to the people in the meeting. Then

I in a somewhat accelerated fashion went through a
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1 presentation. like I would on, almoet any poll, although we were

2 very limited for timew that day, and in which I paged through

3 my copy and mentioned and highlighted, and probably gave them

4 some interpretation of what I thought were the highlights of

5 the poll and the analysis.

6 I didn't read it to them. But that is what I would

7 do in any poll meeting, is to take my copy of the report, go

8 through it, usually moving from conclusion or table to table
0

o 9 and making comments on the data in the poll.

10 BY MR. LEVIN:

11 What was said to you by each of these three gentle-

12 men? You can take it by each one if you want.

13 A. I am sure they made comments as I went along. I

1 14 don't recall specific comments. There was not a great deal

is of discussion because this meeting had gotten abbreviated in

16 terms of time and it was not a very long meeting.

17 So it was kind of a meeting in which my purpose was

18 to get through the poll as rapidly as possible and then let

19 them read it. That is a conventional way for me to go through

20 that type of meeting.

( 21 Q. How long did this meeting take place?

22 A. My estimate, thinking back, I don't know but it
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I when we."get it, -and *t was durinq that process it was always

2 inherent that we would be reporting it to entities.

3 Was this a totally in-house process?

4 Yes.

S MR. LEVIN: I am handing the reporter a document to

6 be marked as FEC Exhibit No. 10, and&I am showing FEC Exhibit

7 No. 10 to the witness and counsel.

9 (Whereupon, FEC Exhibit No. 10

9 was marked for identification.)

10 BY MR. LEVIN:

11 Q Mr. Teeter, can you identify FEC Exhibit No. 10?

12 A. Yes, this is the first page of the forward to the

13 analysis, No. 9, that we are discussing.

14 9 The analysis, FEC Exhibit No. 9?

15 A. Yes.

16 Q. Was this page seen by you before the analysis was

17 presented at the November 15th meeting?

18 A. It was probably not read by me. It was probably seer

19 by me. There is a foreword in every one of our reports which

20 is the kind of mundane, straight-forward information on the

21 research project that I frankly don't pay much attention to.

22 It shows the date of interviewing, and the data
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14 questions that

4, 4 I44lie wo with hat in mind

16 th i wes iroect Iy dnhere vi that when we got

7 done we w fo make a meatioan arialysis and a presenta-

12 tion ofcthe data to the two parties.

013 when did you decide, when did you make this

14 decision?

isA. I believe it was kind of inherent in my mind during

cc 16 this whole project. I don't know that there was ever a time

17 we made a formal -- I mean, decisions about the analysis would

18 have occurred during the course of the poli and immediately

19 after.

20 There is a process we go through at Market opinion

21 in which we go through and discuss, called the analytical

22 strategy or scheme, what we are going to do with the data
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four,, Wig4nk"edge.

BY MR. LEVIN:

0 Did, you plan on giving the analysis

the Republican National Committee?

. Yes, give them a presentation of the

Did you plan on giving them the same

that is, the same document that is FEC Exhibit

A. No.

Q When you had done the analysis of th

you plan on giving a document to the Republica

Committee?

A At about this same time.

to officials of

data, too.

presentation,

No. 9?

e poll, when did

n National
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found that". out yej,.

Ie 0Ond r ! was buOt' r efforts on gettin

this:: one 4oz~,i irst, au *tztqteirs later knowing that we

couldn-0t see'them for aw le. Whereas in some cases we might

have d one thenm in a O1r p r alle. fashion, knowing that we

wanted to deliver this one first, we got this one done, and

assumed we would move onto the next one.

. When did you first find out that Mr. Baran and Mr.

Greener would be out of the country in mid-November?

A. I don't know, I assume sometime in early November,

about the same time I was trying to schedule the November 13th

meeting.

a How long did it take you to prepare a write-up for

FEC Exhibit No. 9?

A. I don't know the exact answer to that. I assume
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18 tse to Introdice th6i am th4inq ,Wo reporteE a document

17 to be marked t FeC F xhbit No. 11 ad I ithe reporter

12 to hand it o. Witiess wand counseco. I don t have a second copy

13 of that withme peso

14 (Whereupon, FEC Exhibit NO. 1

iswas marked for identification.)

16 BY MR. LEVIN:

17 Q. Can you identify FEC Exhibit No. 11?

18 L. Yes. This was the second version of this analysis

19 of this same poll that we are discussing, and one that was

20 delivered to the Republican National Committee.

21 Q. At the time that you learned that Mr. Greener and

22 Mr. Fahrenkopf would be out of the country on November 13th
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1 how iu ch .of. FEC~I Ah i Vo. 11, ha4 beprepared?

2 L . -~. MUR Io't t hia, ,tbt Mr. Teeter testified

3 . that ho learned .rti" t 1y would ,bdiot of the country on

4 Novembdr l3th -, or Noveber 13th. If your question is did

he learn that they wotdbe out of the country at about that

6 time-

7 MR. LEVIN: Right. At that point --

8 THE WITNESS: I learned that I couldn't see them on

9 the same trip that I was coming to Washington for to see

10 Craig Fuller and the Vice President.

11 BY MR. LEVIN:

12 You said you learned that information at the begin-

13 ning of November?

14 & It may have been the second week or the first week.

is . At that point in time, how much of FEC Exhibit No.

16 11 had been prepared?

17 MR. MEYER: If you know.

18 THE WITNESS: I do know, but it is going to take

19 some explanation.

20 MR. LEVIN: Go ahead, I am ready to hear the

21 explanation.

22 THE WITNESS: In terms of the actual text, in summar

(0
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tion isof ,,the Parties and' public 'fi es carefuly, pertceptual

sPACe, and ,,It take lot. of coap at wrk orneitakeis
a lot of com uter york, and second it takes a lot of analyti-

cal work to figure out what you want to know next and go back

and do some more computer work.

All during this time we were working on those, and

there were kind of some other people working on those at

Market Opinion. That was by far the lengthiest, most complex

part of either analysis of this poll. So that work was going

on.

I suspect the summary tables that you see in the

first hundred pages of the report were being prepared, some

of them are the same as the one in the first report. I also

suspect that not a great deal of this text was written, or

barely any, because it was waiting for us to draw out whatever
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~~ ~Ap 'done aboutthzt4 ;

* so' i t~~Iikt~1 was the *wtk Oat was o~go ~r

S4 igthat pio4 **deai ~ pb yV 'y )ttl.e of the

W text had been writtnatithat time - if any. ,But that this

11r- 'work wab going dn -And had I given -a presentation to Greener

12 and any other people at the National Committee at that time,

o 13 it would have been preliminary, because it would not have been

14 -- this report would not have all been done.
0

15 I would probably have gone over the summary tables

16 and preliminary data, but not been ready to report on this

17 Perceptual Mapping data.

18 BY MR. LEVIN:

19 Q How much of FEC Exhibit No. 9 had been prepared at

20 that time?

21 A. At the time of the 13th?

22 Q At the time that you discovered what Mr. Greener's



L A. cau- it was a much 00ihtowrdkin:o

an alys*. ~ ~L4~a~ &narrative Analysis

R -nd it did not *nvole tbi Je~~*ls agn back here# and

11 -lot of the sunry. tbes, as I kti. you probably have seen,

12 are common in both reports.

o 13 I suspect I knew at this point that one meeting was

14 going to be held before the other meeting so there was more
0

IS attention put on getting one report done before 
the second one.

CC 16 . My question would have addressed the time that you

17 learned that one meeting would be held. In other words, before

18 actually you knew that one meeting would be held substantially

19 before the other meeting.

20 MR. MEYER: I think he has answered the question.

21 MR. LEVIN: Okay. Unless you have anything more to

22 say about it.
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1"e 3r& the con041n tit p~ior to he

0

* nevap ~i' .. "-": I

MI....rxeiI t t: t you st- . be t ht r tae
4: spoke to y041 zii S , , who spoe to you?

fT f person I t O about itrwas Mr.

3rdhe firstth toalkedtir o h

:. , .12 Greener.

o 13 gpok What did he say to you?

14 L Mr. Greener called me and said the poll you did,
D

IS that you are doing, has been leaked and has gotten public,

c 16 and there are some questions in it that we don't believe should

17 have been asked -- the first thing I guess he said was, he

18 called me up and said the poll that you did has been leaked

19 and has gotten public and is going to be in the newspaper

20 tomorrow and there is a bunch of '88 data in there that

21 shouldn't have been in there.

22 What did you say to him?
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aWe autho6rized, 'yod to'do a poll about the perceptions

12 of the Party and about perceptions of the Vice President,

o 13 issues the Vice President was interested in, not specifically

14 about the '88 election and therefore we are going to deny that

s we asked those questions or state that we did not ask those

cc 16 questions and they should not have been in there and we are

17 not going to pay for them.

18 Q Did he respond to your question about who was leak-

19 ing the poll?

20 . No. I mean, he may have but it wasn't with a

40* 21 specific answer.

22 L What was your next contact?
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* that day- t hat Mr. 4twater I± tomLok, I aeofrd

* pevtQ5) t ~v.~he~*~ ~i~otany qeinsthat are in

that pol at they foht embarrass.. W ere that is the

ii~~~~ fisO~ ~ htswa esi ~*e, and there were two or

12 three or four telephone conversations that afternoon about the

o 13 stories that-;were going to be in the paper the next day.

14 The essence of them were, as Mr. Greener said to me,

is look, this is going to be in the paper, and if you put those

16 questions in there, we didn't authorize them, we are not 
going

17 to pay for them, they shouldn't have been in there, and Mr.

18 Atwater said to me if there are questions that give the RNC

19 trouble -- I had already told them at some point that we, the

20 Fund, would pay for any of those questions, that they didn't

21 want to pay for them.

22 Q Now you mentioned that Mr. Atwater had made this
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spoak$i~ that he said -,,X don't, -k*4* ~ther'he aai 'I told,

the PAC or I told Greener, or I told, Phillips &,,aout it, and he

said :t, haet 9 X thso, - - and I ~trcall Ap~1.f olly iha

he referred now.,,',

I mean it was clear that it was the RNC who he was

talking about, or somebody there. T had not heard it.

Prior to this time had RNC representatives ever told

you or Market Opinion Research not to include questions refer-

ina to 1988?

A. No.

O What was your next contact after this?

A. As I said, I had probably more than one conversation

with Greener and Atwater that day. I talked to Fuller that

day. And I probably talked to Phillips that day. I am not

sure, there were a series of telephone conversations late

that afternoon all having to do with this impending press
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interested in and they had included them and they had received

the results of them.

There was obviously several conversations that

afternoon, I don't recall exactly how many. There were some

I think where there were more than two of us in on the conver-

sation.

Mr. Fuller had seen the draft questionnaire of

0

Go

T4

0

12

13

14

is

16

17

18

19

20

21

22



What did you say to them?

MR. MEYER: Was he surprised or surprised at what
that they fsaid?

MR. LEVIN: Well, surprised at the idea that, Mr.

Teeter, you did not have authorization to submit those, to

include those questions that specifically deal with --

THE WITNESS: Yes.

BY MR. LEVIN:
How did you express that surprise? What did you say

to these gentlemen? I heard the other side, I didn't hear whatyou said. s
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in those were, some questions that. re.errs.c

198,Andhtt~t eeSoe i design r g;o for us

doing it ad we:t ght'it was jUStifiable. That it was part

of the purpose of measuring the perception and the political

support of the Vice President.

L On that date did the RNC or Mr. Greener, or anybody

speaking for the RNC, state that the RNC would only pay for

certain questions?

& I don't think it was stated in quite that way. I

think it was stated in the reverse, that the RNC had not

authorized questions that referred specifically to the '88

election and that they would not pay for anything that had to

do with the 1988 election.

There was not a great deal of discussion of any

specific -- what questions they would or wouldn't pay for.
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:+++ :+: I :rating ~of the Vi PrsS.n t and isxelS+ that he was concerned

, ,with. - + ,hat the was a te purpose in covering

10 . things +the VicePrsi'ent was interested in.

11 ; But there was not really any further discussion I

12 think on that day of the detail of what they would and would

o 13 not pay.

14 What did Mr. Atwater say that FAF would pay for?

IS Did he get specific?o0
16 . No. I think I answered that earlier in that he said

17 only, look -- and I recall a conversation where there were

18 more than one of us on the line -- in which he said, look, I

19 said earlier that the Fund would be willing to pay for any

20 4questions.

21 I believe now in this connection that he was refer-

22 ring to earlier conversations that you referred to about that
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A. 4x Pb l3p w as ip volv.4 a l t one of these

telephone calls. There were sevej. eehoecls nta

day, some between Mr. Greener and , me, some between Mr. Atwater

and me, and at least one, a larger call, where I joined --

where there were other people involved, Mr. Phillips, Mr.

Atwater, Mr. Greener, and Mr. Fuller I think.

I am not sure he was on that phone call. But I know

I talked to him that day. Mr. Fahrenkopf may have been on one

of those telephone conversations although it was largely Mr.

Greener. I don't recall whether Mr. taran was or not. He

may have been in one of the later ones.

I know I talked to him sometime around that time.

Q. By later ones you mean -- what?
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10 Xd 4ntecal#iic cdofents imde, at , +htime.

Ii" " . LevZ:i I am handinq the reportit a document to

12 be marked as FEC Exhibit No. 12, and I am handing a copy of

13 FEC Exhibit No. 12 to witness and counsel.

14 (Whereupon, FEC Exhibit No. 12

is was marked for identification.)

16 (Brief recess taken.)

17 MR. LEVIN: For the record, FEC Exhibit No. 12 is

18 an article in the Wednesday, December 4th, issue of a news-

19 paper article by Thomas B. Edsall, Washington Post Staff Writey

20 I assume it is the Washington Post.

21 BY MR. LEVIN:

22 Q Mr. Teeter, have you seen this document before?
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4 an De e 4t Whw dtidas a Ny one of the mysteries to

o i that a isquote?

Ii A0 C eieve it is, yes. I mean, I 'think I knew what

:12 the invoice was. The price was always $70,000.

0 13 Now we discussed these conversations on December 3rd

14 and December 4th. When did the RNC indicate to you what

is questions in that poll it would pay for?

16 . During the month -- I mean, they had told me on the

17 3rd that they would not pay for questions that had to do with

18 the '88 election but we did not discuss any specific questions

19 During the month of December, I discussed it with Greener once

20 or twice and ultimately had a meeting with him in which I

21 said, all right -- at this point we were negotiating, and I

22 said, well, you know, what are you going to pay for, and what
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tThen at o e witin Dte for thor questions.,

.,o th r. G 4reene and I etan wnov ain queific issues

that the Vice Preident wated becatse we had. ffered him 'that

option,, but oly in his role as Vice Presidets not referring

to the '88 election.

Then at one point in December -- I forget the exact

day -- Mr. Greener and I met and went over a questionnaire.

I said, all right, let's go through this questionnaire and

you tell me and decide what questions you are willing to pay

for and what ones you are not willing to pay for.

And we did that at that time, and went over, and

negotiated on the number of the questions and arrived at the

group of questions that he was willing to pay for.

Was this before or after the delivery of the analy-

sis in FEC Exhibit No. 11?
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willing to be paid for had been dedided befor6 .I delivered

that analysis on I believe December -- do we, ;!have that date?

I think it is in my Affidavit. I think it is

December 19.

. That is the correct date. So prior to that meeting

where you finally hashed it out with Greener, the analysis

in FEC Exhibit No. 11 was to include an analysis of questions

about George Bush in 1988?

. I believe there was inherent in there the idea that

some of those questions -- there was never a discussion 
of

which ones. I mean, I think you could have assumed it may

have been inherent in there that there were questions 
that

Bush might have gotten confidentially if the Bush people 
felt
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receive, tha t data .confidentially arid i t may not go to the

'-Party. that ~. aig tr p t

I1 mean,s there miay be an 'account f or t,-hem to use in

that way. X think th", has been true -- certainly over the

last 20 years it has been true.

In this case, I believe that it was -- at least it

was in my mind -- that most of the data, if not all -- and I

never made a clear delineation in my own mind or wrote it

down or talked to anybody about it -- what would be in the RNC

report that was in the Bush report, whether it would all be

in there or whether some of it would be in there.

Because by the time we ever really focused on

finishing that report we had this discussion on the 3rd and

4th, and those'days, and it was clear by the time we were

finishing that report that certain questions ought to be in
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* Q S~ t4~b4th t ? r 13hand,

*ecber3rd RrketO Oin n e4~ int to put such

date and a'lie 'f~~xdta in W 4o~sttAt isFW

2xhibit No. 11?

. A substantial ihare of it. At that point I had

never gone through it and really thought about it or looked

at it carefully, which I would have done before we delivered

it, and said should all of this data go, should every single

one of these questions go.

But, yes, the majority of them. I don't know, I

mean some would and some wouldn't.

a You mentioned that Mr. Atwater said that it would

pay for any questions that were perceived to be embarrassing.

When did Fund for America's Future make the decision as to

what questions it would pay for?

MR. MEYER: You mean when did they tell him that?
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I.believe -- well, that'p :the answeir And we

arrived ata decision of what they would be willing to pay for

and what they wouldn't during at about this same time.

BY MR. LEVIN:

. The same time as your discussions with Mr. Greener?

k Yes. They were going on simultaneously. I assume

-- well, we arrived at those by, those were going on around

mid-December and were concluded I think definitely before --

obviously before the 19th.

There is a relatively short period there. It has

got to be between December 5th and December 19th.

SWere there discussions that you know of between

persons from the Fund for America's Future and the Republican
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1, 0i O Correct.

1 A. As opposed to the Fund for America's Future.

1:2 . Was Craig Fuller involved in those conversations?

13 A. Not to my knowledge, no.

14 Q. Was MZ;. Atvater speaking for the Fund for America' s

15 Future in terms of the final decision as to what that conmmitte(

16 would pay for?

17 A. I believe Mr. Atwater and Mr. Phillips. Finally,

18 I think Mr. Atwater was the chairman, and I guess he was, but

19 I think -- I had a couple of those conversations specifically

20 with Mr. Phillips, although I had conversations with both of

21 them.

22 Since Mr. Atwater was Mr. Phillips' boss, I assumed

0

O



Otl~ ra a , > , on

V~e x~ ons-

le dbae were 4i ser, ions 4 I .... had,

in t~ roUatip1A on Dedember 3E , kibe N~~wt AA

~* that -he had; Aadt ,th-at offr was 'Amtn t'tofe, at we

Uj were goingq to divide, 'we were goin1. to apporton the $70,000

12 and all the questions in the poll between those two entities.

0 13 1 believe he may have also thought that at the time

14 and that shortly thereafter, I don't know when, their counsel -

is Q. Who was?

Cc 16 A. Mr. Baran -- said to them the Fund cannot pay for

17 those questions under its charter. There are questions in

is there that some people may have thought, including me, 
were

19 going to be paid for by the Fund.

20 Mr. Baran said the Fund can't pay for those, the

* 21 Fund will not pay for them because they are things that have

n to do with the '88 election and the Fund can't do that. This
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that we had somieU dtos. $" themr* I11 ft bot~t~ National1

C ttee and the ?uo were voing to Us., to- ay for, an

-that, we had "a dispute eith r between the twoof them or between

each of then and us, and so as part fthose teotiaton5, as

they continued in December, we arrived at the decision or --

no alternative -- that the National Committee was willing to

pay for certain questions, the majority of the poll, that the

Fund was willing to pay for certain questions they used, and

that neither of them were willing to pay for some questions

specifically those that mentioned the '88 election.

And that neither of our clients in this case would

pay for those and therefore -- nobody would have to pay for

them or nobody would pay for them, and we assumed at that

point, we arrived at the unhappy conclusion that we were going

to have to eat whatever the allocation was for those questions.

So the poll was then allocated three ways instead

of two.
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* YOu have the'lNC first s*AM9n it would pay for the

pol ft"e you were oia~sd theai, were -qu"Uqs referring

"to 1988 that it said it wo'uld not pay for, those questions.

FAF said it would pay for the embarrassing qcpestions, then

ended up saying it would not pay for questions dealing with

1988.

that it

those?

Why did they pay for

Why did who?

Why did FAF say that

said it would pay for?

the questions they did pay for?

it would pay for the questions

Why didn't the RNC pick up

1

12_

13

14

is

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

Ut

0

C,

A. I would assume those were questions the RNC

eliminated because they felt they were not proper for them to

pay for, some of those questions. Once we arrived at the ones

that were not proper, that they did not want to pay for, were

0



117

- , i : !

,ii
+')  

+

0 .t'

e4. +

0l~

ly 6~4'is ~~~£*~ htteR4

140ad1 o 4uk" * jbe

Aftp t olt pay
Ths the sad me will for, Iese because they

the: a::+t e y

A Are releant to 1986 but we wf '

Sbcause they sefo ~ifically to 0,8

10 Ne Wel, didthe RC conside those q I uestions that FA'

It said it. would ,pay for-,did ,the RNC consider those questions

12, - did they state a reason for why they wouldn't pay for those

13 specific questions?

14 1. don't think they stated a reason on every ques-

IS tion, but I went through the questionnaire with Greener and

16 Greener said these are fine, these are fine, this one we don't

17 think is fine.

18 I don't think we discussed a reason for every ques-

19 tion he took out of his list.

20 OL Did they say anything that indicated they thought

21 this would be linked to 1988?

22 A. No, I don't believe so. I don't believe that
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btveEIt 0 ~ the Vice P eident

7 in n wy ".nd ", ther -4m I ~rt*,I~ hot sure.
SIwah trfer back to, P,16hibit No. 9,that 'is

3 te#vebr3th analysis to the, --p :M za4_04, 1 to 20 which

10V are ~-the f irst tet of pages which are marked that way -

11 which is the poll itself.

12 A. The questionnaire with the results?

o 13 O Right. I am going to refer to specific questions

14 to see if you recall if there was contention about those.

Is Questions 40 to 60, that list of Prominent Americans, on page

16 10. Was there any contention with the RNC or with FAF, for

17 that matter, as to who would pay for these questions? Was

i there any discussion?

19 Not much. Those questions are one of the sets of

20 questions that are essential in developing the perceptual

21 maps that I talked about earlier, so they were clearly part

22 of what we wanted to look at as the perception of the Party
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1,.~~ men those were, quostons tt i~ ~c~

that o s4~ ne~91dzotpl .

q Why did Mr. Greener say he,,wouldn't pay for those?

. . I 4h1 t kzn, h answer ,*. that:., said those were

questions that he didn't think shouLd be in the National CoM-

mittee's part of the poii.

Q We will go to the last set of questions. Questions

90 to 104. Am I correct in saying that some were paid by the

Fund, some by the RNC, and some to be not allocated?

A. No, I think --

Q. What was the discussion on those questions?

A. No, no non-allocated questions in there, I think

those were all paid for either by the National Committee --

what numbers were you referring to?

O 90 to 104.

A No, those were all paid for by one of the two

parties, I don't know if they were paid for but those were
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and could, bw paid for by -the, Fund*

OU" he d' J.. give me, ija(east it, N.f did, I don't

recall, a spei fic reason for each %a-tion

M =. r: I am handing the reporter a document to

be marked FEC Exhibit No. 13, and I am handing a copy of that

document to witness and counsel. It is a five-page document

headed Procedure for Cost Breakdown Among Multiple Clients.

The first two pages has Procedures, and then after that the

actual cost allocation, which is printed, and the last two

pages it is written.
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(Whereupon, FEC Exhibit No. 13

was marked for identification.)

BY MR. LEVIN:

Q Mr. Teeter, can you identify this document?

A. Yes. The first two pages are just a description of

the procedures we use in allocating all multi-client political

e
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One~~ page 4 ofthisga docuent l the fiiste wrienae

I actually have no idea what the "most recent 2.90"

means, it may be some kind of a note to herself, and I am not

sure what 12/12/85 means. But during this course I believe

she may have done an allocation on 12/12 based on what I
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fter~ ere two i4 tCh~ I Ihow, at least, Where we

change Iitte, bit, because 'ater I met with somebody

t1'ey . aid no, we are not going to :5 that, we will pay for

thi. so thke, X*s, 1 tt;,echn~ Iecall and T think

this is just a second updated version.

QL On page 3 of this document, I am going to ask you

to explain this line by line, if you will. Please do that.

. Yes. This is the implementation of a process that

we use to allocate the cost in all multi-client political

polls. This allocation has been used since the beginning of

the FEC because they required, as the first advisory opinion

were written at the time of the FEC's formation and the

Federal Election Law was passed I believe in 1974, amended

in 1974, that it did not anticipate in the law multi-client

political polls.

Therefore, a group of the polling companies and

S
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the dtkier one.

So ,ye workod ot With th ?l, at, that time a-formuila

for which w. wId tecost of the poll, which is

described on pages 1 and 2. This is the application of that

What it says under Total Project, which meant that

the total project was a $70,000 cost, then reading across --

and I will read the first two lines across together -- is that

100 percent of the cost was $70,000. The questions the RNC

agreed to pay for amounted to 74.8 percent of the items.

Now this is not a question item, this is a response

item, because certain questions are a lot longer and more

expensive than other questions. Like the questions you

referred to that had a list where there were 12 or 15 items.

In this allocation, they are counted as 15 response items

equal to one other question.

That was in the formula that has been in practice

at our company since I think 1974. So of the response items
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7 cated in finer way a longer Po se tiit because iw most

S polls that is all the allocation wwould need to do. Certain

9- parts of doing a poll cost wore than, otherssi. For example, in

10. this poll, I believe in ourt original cost estimate there was

11 a line item in there to do the perceptual maps, that take a

12 lot of computer time, for an extra $5,000 or,$6,000 because

o 13 they were part of the polld.

14 Some questionnaires have more or less open ends than

is others, which are more expensive. So those are judged a little

cc16 differently.

17 The second item, the Polling/Data Processing are the

18 regular costs of a poll. So what she did in this case was take

19 the total cost and divide up those that would be normal costs

20 of doing any poll, sampling, data processing, travel, things

21 that were not extraordinary, that would be part of doing any

22 poll.
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In this case, of I on the RWc only had

20 pe c 0tadt 4n4 i~# were 40 per-

cent not lca 4-:  ..

Obvio sly that r qi-uite A* ferent than the total

cost.

The last itemw o the pa e,,, the Analysis, contains

that big line item in our cost of th perceptual maps, so in

fact of the computer and analysis time 93 percent went to the

RNC because they had that extra shot in there.

Obviously we didn't have any analysis time for those

questions that nobody paid for. So in order to refine it and

make it more accurate for this particular job and just apply-

ing the formula in whole, we broke out these separate --

these are really work categories, if you will -- to make it

more accurate.

SCan you explain again why there was 20 percent

delegated to the RNC on the coding?

A. Yes. The only questions that have coding -- coding
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22 $4,996 figure itself for Fund for America's Future?
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12 Was there any input fromanybod from FFAF or from

o) 13 Market Opinion Research into the drawing up of this chart

14 itself, the gathering of the data?

Is A. I don't understand the question.

(r16 Q. FFAF or RNC. In other words,, when MOR staff made

17 up this chart, made these calculations and made up this chart,

18 was there any input from people from the RNC or people from

19 FFAF?

20 A. No. I don't believe any of them have ever seen

21 this chart before. This was all done as a result. There was

22 input into which questions went where, but then this was an



'2~

-U?

~v4 ~

Y' ',is 
iit

A .9Oly as 'of y~ex.dAY..

0 'fert9 t wt Ouht a?~r~dtO& the begin-

ning of the deposition.

And no payment has been made by anybody?

L No.

MR. LEVIN: I am handing the reporter two documents.

The first document I am handing to the reporter is to be marke(

as FEC Exhibit No. 14. That is entitled Affidavit of Robert

M. Teeter, with a top date of March'4, 1986, and a reference

to 15:54.

And, a document to be marked as FEC Exhibit No. 15

entitled Affidavit of Robert M. Teeter, but without the other

headings.
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M. : $W!: llrigh ! gO bthk record

and you al your questions. We will ask for ,a recess if there

isa question' and we need to look at these things more care-

fully.

BY MR. LEVIN:

. Was Exhibit No. 14 submitted to the RNC prior to

your filing the final Affidavit shown as Exhibit No. 15?

MR. MEYER: Wait a minute. Is the question whether

a copy of Exhibit No. 14 was given to the FEC?

MR. LEVIN: The RNC.

i . MEYER: I am sorry, the RNC.

THE WITNESS: I can answer the question.
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.DY N. L3VIK:

o 13 Mr. Teeter, have you seen FEC Exhibit No. 14 before?

14 That is the first of these documents.
0

15 A. I believe so, when I was preparing my Affidavit
0

16 along with my lawyer. We had a draft and I believe this is

17 the draft or one of the drafts that we worked on.

18 Q. Do you know if FEC Exhibit No. 14 was ever submitted

19 to the Republican National Committee?

20 A. Not by me.

21 The question is do you know if it was submitted to

the Republican National Committee?
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V11 st,14 And,

TatB WIME*U: IW uesIc t arke t inless I
go through every single I would have to almost take it

line-by-line in order to say that.

MS. LERNER: I think we are trying to save some time

here by asking the general question. It seems to me that if

the question is do you know whether the changes between the

two documents, any changes between the two documents, resulted

from the conversations between your attorney and Mr. Baran,

if the answer to that is no, to go down the specifics is

fruitless.

So I think we are just trying to save some time with

that question.



to,"hIt ~#"not

1 I would ask,'you:for an explanation of that.

13 MR. MEYER: Obviously this is an area that we need

14 to be very precise on. You are not asking for anything that

Is he discussed with us, you are asking whether he knows whether

16 we discussed something with Mr. Baran.

17 MR. LEVIN: I think --

18 MS. LERNER: Let's go off the record.

19 MR. MEYER: Yes, let's go off the record so we can

20 figure this out.

21 (Discussion off the record.)

22 BY MR. LEVIN:
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~ien4Rr 4hnd tryi*g to :Otoblish An thling9s like that.

Do you know if the diff i be :nthese ,two

documents was based on any of the contacts you mentioned with

Mr. Baran?

A I do not. I don't --

MR. MEYER: Do you have a specific difference you

want to ask him?

MR. LEVIN: Well, let's go with some of those dif-

ferences.

BY MR. LEVIN:

. I refer you to paragraph (5) of FEC Exhibit No. 15.

A. What is your question about ,Lparagraph (5)?

Well, the previous question was whether you know
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* mere records, And- a1,Ld y04 'bi 4% bre ,as you try and,

" tory to be, anz'it, w, A that this conversation

; was missing fromt iee and it shou&dliave been4n.
12 Did you add that yourself ithen?

13 . Yes, this was an excerpt.

14 Q Referring to paragraph (6) of Exhibit No. 15, the

Is words on the fourth line "...measure voter attitudes on

16 national issues and measure the awareness and perception of

17 major political figures." There had been a change from para-

18 graph (5) of Exhibit No. 14. The "awareness and perception"

19 has been in effect changed from "voter attitudes," because

20 of Voter attitudes -apply 'to both national' issuesT and major

21 political figures.

22 & No, wait a minute. That isn't the change, that I

I
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A0~ ay~ an4 in" '"Sur tb Aarmew m4a Ue o mfajor

12 I don't recall this change, but it reads very much

13 like a change I would have made, because this is much more

14 Market Opinion Research's language. The terms "awareness and

is perception," are used all the time by us and they mean some-

16 thing specific when it refers to people.

17 I frankly don't remember making that change, but

18 it sounds like something I edited.

19 a Paragraph 15 of Exhibit No. 14 refers to "The FFAF

0 Analysis, the Foreword to which erroneously stated that it

21 was for the RNC, emphasized the public's perception of the

22 Vice President, the 1988 election and the national issues of
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.~*** ~.r to 'A~ch

erroneouly t h *ot enmhasized the6

public' 1 p e ,ption' of the Vice' Prk6 "mdit ' We talked

about that earlier today and said at the time that foreword

was written at least that part of the foreword was correct.

That was for the RNC.

A. That was for the RNC. And I think in taking my

rough dictation and putting it in here, they got it wrong.

SSo you are saying that that was not an erroneous

foreword?

foreword,

that poll

I said earlier today at the time we wrote that

yes, that's correct, is that our perception was

was for the RNC. We talked about that today.

But did the RNC ever receive that analysis, FEC

0
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vord was wrltO, Worethe.:K

.v-,I a thewa s not

4#dliv~red to the i

A. But I a.so said earlier t ay the fact that the RNC

paid for some :polling information that went to the Vice Presi-

dent did not necessarily mean that all of that data would go

to the RNC. I am sure that this President and all the others

I am aware of in the last number of years since I have been

doing this got polling data, which may have been paid for by

a political committee which they got exclusively on confi-

dential matters that they were interested in polling on.

There is a question here of the definition possibly

of a client. Our nomenclature, we have used it twice. Once

in the characteristic of who is going to pay for the poll, who

the contract was sent to, which is the RNC, and the fact that

ec
Nr

0



11 ~ . (No audib3e response)

12 MR. MEYER: He didn't answr yourquestion.

O 13 MR. LEVIN: That's all right, it is okay.

14 BY MR. LEVIN:

15 Let's refer now to paragraph 14 of Exhibit No. 14

16 and you refer to the -- end of line four and beginning of

17 line five -- "...the broad authority granted to MOR to con-

18 duct the poll...." That is eliminated in FEC Exhibit No. 15,

19 where paragraph 15 is the corresponding paragraph. You say

20 within the authority and you eliminate the word "broad."

21 A I think I specifically remember that is a term that

22 my lawyer used and just seemed to me stylistically as I was --



Dd,:th ROC. reqet that you sUbmuit a draf t Affidavil

to them? Anyone'at.-the RWC?

M-R. MEYER: Did the RNC ask you?

THE WITNESS: No.

BY MR. LEVIN:

Q. Do you know if they asked your attorney to submit

a draft?

A. I do not know.

QL Did anyone at Fund for America's Future ask that

you submit a draft Affidavit to them?

MR. MEYER: If the answer is no, that's fine. If

0
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~~1 viz~ ot~re *Outetn9 t~he Ae var ~ -

Ia~~omltion of these~ raeponses and4 drf ti.

Whethe t ifillr requested of each other

thait they submit drafts to one another, I don't know. I mean,

I know from discussions with people at the Fund that they

were talking to my lawyers about the nature of these responses

I don't know I guess the very specifics.

MR. LEVIN: We have no more questions at this time.

Do you wish to cross-examine? Do you have any questions of

your witness?

MR. MEYER: We do not.

MR. LEVIN: I have no further questions. Before

we adjourn the deposition, I want to remind the witness and

counsel that this is an on-going enforcement matter 
of the
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. I t is adjourned.

S1 (Signature not waived.) I

o 1) (Whereupon, the deposition in the above-entitled

14 matter was adjourned sine die at 6:35 p.m.)

'1 + ++

16

17

19

20

* 21

22



My Commission expires: October 14, 1989.

Vol. I Robert M. Teeter/FEC 7/30/86

142

*7 *M* PLIC

M :"Q .ItR r IN thes oticor before whom

1hef%~q~x~gwa's~V. taezi, do hereby certify that

the witness -who"e testiony appears in~ the foregoing tran-

_,,,script was duly s.on iby me; tht..testmony of said witness

was taken, verbatim by m~e and thereafter reduced to typewriting

by me, or under my direction; that I am neither counsel for,

related to, nor employed by any of the parties to the action

in which this deposition was taken; that I am not a relative

or employee of any attorney or counsel employed by the parties

hereto; and further, that I have no financial or other

interest in the outcome of the action.
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The TeftePwoJect Is on uctmdule. It probably will be done mid-April, depending on
other pje that may be In the field at that time.

The .effot will be done an d erdum on another project.

t*I

o aos



Craig Fuller ha t-Usv1 iats to Mr. Teter's
questionnairet

A A great quos tOWW .
2. Page 2, Item 16.

Please consider *i: 5fl. i are notco pet i ,v with u i" , Los..e t.

3. Page 5:

Please consider a g to the list of names Peter
Uberroth and ........ .

tA 4. Page 6:

I know you are reluctant to add any additionalquestions, but 3 would like you to consider a slightlydifferent approach to the successor line of questioning.OSomething like the following:
Since RR cannot serve a third term, some people are

0considering who beat could follow RIl. Please tell uswhether you agree or disagree that the next President
should be:

1. Experienced in federal government;

2. Conservative,

3. Able to articulate new ideasg

4. Respected by foreign leaderss

5. Someone now in government,

6. Someone who worked with RRt

7. Someone who would keep America competitive;

8. Someone who woule strengthen U.S. defense
capabilities,

9. Someone who would spend more to help to poor;
10. Someone who whould provide more help to farmers;(There may be more or better questions. Perhaps you and Leecould play around with these ideas.)



VoS. 3 t*4 l #2 - Omnibus
OW~f @S~tonaire 9

1. YOU. feel thin in th" Onr a e al6

An th 1988

OV O YU ~d hgserainretty, serousl.y gottan off on the wrong track?

2. Goneraly speakingw doya think our political OYAteaandvnm are worigtairl vel at thntime, or do You think It nee 8 guificant
3o (Xl N33M WIAN APK:) what kinds of cha18es doyou thnink need to be nade? (po5 FOm AT LAh" TWO

SPbCIIC 331M333)

4. D you approve %OrF Wia p O of the way Ronald N a ais Aenig Is job as President? (WAT F= 3310333AND ASM) Would that be s ly (approve/dispprove)or just somehat (approve/disapp.o)? o
5. .Do yo approve or disapprove of the way George gush ishanlng his Job as Vice-President? (WAIT FOR R35PO5AND ASK:) Would that be strongly (approve/disapprove)

or Just somewhat (approve/disapprove)?

Nov I'd like to read you sone statements about variousissues in the Country. For each one, please tell ne if youstrongly agree, soaewhat agree, somewhat disagree, orstrongly disagree.

0? RANDOIZZ
Cr 6. The United states should nevr send troops to fightin a civil var in another country, even if acommunist takeover is likely.7- We should hlep only countries which are for us and

not help those which are against us.S. It is all right for the public schools to start
each day with a prayer.9. If cities and towns around the country needfinancial help to improve their schools, thegovernment in Washington ought to give them the
money they need.

10. Claims about Welfare abuses are greatlyexaerated; most people receiving welfare
assistance truly need it.11. Labor unions have become too big and powerful for
the good of the-country.12. Black people in the country should be given special
consideration for new jobs because of past
discrimination against them.
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ThinkiAn about foreign trade for a moment.

13 * "1 in alle do you think that trade wit otty csualtrieslm both buying and selling qode,3*p hUnitd ttes'ecoomyor hurts the United Stoil

14 * m. ..m.:ito. from foreign coutreas hurt te o, .OM.* i yurcauntyp helped Your local. econmy# Or haii"tit made a d111fenc?

M5. cio of che following three choices do You thinkshould be our countys foreign trade olcy?

a* Rave no re trition. on foreign iports so ANrican--c---e_ can have the Widet choice possiblo on
what to buy

b. etrc foreign iprsfrom any country whichrestricts-our products0 and trade freely with allother coutre
a* Restrict any foreign imports which threatenAerican Jobs even it they are from a country whichdoesn't restrict our products

0 As you may know, We have a foreign trade deficit. This means
that we are buying more from foreign countries than we areselling to :hem. I Im going to read you some things, and foreach one, please tell am how much you think each one hasecontributed to the trade deficit -- a great deal, a fairamount, very little, or not at all.

1 Poor planning and management by U.S. companis17. Wage demands by American labor unions18* Bettor quality of foreign products
l9. Unfair tde policies of foreign countries
20. Cheap labor in foreign countries21. The selling of goods at less than cost by some

foreign companies

22. Do you think our limits on foreign imports should begreater, about the same, or less than they are now?

Market opinion Research
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230 Which of the following statements Co00' Closest to
opinion:

ROTATZ

a. The a panese are competing unfairly with Ameriindustries

OR

b. American indumtries are blaing the Ja Or
their own mimanagement and exessve lao ost

Uare are same sta tomnts- about other issues in the cOWnryFor eachone please tell me it you strongy agree, somh
agree, omewht disagree, or strongly disagree.

24. Our ecnmy and security w"ld Suffer if we did not
use miitary troop to prote our Anterst in
other Parts of the world.

25. Our country has a moral obligation to help people
in other parts of the world, even those in neutral

P-1 or unfriendly countries.

o 26. A voman should have the legal right to have an
abortion it she wants one.

27. The government in Washington should see to it that
every person has a job and a good standard of
living.

C28. Tighter controls are needed in the federal food
staup program, many people nov receiving food
stamps don't deserve them.

29. Labor unions are very necessary to protect the
working man.

International terr orism is another issue Vhich has been in
the news recently...

30. Some people say that there really is not much the U.S.
government can do to reduce terrorism. Others say the
U.S. government can significantly reduce
terrorism. Which opinion is closest to your own?
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31. Do ou favor or oppose the United States taking
mltary action against terrorists?

22. (1 opo, ASK:) you favor or opposemilitary actio against te ots who had kiReAmerican a iti.m
33. (17 FAVO T T M'tII3 31 03 32, ASK) Would you favor or,..ioee military action against t r t camps I the

=1dan, in theas are likely to be killed orwded in the attack?
34. (7 IPl M XTl 31 iU 32, AS) Do you favor Mlityaction against terrorists who are supete d of pannan attack or only as retaliation agai erhave actually carried out an attack? (Dot coded as avolunteered response)

35. (17 FAVOS 2ZT3 31 OR 32, ASK:) Would you favor oroppose mility action ainstgoenents which help
train and finance terort, even If that meansrisking a larger var?

36. When terrorist@ are holding Americans hostage, do youthink our government should negotiate with theterrorists, for their release or refuse to negotiatewith the terrorists?
C 37. Do you believe that the recent hijacking of the TWA

airliner and other recent terrorist acts are largelythe acts of individuals or small groups, or do youthink that most of them are being backed by someforeign government?
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30.
39.
40.
41.
42.
43.
44.
45.
46.
47.
46.
49.
S0.
51.
52.
53.
54.
55.
56.
57.
59.

Mario Com
Gary soat

eam ne rJ'ohn G1le
JraneFoa
Jermy Falvell
Gerald ftad
Jimy~ Cater
George allace
Lee Zacoca

I also have some groups of people to get your feelingsabout. The first group (is/are) _ _. How do you feelabout them using a sero to one hundred scale?

IN WISUzz

60. The Republican Party
62* The Deoact Pazty
63. ,Liberals
64. Conservatives

0~
lv,

..... .....

r%
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Thinking ahead to I9$ for- a en.

65 Ronad Reaoa is £*fV dterm
and cannot. run for aathee
¥orticular, you would lik s be th
of the United tOa.es?.)

6.AS you my kiov Gere Ssf forb:ao~i~tPresident In 198 a t. e i
meansYou ol g o iii to ul d
for Presidet a d eoitfor George Slam far Preetet hr wudyupa
Yourself on tugi soae?

67. In the prsidentipriar enotim in 1968 t electeach partye's candi date eLsdet ad the your
sta e t h d n ue l d you be mo0 e lik ely to vo i in theO ~(ROTATE: Reulican or Dwooraic pim or ite

one?

66o, ip REULCm 111130 i AM~ if the 1primaryelection to select the Republicancndatfo
President were being held today and the candidatesWere (RANDOSIZZ KM) , vould you be voting for(REPET EAST NM=SZ SANE ORDER)?d

a. George Bush
b. Bob Dole
c. Howard Baker
d. Jack Xemp
e. Jeane Kirkpatrick

a. IF DON'T MOW OR RFUSED, AK: Which way
do you loan as of today -- toward (REPEAT
FUL NM nF SAKX ORDER)?

69. IF DIORATIC PRIMAR, ASK: If the primary
election to seleat the Deocratic candidate forPresident were being held today and the candidateswere (RZE MANE), would you be voting for(REPEAT LAST NAN IN SAN ORDE)?

RANDOMIZE

a. Ted Kennedy
b. Gary Hart
c. Mario Cuoxo
d. Lee lacoccA

a. IF DON'T KNOW OR REFUSED, ASK: Which waydo you lean as of today--- toward (REPEAT
FULL N M IN SANE ORDE)?
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a"PR ax e omM94,
60414ab a' th Fo

SW

70.

lef-t

.about Got wafh f a momet. .

Iei I

r') ~P (HLFuamw A)
73A. From all that YOU hav eard, read and know about hi,

at are some lot the things you eba 0e1 about George
Bush* Am m T Lu,1 Tm rSPO

74A. JAain, ftm al that you have heard, read and knowo about bin, hat are sme of the things you don, ik.
about George mb? PRO= fOR AT LE OST 11 rP]OUSES

e. a. ZF DOI'T OR 3OT101G, ASK: Is there anythingat all about George hush that concerns or bothers
you? (W1hat?)

Cf (HALF SANPIZ 3)

73B. It George Bush beca president in 198, what are the
areas you think he vould handle particularly
yell? (PRO3 FOR SPRCIFIC RESPONSES)

743. What are the arms you think he might handle
poorly? (PROSE FOR SPZCIFIC RESPONSES)

0E
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X'M going to readsa list *t-..w t q

.... ~~,7 
.: 

..... 
..,, ... .i .i. 

..:. 
. ,i:. I A f

p k*h tell me if @Ut-04" Pretty much as Rnl ~ nbiteror volud not handle

75. our relations vifth
76. The federalobu
77. Taxes
76. Abortion

7.Policies m
6o wouen's rights
1o National economic

Mrs are some charcte trats V pagoe
mahthree Ivell-knro=vus

a xero to one hundred

o mans Person doesnt s
,C)o Let's Start vith (TUAT). No y", rate (MMAR) on this

W trait?
ONlANO ZE TMAITS/ROTATR NUBMS T TRAIT

141 Honesty

82. ,Ronald Reagan
83. ,,George Bush
84* 'Ted Kennedy

Concern

85 * Ronald Reagan
86. ,.George Bush
87, Ted Kennedy

Leadership

se6 Ronald Reagan
89. ., _George Bush
90. Ted nnedy

is Competence

910 Ronald Reagan
92. George Bush
93. Ted Kannedy

0
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are som a0! O

Laular, and Ior eN* on- ...

94. Bush hs this knd of pi16 ,.. .
to have.

95. DuMb loos lift a
96. Dusb, as, President-. usOt$V~

90Smeaf dat ouromR

0. Party identi
01. Past Party ication

p4 X-029 Past Voting behavior
103. Registered voter

10. deology
105. A"e
.1041. Eduction

107. a~ Cecr ccpto
o) 1 H -ealth, education, efre mto

110. Narita status
111. Spouse employment status
113. Union/teacher household
1139 Farm household

0114. Religion
115. Frequency of church attIendane
116. Reborn
117, Income
118. Race
119. Sex
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MARLOPINION RWRCH

This &vey Ot adults in the United State was cnducted by IOitOpinion Pbr 6 th Republican National COmMittee. The mjor
Pupm ct the WV ay I,

* T se PerSnai and job-related
eoq Bush, and tO comare public iPercelptions of

Bush with those of PeLdent Reagan.
* To investigate voter support for Vice-PresidentGeorge Bush in both the primary and general elec-tions for President in 1988.

* To nap the national issue agenda, especially withrespect to the inportant issues of foreign trade andinternat ional terrorism.

Research Dasion

Samrle/Field

Fifteen ,hundred (1500) telephone intervies "ere administered to a
clusteredt .robability-proportionate-to-size 

random iample of U.S.citizens, 18 years old or older living in the continental United
States. The intervieding was conducted between September 17th and
25th, 1985.

0

Lft



censu ~ febjU ~wUS.Ciu e

Of Areas

NOW anle 16 79NLdm"Atatjc 49 245
Ent "rth Central 55 265Wnt North Central 22 111
South AMantic 51 257East South Central 19 95West South Central 32 158
Mountain 16 80Pacific 42 211
Totals 300 1500

Sample weights

TtW sap0 Wks checked against census data and previous survey re-
suits. Adjustment weights were applied by party identification, age
and race within re-gions. The weights were applied by the program used
in the subsequent analysis, i.e. fractional/machine weighing. The
weighted N for the sarple is fifteen hundred (N=1500).

- ii -
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ailiti in m-it, azingon nd Livoia, Michigan. The ct-
N ; pied intgvutefiedsed and Iyd and the data un in the homo

office Of Mart Opinuion Researc, I troit, Michigan.

taffo Participation

o D / o e Ho rt Teeter and Fredeick Steeper

Analysis Report: Julie eteks and Frederick Steeper

Cn
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-40"a Analys is a--r- in the s

Party-. idntification in the analysis tables cefers to the ou~~
datas

Gene all u aki doj think of Yorself as a

Strong Camocrat
Weak Democrat
Independent Demcrat

Independent

Independent Republican
Weak Republican
Strong Republican

Othier

FullScale
171

17
12

10

13 --

17
14

Collapse

Dome 460

rnd. 10%

Rep. 44%

I

100%

- iv -
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u p i tabu* , . ..,

t Ul 
-!u&JWI'

Low thm $15,000

$15,0M440,00

Over $40,000

The above classification eclud the core I~uvcratic social groups:
blacks, Hispanics, and Jews. The latter groups are coded separately
in the scale and are shwmm in the analysis tables only if there are
enough cases for reliable analysis.

These status groups have been found to have significantly different
issue interests and degrees of support for the Republican Party.

High incaM
Intelligentsia
Middle class
Lower end
Jews
Hispanics
Blacks
Not ascertained

Total

Distribution

of Index

15%

31
1
4
4

11
7

100%

- V -

U,

0



(Mite ftc then)
(Whit eothern) catW1aic

3-

Hispaics
All othrs

Total

13
14
26
4
1
4
31m0mm%

100t 0

- vi -
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Sevwal other amlytical variables vere created to aid In

aaysiso Ulw e peou these varl MliS U5 iables- aw
atee or ecetua M1ather than dMggrqohic dta.

The *dsn tiWal Ballot Smmn is a c lation of questions 78,

79, ae. go. A Core Aspblican %Vtes lush on all three bellots and

a Coe DUMrat Vote &W the Doratic candidate all three times.

Anti-(NW) Dmucrats vote for the nmcratic candidate in all but the

(NAME) vs. Bush ballot. The Pro-(NME) RApublicans vote for Bush in

all but the (NWIE) vs. lush ballot.

Core Dnwcratic
Anti-Kennedy Democrats
Anti-Hart Democrats
Anti-Iacocca Democrats
Pro-Kennedy Republicans
Pro-Hart Republicans
Pro-Iacocca Republicans
Core Republican
Others

Total

Distribution
of Index

24%
6
5
9
6
5

3

7

100%

- vii -
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9Saw14ui * X n this massur, freetradet.~

tink-homts ' p g t bw thi ppstg v w

mimd

4,

5.Fri trader

Total

Distribut~io

471

30

17] 
231

1001

The other index is a combination of questions 13, 14, 16, 23, 24, and
25. rt yields the following distribution:

Core protectionist

Lean protectionist

Neutral/e4ixed

L an anti-protectionist

Core anti-protectionist

Total

Distribution
of Index

17j 42%

25_'

13

287

17-
i

100%

- viii -
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o altazy action
1
2
3
4 titamy action in all cas

Total

-,t*Ionw to Am a to 4gc.~ at
ey action in *1.1 "tb situation t~e
-Oir it Ift al the situations ft .e-,( to

160
25
28
23
9

100%

Seven imaster attitudes" wre uncovered in a past U.S. National study.
They were replicated in this study. These attitudes have been found
to significantly divide the electorate. The questions used to make up
these scales are listed in the question results. The distribution of

the scales are listed below:

Liberal
Mixed
Conservative

Total

Seven Master Attitudes

Gunboat Tradi- Gov't.
Diplo- Arerica tional Assis- Gov't. rUnion Blackmacy First Values tance Welfare -Aenda Menda

23% 25% 20% 42% 22% 35% 17%33 41 51 26 21 23 2344 33 29 32 58 42 60

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

- ix -
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IThal

Libermal positionMixed
Conwervative poitim

Liberal P=sition

COnsrvative xoSition

1985-Pogublican Primary
Electorate

Liberal position
I'ixed
Conservative position

230 25% S 20
33 41 51
44 33 29

42%
26
32 2156

35%
23
42

28
24
48

23
22
55

17%
23
60

25
30
45

220
~qr

IWn lak

LMO loot



MeS National StudySeprtser, 1985
otal leults

1. o you £el-things in this aW y ae
gnerally going in the right diiecti n
or do yum feel things haw prtt
serioMSly gotten of on w
track?

2. Gesrally qiaking, do yu think our
political systm and gP 1e
'rcking fairly wll at the nt
tiee, or do yu thn they sig-
nif leant &ainges?

Right direction . .
Wrongt ra . . . . .
Rbf ud/?. . . 0 e

* 0

* 0

* .

wftking fairly m11 . . e

7 significant dw.. ...
Pan 't Jm. *& 0 0 0 0 0

£o.tiec..

• • .o0 661.L
" O.3N 24
. .•10 8
• .. L I

00....53

. . •.43

0.0.03** * * 0

69 .

292

J 3. *iat kinds of chnges do ymuthink need to be Mde? (pM R T LEASTF WRSPISES)

SEE AT04M TABLE

4. Do you approve or disapprove of thw
way Ronald Reagan is handling his job
as President? (WAIT FOR RESjNSE AND
ASK:) Would that be strongly
(approve/disapprove) or just somewhat

Cr (approve/di sapp rove )?

5. Do you approve or disapprove of the
way George Bush ts handling his job
as Vice-President? (WAIT FOR RESPJNSE
AND ASK:) Would that be strongly
(approve/disapprove) or just somewhat
(approve/disatprove)?

Strongly approve.
Somewhat approve.
Somewhat disapprove
Strongly disapprove
Don't know . e a e
Refused/NA ......

Strongly approve. .Sanewhat 3pprove. .
Sarewhat d"isapprove
Strongly Olsapprove
Oon't know* ....
Refused/NA .......

0 0 0

0 0 0

. 34
. 34
.12
.15
.4

•2

.2

32

4

0

* 0 ~ 0

* 0 0 0

O 0 ~ 0

0 ~ ~

* 0 0 0 .03

O .22
0 .35
0 0 8

09
. .23

# 3



(Zr NEED SZGNZIZCAer OWIGES IN 0.2s)

Q3 khtt kindwof ch@e8 do you thimndw- to

The deficit/National dWbt/WdW* the
deficit/Got our spending undercontrol/Deficit opeding/cut spending/
Spending loss niy

Tanue/fax qyStg1tax L-for vthugge intaues/fax stzuJcturek fair taxatU/
Taxes ae "y out of Ue/raims ned to
be =-qrk d

Bettor 1adership in govermonw/ft need
now politicians/Change in goveronft
officials/Different officials/Change

-- the people in office
More conoern for the people/Think wote

about the people in the country/Start
looking out for people in this
country/Interaction with prole
instead of issues

Less foreign aid/Stay out of foreign
- countries/Focus on problems here,

rather than overseas/Take care of
ourselves instead of other countries

0 The President/Need a new president/Need
a different president/Replace the
president

Better jobs/Create jobs/Need work/Need
jobs for people/More jobs

Changes in government should be by the
cc people/They should respond are to the

majorities' opinions/Popular vote
instead of electoral vote

t)ur trade pol i y'3alance trade/Foreign
trade balaice /Knock out all irports/
Too many imports/inporting too much/
Should buy more Anrican

More honesty in politics/People in office
need better woral values/Reczuce
corruption in government

be hrd.? (Responses of 21 or t)

4

Social SeCurity/thangq in
Social Security/Social Security
should still be giVen/Lng

71 nOmy from social SeCUrtItyWt
fair to older People-ftdid
security

The judicial sysm needs to be4 chaned/upm Cxw: rh.
Farming/Fanuing policy/feed a

better farm policy/Fapmu
need help/overnment should do

4 sawthinq for the f es 4

Not enough for the poorAelp
poor people/Concern for the poor/
Underprivileged citizens-eed
help/Concern for the horeless

4 Need changes in criminal law/
Stystem of parolling convicts
is bad/Crime

4 Our political systamNeed a new
system/Not a well-balaiced
system 2

ot enough for the middle class/
4 More needs to be done for middle

and lower class 2
4 Foreign policy/More concern for

foreign affairs/Our relation-
ship with other countries

zess defense /:.ess -oney on
3 defense/Less spending on the

militarTz" uitary budget should
be tri-tred

All other miscellaneous responses 43
Oon',t know
Refused/No answer

Carbined Responses

Social/Owestic -jolicy -ienti--s
Economic rent ions
Foreign policy mentions
Defense/Foreign policy
Systemic chanqes

Taxes

-2-



U. 6-12 Now I'd l ike to read You Some statents about various~ issues- in the cownt. * '-Come~stro y agree, scswhat aareet 
Ia~htdsgeo togyds~~

926-31 here are sce statements ax.)ut other issues in the unt 110 msc--,at agree, So e wat disa _ree, or stro jly disagree. ------

Attitude Scale #1

1it United States should never semi tr(xJLs
to fight in a civil war in anther ountry,
even if a cmnunist takewwer is likely,

Our .oi -ktl .ecurity %xild sutter it
we did rvt u.e military trmlis to protect
our interests in other parts at the world.

•Strong ly sewhat
lbtal hree

lout

lout

Iither
A gr.r. .t., .: .:( . -so Nor~

4 25

Attitude Scale #2

We should help only countries which artt tor
us ctul no)t help those which are ajdiq.st us.

our o)untry has a mrral oaliyation L) Iyl-1)
peoj)le in other parts 4t tle world, . ven
ttoe in neutral or untriendly countric's.

Attitude Scale 13

It is all right tor xiblic .A--I(x)1s to
start e ch day with a prayer.

A wmiuan sihuLd have tlhe loJl riijht I)
have an aurtion is she wants c ae.

LOUt

IOO%

19 11

17 22

100%
6 24

!" + 4.. .
. , 4*

,:.

+36

(Continuel on ruxt pa&je)



I 3 ,q4fl7 I S36

0.6-12 Now I'd like to read YouSc stattim.nts atnut various issues in tM Mirt:c
strongl~y agree,, somewhat a&jree9 savuWhat disagjree, or strium v d-r-~ AW M,

0. 26-31 Here are some statements about other issues in the cauntgy. FR each rn e
samwhat mree, so mehat dis ree, or stromly disagree.

(cont 'd)

httitude Scale #4

It cities and twns around the oountry ieutl
tinancial help to inprove tlhir sclx)lsj
the goverrunent in WasliimjUmn akjht tA gjive
them tie maox-y rhey .u.

The (pvermbnnt in Washington should se to
it that every person has a job and a yard
stanard ot living.

* Attitude Scale V)

Claim. iiout wltdre dbuses dro great ly
exaggerated; mst lx)ple receiving welfare
assistanev truly need it.

Tighter oontrols are needed in the te-deral
food stapn prxjrin, many people r.
receiving food stamps dun't dceserve Liun.

Attitude Scale #6

Labor unions have tkhexj too big amd
powerful for the tqxA ot the oxintry.

Labour unions are vry necessary to
protect the working man.

.btrryl y
lbtal Aree

Neither

~zmehatScMmdbi StruIIlya EX1it U
Nre _JUL& BamSm lmed 4

Lot

Loot

tout

lUU%

Is 16

22 25

20 27

4 3

18 27

+5

luum

lout

*35

+351 16 16

(-ont iluetl (m) [e xt paJe)

0



q8 04 0 7fS3 64

0.6-12 No I 'd like to read yoqu %xL- statments about various issues in thr eoom . ftu eac urnst ronly agjree, sc wt agreep sa-atu t disagree, or strongly dig ree.

. 26-31 Here are some statements atx-ut other issues in the counta. Fbr each oam teL l M O
sconwhat aEe, gj.!t Lor stronly disagree.

(cont ' d)

Att ittIul . ', 1 7

lilck ptm' o)1 in the country should tv jiven
s00i,11 o)nsitk-ration tor new johs becauseO)t l),'.t ,discr imination aijairlst them.

(OfNrbnlnu with ulesso Jackson ther owter
ratii j to t,)nn scdle 17)

Neither
Agree Nor

Strcuijly Somewhat Disagree SQUWt Stronly Omo t krim/lthad . re Nree oe ..kkk ca

100% 2 25 45

(a)PI: ircentaije I)itference lrkx = ,Il "Ajree" minus % "Disagree."

9



0

Thinking ab* breign traft ft, a innt,
13. All in all, do you think that ' with

other wuntrife Unth buying a
gods, helis tim United Statesg
or huirts the United States'I

Neither (VAI )
Con t s.wo

e 0g...0

g ~

C g

g ~

th.inkl~ ou anx y wold t mum beet cg Ao . o o. . e . . ° 12 ... 6

with oe trade, J trad, oC. . . . . .* . . . . . . .34the trade, nw* with icyig Cn'I knw . * e . . e e0 , *coun fI? (Sees,also,Q024)

15. Do yeou gke.... so .pf b n"e 46iny yur am that ht lbn urtoby Nopi . ...... .Oforeign q~titon?OmIknw.ooo eaoo92
Refused/rn. 0.. .0 0 0 . .0

16. Which of the following three aoices do you think should be oar countrys foreigntrade policy?

(RANDOMIZE)

a. Have no restrictions n foreign imports so A mericanscan have the widest choice possible on
what to buy at the 10west dnesible price * a . .16

'D. Restrict foreign imports fram any country which
restricts cur products and trade freely with all
other countries. * * * *.........................................53

c. Restrict any foreign imports which threaten Acericanjobs even if they are fra a country whicn doesn't
restrict our products . .. . . .. . . . . ..... . .27

Don't know . . e * * e ee.... ... 3Refused/NA * o

0 g

Ce

SE

0

, .5% 61%
• 4 2
,36 32
•5 5



"6eP 1bY AInftri~
ullats.

7N lling oe pd ~2

ibo
Farpua~m d mimg

U.S. commies. b
8etter quality 

OE fmign 
p 

.duf
Lhair trad policiesofLitgn

aoUftries,

u . Rt -alai

100

1000

R-*ubl ican P Cnr El ctorate

o Cheap labor in foreign countries
" Wage demands bY Awrican laborunions.

The Selling of goods at less thancost -P foreign capanies.
Cr Poor planning and managementby

U.S. oclanies.

Better quality of foreign products,
Unfair trade POlicies of foreignOountries,

A O.at A Pair
0t 71 11Ai ,

1001 71% 171

100%

100%

1001

100%

l00t

54

47

40

37

38

29

27

36

33

32

Very Not At
7 It

5

3

6

10

14

is21

15

-7-

,0

47

43

37

3'7

34

31

31

12

12

isis

I't
know/

31

5
7

74

10

;W-L
Lita

47,



closest t yor opinion:
(~T3) Th.al9

a., The Japansee ame ~z ting rW_ ma
fairly with Ameican indUMM . 32 36%

OR

be American industries axn biming
tts Jopan 9br their *a rmpa.

nun!nai w uessive labse*
ow ti. * . * * . . . . . . * . . 58 so

DonKt/no. . .k e * . o .* e e .8

IALF SNIIL II

238. Mich of the followmin s at closest to or pinion:

(VThTE)

a. The Europeans are competing un-
fairly with American industries 30

OR

b. American industries are blaming
the Europeans for their on mis-
management and excessive labor
costs ............. . . . 55

Do'nt ow......
Ref used/NA........

. . . . . 1. 14
• • • • • • 2

2
24. Over the next several years, do you

think our country would * better off
allowing m a ow about the saw
mount of foreign imports, as nowe

More .............
About the s re . . .E Less... .. .. .. .

into the countcy? Refused/NA. ..... ...... . . .

25. If we allow fewr foreign imorts Avoiding a trade war . . . . . .. 35 :into our country, other countries Allowing fewer imports into aountry58
may allow fewer of our iroducts into Don 't know .................... 7their ountry. This is sometimes Refused/NA ..... ............. 
called a "trade war." Which do you
think is mote krtportant (ROt.TE:
avoiding a trade war or allowing
fewer foreign impocts into ourS country? )

.. ...... 3b

. ~ . .. . 51.



32.

!ntemntii~a1 torrormam tis ohw 'isewwhkh. hastMbeen in" the non

.m nop tK~l~iif~8 gw Udo.. .

gy L 0a 0 0 0 0" '0@** 0~ ~ . 0 60 *0

33. ym favw ceL ,w#Mtad .....sraft . (00.35) , , . .

sta ? 
*.*0. .0...90

PR O oO•0 0O00 0 *

POW (OD ID 3/sft. **35)** *o * * *4o(1. .(00Q3)o.) • . . . . .40Cbn Itk 'wo((; 1 3) •o•, •,. S
ftM~o(O 1K)o3) .0.*•0•0•0•3

34e Would aa fsvuror W" 'git"ta n t s %to
killed mriean. citisam?

(AMK 0.35-37 01.? IF FAOW 0.33 CR 0.34)35. Wmal4 ymi favor or Mie'ulitary.
action ainut* terrorist cave ifinnocent peoplo. in the s am likely
to be killed orw ijndsd in the attack?

* . . . * . 3

Fmar .,..*.a ..o.s o .* .** . o35OPP •" • • • * • m * • • •9.9.*40

C s all lit; act n ( 3,34)16
t know.o• . . o . . . . . . . . .o

Refused/NA. .0.0.0.0.0.0.0.6.*.0.0.0

C S. bld you also favor militaryaction against terrorists who are sus-
Vr pected of planning an attack or only

as retaliation against terrorists who
1have actually carried out an attack?

e 37. Would you favor or cppose r'ilitary
action against qoverraents which help
train and finance terrorists, even if
that Means risking a larger war?

Favor against suspected terrorists.28
Favor only as retaliation . . e . .47
Favor neither .... . ...... 4
Oppose all (0.33,34) .-....... 16
Done't know. . *. ......... * 5Refused/NA. . . . . ........ 1

Favor ...........
Oppose,..........
Oppose all (Q.33,34).
Don t know,......
Refused/NA........

. . . ... .36
• .40

. 16

7

(ASK ALL)
38. When terrorists are holding Americans

hostage, do you think our rovernent
should negotiate with the terrorists
for their release or refuse to
negotiate with the terrorists?

Should negotiate..*
Refuse to negotiate
Don't know.........
Refused/NAa . .....

. 59
O ~ . * 34

...... 46
O 0 0 0 0 0 0 1

39. 00 you believe terrorist acts are
largely the acts of individuals and ,
sMall groups,, or do you think that rmost
of them are being backed by sce
fore ign government?

IndividualslSma 1 1  roups.
Fore ign goverrsnent ..Don 't know . .. .. .. .

Refut /Nw.... ..... ....

.... ~ .27

. . . . . 66
• • • •7

4U
39
13
7
L

33
43

3

4

m

• @

• @

• @



.*40-64 ftK

tto

Thefirs 
one

ftnld Reagan~37 ~ 56 6Lee Zaw a 1* 16 3.4 51 19Je . K P d 10! 11 15 35 3 62The ft Im ... 21 s
100% 21 23 52 4 60h 1(Mh 12 21 3 32 60

GboqpeBush loft 20 26 49 5 59DID Dhmocratic paty looS 21 27 49 4 59POtrt 01e 1* 12 23 35 29 5oJohn Glem 100t 17 27 43 12 5oGerald Ford 100" 22 34 so 4 58
Jack K 1001 9 13 22 57 57Mario Cuoo 100% 14 9 25 53 56Ga M Hart 100% 19 23 41 17 55Tip O'Neill 1000 27 19 44 10 55Ted Kennedy 100% 30 22 44 5 54
Jinmy Carter 100% 31 21 45 2 53o Pat Robertson 100% 8 10 12 70 53Conservatives 100% 29 29 32 10 50Walter Mondale 100% 36 26 33 5 47Jesse Jackson 100% 39 21 36 4 46

C, Geraldine Ferraro 100% 39 21 35 6 46Jane Fonda 100% 40 20 30 9 43Liberals 100% 41 27 21 LI 41Geor;e Wallace 100% 45 23 22 10 40Jerry Falwell 100% 49 15 17 19 33

Ee

- 10 -



pstedo b fsi94SUK 32

hei a m wt.~ny now 19

is in pvetrnimw 36 13

camue:vatiie

9

3

100i

.67-68 1 will briefly describe four celidential
.m to tell se which one ecet acceals to you.

SAal -t

56 27% 28%

13

I1

11

9

3

loot

is

14

19

14

6
2

100%

21

13

14

15

7

2

100%

candidates and I'd like

r one (read below)# the second (read below). the third (read below) and the
fourth (read below). (IF MADE A FIRST CHOICE# ASK:) Which one would you
choose second?

ould step-up the pae of
government spending and strenthening
our posiiton in the world.

Considers reducing the federal budget
deficits, the omuntry's number one
priority.

* Has the st personal qualificatins
for the job.

Is a fighter for making major changes
in government.

None
o second choice
on 't know/ efused

Total Electorate

First Second
Combined Choice Choice

60% 35% 26%

Republican
Pr imary Electorate

First Second
Co.bined Choice Choice

64%

60 27 35 63

36 20 16 37

34 15 19 29

- 2
2 1

100% 100%

40% 25%

28 36

19 19

11 18

I1

1.00

2
I

100%

Nowe
No second =*ion

r'o Don t know/infUd



k7lim 7.r7m

Buge Dush
- Jack Kep

Ted Kennedy
Cary Hart

Goad

100% 67
100% 25
100% 25
100% 35

Nmtral(5) Bad(0-4) DanIt know/
aaEm _. S.D.

6.8
5.4
3.6
4.8

2.4
2.6
3.1
2.7

cn Avq. = Average on a zero to ten scale.

a S.D. = Standard deviation around average.

- 12 -

-MIL

20
13
16
21

5.7
4of

5.2
5.4

2.9
2.6
3.3
2.7

M777 7771



In th Feidentiaw primmy eleftlaw in--Ipubican. " ." ". °

1988 to acet "a pary'so miitdto aWswatico .4A ( 0 6 77)*
for Pcint u , in A state hod Neither ame t P19 ).70).oa, wflld you be M4 ne ke¥to vto In f n't know. (GO 1 Q.78).
thm (M W 3publican or oemcratic) Refused/la, (GOD ID Q7).
primAry & neither an? 4

* 40• .
O * it.1
000.6•

74. If the Vrimary election to select the a.
RP ublican coaidete Ear Poesident b.
wre being hold today and the adi- C.
datbe wre (R UMI ZZ NM=8), would d.
you be vating for (UMID LAWST W=
IN SMW OR )? (IF DN'T W
MXlb, htich wy do you lean m
of today - tward (REIDT MU W=
IN SFM '0R)?

Gerg sh. ..
* Dole. . . ..

Howard B"ier 0
Jack Kq. . . .
Jean* Kickpatrick
DanIt o. .
Refused/6 0...

75. ho would be your second choice? Gorge kah. . .... .. . 9
(WPT NM IESF CESSARY) Bob Dole....... • • .22

aHoward ... , . . . . . . . .*17Jack~el. . . "iV • o o * o. ooo

Jeane Kirkpatrick . ... . . .15Dan It kniow.. . .* e • e ,* o i 1
Refused/NA...... .. . . . . .

(Q.76 Not asked)

77. If the primary election to select the a. Ted Kennedy .......... 44
Dmocratic candidate for President b. Gary Hart .22........ . 2
were being held today and the candi- c. Mario Cuamo ............ 13dates were (RANDC#IZE .AMES), would d. Lee Iacocca .... ............ L4
you b voting for (REPEAT LAST NAMES Don't know. a.................
IN SAME ORDER)? (IF a)'T INV/REFUSED: Refused,/A. ............ .

ASK) Which way do you lean as of
today - toward (REPEAT FULL NAMES IN
SAME ORDER)?

73.

00

00

00

00

00

00

*0

.58

.10
.12
.8
.7
.6

fVP

in

0



guh I li

Hwmt 45 W6Owlt ke~bue 5 li

1000 .1000

Dush 49% 761imoocca 43 22

100% 100%



6traig h la/x ;a~

Chi~mtUic~Kv~ds

Art iculat./ aJks wilVice- I'm ideMt

14aders uton%% I a

rl~si ougt/~n a eade

kai

Held a variety of government
Positions (unsp.)

All other issue related responses
None/Nothing
Don't know/Dn't know him
Refused/No answer

Coxbined Responses

C-3TPetent

Strong
Trustwothy
Past kos itions/Resume
Eersouble
Concerned

LOW " "Wi1./n the-tci..'gC:und/Nt In the lim-
light eet rno"experience

Ii hod e t

forcefulWb*/S~nlsss

Not PresidentI4al " ima/
3 Not qualified as mt-

Sdental cadidae 2
t utspoknVUM not take
a stand 22 Talks too uch/To mch

2 talking/TalkA, no action/2 Puts his foot in his Mouth 2

2

2
20

38
1

Do~n't <now/DOn't know hLn
Refused/No answer

L6 Co bined Responges6

.1 Weak
7 Issues
5 Not Personable
4 Not concernet
4 Unt rustworthy

Past Pxs it ions/Resune
Incompetent

ConservativeAll other issue related
responses

All other miscellaneous
responses

EverythingNone/Not h ing

2

2

3

LL

WU,

0

2

d

3W MOW bkL,*SL,MAINK



0

Q81-8m. (Half Siwe5
the hnn

Wat ame the thina you handle, poorly? (epneo %o

Foreign policy/pbMeig aft aewForeign rlvations/it mt iaLaffairs g tiatias Vith
foreign countriesgpgm~
in fobirign affairs 230National deficit/Padu feftna
budget deficit/&dget/ta1anc@
the budget deficit 12Carrying out saw of the
principles Reagan has nsti-
tuted/Follojs Rteagan Wenll/
Continue to do what Reagan
has doneEcorano nomics/EconomicS

growth/Get economy moving 4Defense/National defense/Dfens
of our nation/Security -
military/Enforce the military!
Our military Position/Strength.
ening the military 4

Governrent spending/Federal
spending - reduce it/Bringing
down governmnent spending/cutting
waste in government spending/
Financial things 3Administri tion management/Cptent
aiinistr3tion for bureaucracy
cut t i ng,/'O-anizat ion/Govervment
as a whole, would b a better
leader/More experience 3Foreign trade/Foreign imports -
get the trade Qoing better/
Straighten out foreign trade/
Trade deficit/Trade with China
and India 2

Domestic affairs/Handle Jomestic
policy better than Reagan 2All other mnscellaneous responses 4

Foreign af faisMpgomi"
Foreign policy.. dtiia,
mental to certain Stad 12%ef icit/Budgt deficit/
Peducing the def iit/
National debtAft enoughof an e ---hs ohlp
the deficit/Hedum
deficit -- ingoi n.-
cial affairs 8

Defense/Miltay/Wational
defenne/efengu sstaV
Concerns about disarm-
amntAbuld reduce the
military 3Public image, speaking
ability, motivation lacking/
'ot making prOgress, doesn't
show for the Public/public
Personality, doesn't come
across on television weII 3',ot strong enough/Does not
have strong L'age/4ot
strong enouqh personality
-o stand up for what heIelievesNot sure he ,dould
take a strong stand/Not
3 strong person, not
forceful 2

Sconmy/Economics/Doesn, tget publicity on economics/
Everyone promises to get
the economy in order 2Foreign trade/Trrade policy 2

Social Security/Cuts in
Social Security 2

Welfare,/reatment of
welfare people/The whole
country - welfare 22'nemployment/Jobs 

- not
;etting jobs/Lloyment 2

(continued on next paqe)

- 16 -
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0.81-625 (Half sml i&

Uiit- thin 

mm e amtJ

fverything/gtjLr off ic
NothLM/Don't think h& dss wall/

bn't, handl amiythino W'll
Icn't kno,'Refuged A

Calbined Rmomme

Foreign policy
Econmaic issues
Imestic/Social policy

in

0

ftrs~dsnt iL! Ls~a~

u aobt the r/laICk me ommrt .
Soorttar* e Oflo'bemog/

Start in handing lamon-
tay t um right, of tho
poor 21

Lack of ability to wack
with CO Ssrawiftd not
stand up to Congress/
Relations with Cangrss/
Doesn't have the person-
ality to handle Congress
that Reagan has 2

All other miscellaneous
rasponses 3

Everything/Will do every-
thing wrong 3

No, wouldn't go a bad job
on anything/Would do a
fine job 4

Don't Know/Refused

C1 bined Responses

Forei-n policy
Economic issues

ces c/Soc l arosicyLack of leadership



eA fi~me Amla o11 h r k,

i ~ i 0 RA m n 1 t A s ~ ~ ~ ~
n's r2ghts 1007 24 4+

Tim dsra bd t eW 100%22 5 14 13 48
Aw otion budpe d 100 1 4 19 10 + 2
Abaotn loot 17 43 16 24 + 1
Or relations with tme Soiot

r% Union 100% 23 46 23 9 -National nmc l policy 100% 18 52 18 U2 - )

Taxg 100% 19 50 20 11 -t

Repubican PrimWr Elecrate)
CD Wnm 1, rights 100% 25 53 14 8 _
VPolicies 

100minq mioriies 1O% 22 59 11 8 -

C The federal budget deficit 100% 26 51 18 5 - -Cr Abortiai 100% 44 8 20 -
National ecnomc polio 100% 16 - 7 -

Our relatans Wth the Soviet
Lhion 100% 20 52 24 4Taes 

100% 17 33 21 7 -4

(a)Percentage Diffrena rncex = % "Would handle it better" minus % Jbuld not hanc::_it as well."

- 19 -



....... ......... ...

7.

92. Td wdy 5.7 4.5

93. ftmld- R 7.l 6.4

94. GOOrge Sush 6.6 7.7

0 95. Ted Kemedy 6.5 5.5

LEADERSHIP
CD
CD 96. Ronald Reagan 7.7 8.8

c 97. George Bush 6.4 7.4

98. Ted Kennedy 6.2 5.1.

99. ~onald Reagan 7.L 8.3

100. George Bush 6.6 7.7

101. Ted Kennedy 6.2 5.1

- 19 -



FdaiTAC Meg.ta

iublic

:Pr!i' r

• .04 4

Nora . 0 0 0 0 * 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Firly w0vem ••

am It 1me 0 000
WfGmOA0,. 0 00

* 13
0 " 7

00000• •5

* 00001,•

(Wft'm 0.t03 a Qo 104)

0%
"A 10 Ib 4 ~w ~ -n -

fairly 1w) or just
of igtly ( 1 Wla/Cofostaive1?

o 104. How would yo describ Geoge Bush -
as a liberal, a conservative or a

W motderate? Would you say he's
CC extremely (liberal/conservative),

fairly (liberal/conservative) or just
slightly (liberal/conservative)?
(liberal/conservat ive)?

! .ty1 190cal . * .
Fairly libtal.....
Slightly libera*l.. • .

000

000

000

•2
5

03

:odrateo e e 0 0 * e o * * *• * 926

Slightly comrvative . 0 0

Fairly conservative e 0 0 0

Extrently conservative...

Don't know. . .e * e e
Retused/. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

000

0 0 0

0 0 0

.10

.25

.20

0 0 0 * 8
0 0 0 0 1.

Extremely liberal ......... 2
Fairly liberal. .......... 4
.Aightly liberal .......... 4

Moderate ..... .............. 36

Slightly conservative . . . . . . .11
Fairly conservative .......... .21
Extremely conservateiv . . . . . . 7

Don 't know. ........
Refused/NAO . & 0 0 0 *

* . . . .13*. . . . . .

Wly
*ty



a .pupoe.

~*al Republjca~

Dl. maly epsig W ~iOf , 1,11 Mf M J, A,

h1 fO 0 6

Wt'at. 0 0 0

bf'*- ... *000 *

PaIde dtitiman Ss.

Strong muact • •.mk 1. *...

ndsep n ... 0 0 0

ndependet RxPzablican
eak Pepublican . 0

Strong Republican . .

Other/Not ascertained

D2. tn the last general election in which
you voted, which answer best describesC how you voted for state and local of-

(V6) fices such as governor and senator?
(READ CHOICES 1 IM9tx;H 7/ALTERATE

o TOP 1D BTrom/Brr TO TOP)

Don't know* *. e. 2
Refused/NA. . .0. . . 1

D3. Are you currently registered to voteat your present address?

U

Straight Democratic
"4ostly Democratic .
A few more Demcrats

than Republicans.
About equally for both

parties . . . . .
A few ,ore Republicans

Mhan Oemocrats...o

Mostly Republican . .
Straignt Republic3n .
Other . . . . . . ..
Never voted .....

Yes . . . . . . . .

Registered elsewhere.
Don't Anow ..Refused/NA*. . .

0

0 0 e

0 0 e*06

* • •

000

311
34
30
3

I1

73%
3
22

I

0

cc

t

0

17
17
12

10

13
17
14

2i
2:

3 i

19
37
36

-1 ,



w

WiI st~~
18-24 y .,
25-29 as
30-34 yeas
35-39 .
40-44 yeats
45-49 ye .50-54yes
55-59 Y .
60-64 Yem s
65-74 yews e
75 ad over9.
Refused *..

0s• 11' .1
•.13, 12

o. 12

0e 7 7
.. 6

. 4 4

S
• 1 11
•o 4 5

,9. What is th Ulat opd of achaol u Grad school or less
(Grade 1-8) . . .

Sam high smhool
(Grade 9-11). . .

Graduated high school
Vocational school/

Technical school.
Same college-2 years

or less . ,. . 19 21
Same 11ge-remor

than 2 years. 0. 9 10
Graduated college . . 14 17
Post-graduate work.. 8 8
Refused . ... . . . -- -

D10. Are you currently* ..(READ 1-5; CNE
A.SWER ONLY)

E Tloyed wnd work ing
fulI-tive.......

Tloed and work ig
part-t L.......

Unerip loyed......
Retired ..........
-iousewi I= *

Temporarily laid off
(VOLLME~ERED)600 *

other . . . . . 0. 4 4
Do ' knlow*l * * 0 0 --

Refused/11LA. . 0 S *-



0

DI. *st IA JAW Mlt Ita, stats? Single. . • .
Married 9 . e
OiVo od. . .
Sepa - ...
Widw/Vider ,
Patve/Ma. .

R.fussdAa... 0*
V

SLeon

••.24 24
• 62 . 63

7 V 5

* 0

* S

* 0

Dila. (F NUhZD) Is y~w sumu aimntly
.(AD 1-5 1 MN OILY)

aved ed w= bv
Lull-tim ....

vloyed and woking
Part-tim . . . .U,,,,plo,,d. .. . ..

bLt:id . . . . . . .
Hous e . . .wife

Temorily laid oef

Other . . . . . . .Don't know* ... o
Refused/4.A. ... o

Refused/!~4A. . . . . *

1
* ?

• 58 58

• 1 ii
.17 16

•15 15

.12

,

D13. From the following list, what would you
say is the occupation of the primary
wage earner in your family?

Salaried eployee
(manager, salesman,
accountant) . . ..

Self -eployed . . ..
Retired . .. * ....
Professional (doctor,

lawyer, CPA). . ..
Tradesnan (Carpenter,

foreman, -iachinist)
Executiv=. (corporateofficer) . .. .. .
Hoeuker).......
Services ( urse,?olice, mnitry)..

Hourly worker (lanorer,
typist) .....

Student ......
Education (t-eacher,

counselor) ....
Other .......
Don'tknow. . ....Ref used/sA .. . . .0 0

* 26
* 10
0 17

4
1

If,
• m t

0

- ') I -



0S. amsmaWain Y=n houeld doMn
famingi- Rep.st.d. . ..Other AN tst of

Whoushl

Do t n ol IlV o . .Refuhed. . . . . .

Refused . . . 6 0 6 * S -

.. • 3 3

226.•2 1
6.93 94

• • *

!18. Is r x rk or m w in ]ur householdin the field at hNalth, a ts, or
social wfare services? Other . .o. . . . .a .

Both. . . . . . .. . 2 2
.". . . .... 77. . 7 79DoWt know....... 9L

D19. oes anylae in y h ouehold belong to labor union or tehers' association?(CIWCg A C LDIR 5TH Rm DWAN ID OMER Ln=)R) et-pul:cam
ThtaL Electorate 7rnz Electorat

Other kther
PvodntFMuir RSsOndet '1erber

0 Labor union. 10 10 8Teachers' assoc n . .4.5. . 44 8 8
RNOef se /i. .e.. . . . 0e*l9*85*83 

8 4Re u ed S n le m ib r h us h ld*

D21. Es your religious background Protes-
tant, Rman Catholic, Jewish or
-something else? (IF "SOMETHING ELSE"
OR NC FAR rF1RISTIAN, ASK:) is
that a Christian church?

- Protestant (e.g. Raptist,
Methodist, etc.)...

Roman Catholic.....
Jewish. ........

- Other Zhristi3n
Other on-Christian/

Unspecified ...
Agnostic/Atheist, ..
None...........
Don'; know ...Refused . . . .

D21X. Would you say that ,ou 3o to church . . . T.very *eek.......... 28 3(READ CODES) 
kLmost every week . . . 12
Once or twice a fPnth 17A few tiries a year. . . 31
Never .......... 11
Don't know ...... 
Refused ........ *

* db

a

- 24 -
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Lbi.g $10,000.. .# I

$10,00(1

$20,002- 0 (4
$2S,000-0 0(S30,0@4,0 ,
$400400 (49*
$50,000 ad O*. .

Pl fu n d . . .* . , , .0

an* (TVA~t Ift isuWhite***. 0 *00 039

ycwl' Bi3 te lack . . .0 U 001 3blo**o hims I IP~w HiepmnicfspmnLsh
A;mricanvthican, . . 4 3

Oriental. .. .. . . . 1
Anorican Indian. ,. . I
Other. .oe. . .o s.
Not ascertaind...

D28. Sex: (BY usRvATzc) male .... . .. .. . 48 31
Female ..... • • • . 52 -;)

Political Strata

Pacific .. .. .. . 14
lountain .. n ... 5

East "North Central . . . 18 "
'4est North Central . . . 7
Deep South ....... 26 -,
Border ........ .. q

New . .. . .g.ad........

1

ov 1 13

~i

14

0)7 8
11 14
3 2

5 14

- )q -
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ough tdo off if of Viod-ftwden Is often thought of am being an-
out--the-islmlight office ii om ofton fad into the gOlF-
tic." i i aiM nGf irftge 31mb d that notion with
a visible wrmenc ad fairly w llftefined public in . Among th
ation's elgible vOtrs, only 230 do not have an opinion about his

pezfum , in office, ad only 5% do not have an iNPrei8on of him
ersonally.

The American public reacts favorably toward Bush both in terms of his
job performance and on a more personal level. Fifty-seven percent
(57%) approve of the way he is handling his job as Vice-President
while only 17% disapprove. On a zero to one hundred degree
"therito term scale of personal favorability, 9ush draws a rating of
590, 5th out of a list of 21 political figures. Half of the voters
(49%) have a favorable inpression of 9ush, 26% have neutril feelings
about him, and 20% are unfavorably inclined toward Bush. Only Ronald
Reagan (680), Lee lacocca (640), Jeane Kirkpatrick (620) and Howard
Baker (60') have higher average thermometer ratings than Bush. All
but Reagan, however, have a much lower level of awareness. So, while
their thertaeter ratings may be higher, fewer people are able to
offer an opinion about them. Sush is thus much more familiar
political person than these other potential Presidential candidates.
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Cometence: experienced,
intelligent, knowledgeable,
cool, etc.

Stten-th: forthright, strong
leader,-willing to take a
stand, etc.

Trustworthinss: honest,
sinceres, fair, etc.

Reagan association: works with,
follows Reagan's policies

Past ositions: Vice President,
held variety of positions,
diplomat, C.I.A.

Total mentions
Nothing liked
Don't know

Total
Electorate

16%

11

7

7

5

51
10
39

Republican
Primary
Voters

23%

13

9

13

8

643
2

30

MARKTOFIMN RWAACH

haplWU e M kWd biO -edsd qeetiWOUGM dut What fthYliked best
ad i fts loot @og &b 6Fittymen prcent (sit) can gin
an aMmr about what they like best about Bush, 39% can give'no
a .r, and o 10sa4 theY le nothing about Buh. oA mng Republican
priay votrs, 6on can m mething they like, 300 don't know, and
only 2 say they don't like anything about him. Republicans (9,-

WI.LUy olda, st North Central, and high income Republicans),
Border South residents, men, senior citizens, and higher status
AmrWiar are those most able to relate somthing they like about

Adjectives daling with xetence are the Mot frequently wOluntAjeed
as the basis for liking Bush (16%). Those are followed by adjectives
relating to strength (111) and trustworthiness (71). Seven percent
(70) specifically say they like Bush because of his close association
with Reagan. The following is a summary of the most frequent vol-
unteered reasons for liking Bush.



t* 3to9 le s= Wy mt lIM. *6" 49=90 OUM y IISI (501)
can t .e " -rtM uf d t Uke

Oak. 1"*~ *0 inntm noh~v A"bf WydaA~.a

apt to be m e A. Jam, ant Mot oh O 1 r msidmts.

Wil. 11 of d s wIwta819 A t attributing s to

Bush #tms (17%) v er adjCie attiribUting weakn to
% ush, e.g., "waflkt," not agre-live .MM* "dom not Wako a stand,"

"not miMstnt," Nvis-wlh y,- "to euily myed," etce. tncluded

in. this. 01 category ae negative telaenms to Bush''s velatiohip to

tMagan, e.g., "rubber staMp for leagan" (3) and "he's a 'yes' man'
(I). Significantly, les than it of the Republican primary voters

say they don't like Bush because "he's not conservative enough." The
following is a snunary of the most frequent reasons for not liking

C Bush:

CO
cc Republican

Total Primary
Electorate Voters

Weakness: not aggressive, wishy-
washy, not consistent, rubber
staMp, etc. 17% 16%

Low oro lin the background/
not in the lizelight 5 4

!Not oersonable: arrrjant, his
personality, superior attitude 4 3

Total mentions 42 37
Nothing disliked 11 13
Don't know 47 50
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to th l e likes and dislikes of Rash, thefe 1e
a WN"I ionm at~an ef ansvers when voters are asked what Iush
voule handle Particularly well if elected President. rully 231
volunteer f oeign policy in general and another 7% volunteer such
slmcific area national dede, foaeign trade, relations with the
Sovlet Union, and nuclear ano control. By coParison to foreign
policy, 20% volunteer economic issues including a 12% mention of
handling the deficit an lopblm Bush 'uad hode well.

Ofrall, SI can volunteer something they think Bush would handle
vell; SO say he would handle nothng well; and 44% ham no prceptions
of Bush in this context.

There is less focus to the answers on what the voters think Rush might
handle poorly. Forty-seven percent (471) of the voters do have
something to volunteer, but these responses are spread across foreign
policy/defense (18%), economic issues (13%), and other domestic issues
(12%).

These general evaluative questions point out several findings:

Sush is Amll-known as Vice-Presidents go, and enjoys agenerally warm reception among the national electorate.
" Bush's major pluses at this time are public perceptions ofexperience, competence, his connection to PresidentReagan, and his ability to handle foreign policy issues.
" His rmaor wakness at the present time is just that -- anumber )f voters tee him as wak or a "yes" man.
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Foreign policy in g a 23%National defense 53
Foreiya trade 2 4SReligions wit S" IOU 4
Nuclear arms 1 2military speni ITerrorists 1 2Diplomacy 1 1CiA covert activities *l 1

30% 40%

ti Reduce budget deficit 12% 16%Economy/economic growth 4 6Reduce government spending/waste 
34Unemployment 
1Lower taxes 1

20% 28%

CCarryina out Reaan
principles/continue to do what
Reagan has done 5% 6%

Total mentions 
51% 61%Would handle nothing well 5 5Don't know 
44 34
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c@'I~an

Foreign policy in L

0130

•National defense 3
roreiy trade ij 2

Terrorists 2 ,Relations with Soviets 2 .Defense spending * -

t8% 17%

Economic rSsue-

Budget deficit 8% 6%Economy 2 2Unemployment 2 2
Would spend more 2 1
Taxes 1

13% 12%

C Other Domestic/Social Policy
Social Security 2% 1%cc Welfare 2 *Concern for the poor 2 *Domestic affairs (unspec.) 1 1Labor unions 1 
Education I 1Women's rights/women's issues 1 
Civil rights/affirmative

action I 1Social services 1 1Abortion I 2Concern for minorities 1 *Concern for farmers •
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Wj, Mk: : e kmoL=q WAh? TO WWG thIS queation,, pereoptio," Cc Ru
WrS loo0W at by evegy durp~csbruboth by themselves anin coftnation with otw degraphic variables. After perfoming
this bi"varnt. ed mltivariate analygis, it wa Zound that,
ost: Amricem approve of Bush$ perormfance in office as Vice-

President and have a gewrally Im and favorable personal grgsptic
- of hi.. the followi voter grUP hold Bush in highet regars

Republ, Lan partisans•Sout MnrsP vters 55 or older
people with inoms over $40,000

o There is not much significant interaction among these groups, that is,Southerners of all ages are more favorable toward Bush, as are high
C) incous voters of all ages residing in all parts of the country.Co

At the other end of the spectrum, white Devocrats, blacks, Jews, and
residents of the mid-Atlantic states are less favorably disposed

toward Bush.
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MIMM Af cIna Mircencin of Buor s ih

d PMP I ke Gorp ba While that is a omplicated qupation

to Minte, it - to boilL fr to severaL Jy factons

* he is a fmiliac gaaeitVSpeople swt that he is phicoopIlcaLly cloe to U
° people ru tm
SpeoAle 8ocIate him with P-Onald Reagan, h they aloknow, like, ad trust

First of all, the public is fmiliar with &sh. Only Itrelot Reagan
all and fOrIOr Presidents Gerald Ford and Jiumy Carter are aroe fliliar

to the PrOral Public than aush. Ard Bush is the rmt well-known of
- the. potential 1988 presidential candidate. Nearly all (97%) of the
country's Republicans have heard of Bush, while 251 are unaware of
Doler, 27% are unaware of Baker, 33% have never heard of Kirkpatrick,

0) and 48% are unfamiliar with Kemp.

CD
WThe American public is ideologically lust right-of-center. On a
(:r 7-point liberal-conservative scale, where 1 is very liberal, 4 is

moderate, and 7 is very conservative, the national average is 4.3.

When asked where they would place George Bush on this scale,

Republicans and Democrats alike place him at 4.6, close to the
national average and closer to their respective averages than their
placement of Reagan. However, perceived ideological Cistance from
Bush only mildly explains why people like ana dislike him. Party

identifications, for example, explain 7cre than twice the variance in
Bush's thermometer ratinjs 'than co self-cescribed ideological
distances. Even so, it is important that most Americans feel

ideologically comfortable with Bush.



M so k m iii at 4 qualities bsh posese, Bush

qesON, tsp. (M a 0-1.0 scale at he wimch af that qUi L t
-ii! ...... . la n a 6.6 fs tm Pabiic an runIo rt i, a .6i
as MMn ai dW, ad 6.4 an satrnhip, Ttuetoehtiss"
adm ledrshp - f tsh highly Mrete to Qftal cpinimo of bash' l
ft tha i is eW high cn trus is thus a psitive firding., ,tt

!~I~J~tb ~ 98gdghip ad prom to be a probl s* it
Isafurther idiestun of a veto*plo IM CtWG- M09

Wnt qaalitie frm a list cf five they Wuld like
in fext oLfsidn..(aLi f twich are Bash characteristics),

In Ohm WI -rwith Ranld ReaWgn - is highly asociated
with iercetin o bsh, meaning that evaluations of Bush are often
made with Reagan in mind. In M sense this is good, since peaan is
very popular and visible. But in another sene it is a hindrance to
Bush in developing his wn political identity.

CD Uf the five Bush characteristics, prespected by foreign leaders," is
cc the attribute with the greatest potential impact with the voters.

Nearly One-third (32%) selected it fran the five as the mt important
characteristic for the next president to have, and another 26%
selected it aM the second most important attribute. However, the
iz!ora people place on this attribute currently is not related to

4their opinion of Bush. The same is true for the other three
characteristics; none of them help explain the public's overall regard

for Bush,
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in ....... ... .. ..e. . " "s'

enp=Lt~sd 43i~ 6 (32) 361 (17)

Is L *wz!nu now 26 (13) 27 (14)
Cone ative 25 (14) 32 (19)
Has Iwrd with Roald VAnM 20 ( 9) 29 (14)

It is interesting to see just who selects what characteristics as
their -first choice. Though all voter groups chose Orespected by

o foreign leaders" over the other choices, holding a variety of
9overnmwnt Positions is ,ore important than average to middle aged
voters, members of the intelligentsia, and Jews. eing in government
now is more important to residents of the South and voters aged 55 to
64. B3eing conservative is relatively m'ore. important to "4ountain state
residents, both strong and indeendent Republicans, and the intelli-
,entsia. Having worked with Reagan is relatively more important to
strong Republicans, lower end whites, and Border South residents.

While the Reagan connection would appear to be relatively un;ortant,
that would )e an erroneous overall conclusion. From practically all
the other results on Reagan, Bush's association with Reagan is a major
asset for his candidacy. What these particular results do mean is
that Rush's foreign policy experience and his wide ranging government
background are major issets for him when the time oms to use them.
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In susmay, the rican public likes George gush becausehe *i
Am to the t feel IeologiCally rtable with nim, tk

tvat-W4i W Ur1y amciate him with Prnald Resgan, whom they4o
knCo aid tSt. oSO fWCs that ught to play a stronqePt irntt
delnin BmBsh Ma pottical figure are is mes and his ledegrOMp
qualities. Bush has a srly Pr-OM ,a1 advent e er his.1S"
op MSom;tSOm e is Is renitly a voce na r eil f

. p t advantage -Il disappear as the other candidate

c.siming in earnst. The best thing that Bush could do in th*
coming mOnths, as he caM4igns for other Republicans around the
oowtry, is to broaden his public image and begin to highlight his

rin and leadership agpxrienc*.

COrVaring Bush and Raan

As is alluded to earlier, George Bush's public image is closely

related to Ronald Reagan's. It is very important as the 1988 campaign

begins and Reaqan's term comes to a close to define iust how

perceptions of Bush and Reagan are related, where there are dif-

ferences, ana how Bush can both take advantage of pu:lic goodwill
toward Reagan and begin to develop his own image.

Ccuparing the two on an issue dimension, a plurality of the nation's
J)ool of voters believe Bush would handle seven specific issues about
the sam as Reagan has. The marginal differences are interesting,
thoucgh, and prove Bush to be a more "centrist" Political figure

ideologically oamparec to President Reayan. Bush receives a small

)A

th

co0c
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wd~t-PI an handling polcies agnasnIq 'wrt (2it VIA
hhilS It bettoe, 511 the emsr 141 root as *41, for an.pin

,a.I) ai M's rights (240, 47to 1,1)o L 1 the other S 1isues

tt the adeal budget deficit, aoritms. Cur rlations with te
Union, national ecc iic PIlicy, aid taes th-- re is no signif ant
diffeumin btwmaln Reaa aS dush on 'm %=ld b ter hdU t.hW

ag RVublican rimcy vtmM, the inqiu nsme Out mah the sae.
Aepublic amerally believe that Bush would handle things pretty

- mach as Pmgan hms, but would be emewhat better an wen's rights,
, policies concerning minorities, and handling the f decal buaget

dticit. They feel he'd handl taxes and relations with the Soviet

Union soamwhat less wll.

Both the general and Republican Prilmay electorates show the greatest

indecision on the issue of abortion. T.nty-four percent (24%) of the

general electorate and 20% of the Republican primary electorate does

not know how Bush would handle abortion.

As discussea previously, on a 7 -point ideological scale, Americans

i'lace themselves just slightly right of center, at 4.3. They place

Ronald Regan at 5. L on this same scale and George Bush at 4.6. Voters

thus think of Bush as closer to themselves on an ideological basis

than is Reagan.



S....l-.. 4 W ith t h still olw -to: the6 thani

two M uA&h ad ""gn, at 4. 4w. 5 it
their ~ pl~t diftifte left of 4euter to 3.9 ms0*sa

Ump~~is U 00:,s psin, 'uet. -eaad kink stad AeloIcalzy.

1~~eidolgt~ datinhoelnm, -0 1u shot Ain olaning

the p~Ablics inc of MOWga "Me Unir aptln of whob Thirty
0 pezent of the variance in Reagan's thernmeter ratings can be

expoained by a wnath e voteorsI party identifications, and

thei peceid idelogvicel t frm him*. In oxftat, only 17

of the variance in Bushs therm-ter ratings can be eplained by the

combination of party identifications and perceived ideological
0

distances from him. (Indeed, perceived ideological distances from,

Reaga have a slightly higher correlation to their thermimter ratings

D of Bush than do the voters' reported ideological distances frca Bush.)

Reagan has a strong personal appeal that does much to ,noderate his

perceived conservatism. Fully 51% of the electorate, Democrat and

Republican alike, like Reagan better than they like Bush (as reported

on their thrnaowter ratings). Tuenty-nine percent (291) like Reagan

a lot better than 3ush (10 or more points) and 22% like Reagan less

than 10 points more than Bush. Another 35% like them both equally

well (or poorly), and 14% like Bush better than Reagan.



Pt,

0

r

MARKETOflNION RIESEARCH

In d Oascal ele o , thme ifo 1le Reagan much won than usi
gi9Lw ft00 8 OV avene rating and Bush a 470 rating. Those who
lil m-n slight mly e then lush give Reaga a 790 rating and Bush
a 70 rating* Those wh like them equally give them both a 63*
rating# and tM mho like nh ame than Rega give Bush a 60o and
Reegm a 30. min, men though most voters like Reagan nore than
lush, BU still mCOLves a am ad fLavorable rating an"g all but

the *W* ReagnPLtes. Rer, if voters like Bush more than Reagan,

they mLGY don't like Reagan.

Amng the gwwral electrate, those who like Ragan acra than Bush are
Yowi and Republican. Those who like Bush better than Reagan are

largely Damocratic.

The major Masons these groups like Reagan more than Bush are:

* they trust Reagan more than Bush
o they believe Reagan is rmre of a leader
* they believe Reagan is better at handling relations with

the Soviets than Bush would be

These reasons all point to a need for Bush to develop a stronger

personal tuage

AMOng Republican Primry voters, 36% like Reagan a lot mre than Bush,

30% like Reagan somewhat :'ore than Bush, 36% like them equally, and 7%
like Bush more than Reagan. In point of fact, however, all of these

groups like both Bush and Reagan and there are very few significant

- I A -
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* leadership
* tvstwocthirm
* handling the d(ficit
* handling relations with the Soviet Union

Republicans show little difference from the electorate at large in
this respect.

One of the largest gaps between Bush and Reagan is on leadership.
Anong four inportant character traits (competence, trustworthiness,
concern, and leadership), Bush oompares -ost unfavorably to Reagan on
leadership and, as w just saw, it is one reason that Reagan is more
popAAr than Bush. This is partly because leadership is the quality
most associated with Reagan. The gap also exists partly because the
voters' ratings of Bush on leadership drop moderately below their
ratings of him on the other three qualities. Out of a :ssible 10 on
leadership, Bush receives a 6.4 average rating to Reagan's 7.7. The
leadership gap between Reagan and Bush exists to about the same
magnitude among Republican primary voters: Reagan 8.8/Bush 7.4.

dif i -yftw . MonMtM 5e d -777-Wggthe eu*4,
,d l b s m ,o g*ethan lus are &sftt stron r hen aera g

;age& , aii a f hi gl ae o ga and "e likely to
live wt f the mLmiIml who like sh sore thaneagan
hav a to be older and le IPactls than those w like
0 a4M 1e than lush. MT2hey are also oe ha m ore Ooflenthatised in

ew OmIN adthe t oNealmaim *tgian.

The =mior Ju RepiIcanWs lke ems C@un then BMh Mal

ti

0
0

Go
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m/,..si most favorably to Reagan in the total electorateon
t ustumthiness. The voters give Rush a 6.8 average rating on
possmeng this dirarteig' trait we ze ro mans the person ftsinot
psses it at all ad ten tans the person pssesses the trait as
mah any person possibly can. 6  Reagan receives a 7.1 average

rating. BY N Of uftetm a" , Tod K wdy recLVes a loW 5.7
rating on tv mtc as. ahemd tially below m. 1h Reaggmas
gap on t-Lst-r-tiss is the mest iportant in explaining the full
range of differenos in feelings wafrd began and Iush. TUst can be

0 a rter of familiarity, hovever, As the electorate becomes more

familiar with Bush, they may grow cmr trustful. Leadership is the
met closely related to just the voters who like Reagan a lot more

than Bush.

The difference between Reagan and Bush is the same on concern and

C cCMpetence with Bush drawing a 6.6 on each one and Reagan two more
Co 7.1's. Interestingly, Ted Kennedy does not edge Bush or Reagan on
CC concern although, expectedly, concern is the trait voters most

associate with him. Kennedy pulls a 6.5 on concern.

The gaps between Bush and Reagan on concern, competence, and trust-

worthirss are moderately larger among Republican primary voters than

for the total electorate. The ratings of both men are significantly

more omsitive among Republicans, but Reagan's ratings increase by a

larger amunt than do Bush's. Moreover, the total electorate pattern

of Bush comparing rust favorably to Reagn on trustworthiness does not
exist among Republicans. Instead, Bush drops just slightly on

trustworthiness among Republicans.
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~d u U tm n to qalitie of the four most at
W ftft OVul1 aluatiom of ReaaN Bush Bush 's,

a-etivey UMs on ots( M p, o ie vith the sunt n a -
son that he is w , a 'utthat Muh needs to find opportunities to

dinsttte eadwshP ad to develAopan SImpless11:11" !g- - Wm his=ohmctimn tm RM n. This is rt to say that he should disavow the
Pt six yoi p but that voters should have noe infonution upon
which to buse twir q nim e thn gu's Vo.-jMptD VftW in th
Pagan adinstratios.

In ViceSPssident --asVics--PrQ=dm _ Substands inOx~d st$ d.2sth

198 election cor,"Lgn d aws nearer. Awar9eness of Bush L greater
than that of the other oontenders at the present time, voters feel
idoogicallY ufortable with 8ush, and they believe him to be honest
ad trustwOrthy. One perception that could dog him when the campaign
gets underway, however, is lack of definition Bush has in terms of
leadership abilities. This seam due to the fact that People identify
him mainly as Reagan's Vice-President and do not know enough about his
past posiaions in and out of government.
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psjumy oF UggLzegg TOVAS S+ 4m f UW POLITICS

UervVewFvubtF.tg

RONALO MISON 60.3

LEE IACOCCA 64.
JNE IRKPATRICK 61.3

NOMRO SBAKER 5.6
JOHN GLENN
JACK KiNP

TIP O'NEILL
PAT ROBERTSON

$8.2

56.6
53. 1

JESSE JACKSON 66.1q

JANE FONOR 13.0
,q-n

v

JERRY FALWELL 33.1

ASSERT 0OL.$ 5..490fo ro s .7
NAOCUONO 56.6

GOAT NM S.'
TEO KENNEOT 56.0
JENNY CARTER 53.1

WALTER NONOALE 16.6
GERALOINE FERRARO 46.C
GEORGEALLACE 40.0

Very Cold, Unfavorable Feeling
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su m OF FEELINGS TOWARD GOUPS IN POLUTICs

UerV Warm, Favorable Feel tng

CONSERVATIVES 49.0

LIBERALS 41.3

THE REPUSLICAW PARVT 60.1
TIE OENOCRATIC PMIT 56.7

Uery Cold& Unfavorable Feeling

0

1A0
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100 4f,, Ift so. r

PartYIdmtlfgoda

Mpmolicen
to pa4it

Rlaticml maicm

Now VIland
Mid-Atlantic
East North Central
Wftt North Central
Boiler
Dep South
Mountain
Pacific

18-24
25-39
40-54
55-64
654

Sex

Male
Female

H igh incom
Intelligentsia
Middle class
Lower end
Jews
HispaiL

loft
loft
loft

Io
loft

loft
loft
1000
100%
100%

100%
100
100
100
100%

100
100

100%
100t
100
100%
100%
100%

100%

(continued on next page)

1!6
49

58
54
56
63

641
60
56

56
57
60
61
62;

62

63
60
61
52
63
42

0
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(OMOtd)

..W t

na *hs ft
Catholc

vtLftd ite unin
S' um- cn whte

to"
100I

1006

s4

46
43
so

25

31
30
22

171
is23
12

40 63

59
5S

I;mt

*Average is based on a 00 to 1000 therrioter scale, where 0-very cold and 'un-favorable and 100-very warm and favorable.
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I~' Lik Aut hi
ON hi
Csonf

N U. IknW
Ws

loft l1t 10%

could

Nam

42%

DiSlik.

11%

on'tknow/

471

so
58
43

44

43
47
51
56
49
6O

43

51
4,)

53
4)
43

43
52

NidaxdmtiC

Et No~th Central
W6st Nth Central
Sorder South
00eP South
Mountain
Pacific

18-24
25-39
40-54
55-64
65+

loft
1oft
loft

1001
100%
100%
100%
100%

100%
100%
100%
100%
100%

40

33
43
54
54
56
55
45
52

45
49
47
53

[ -rJ
Sex

Male
Female

High inccme
Intelligentsia
Middle class
LOfr end
Jews
Hispanics
Blacks

100% 42
100% 42

100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%

47
50
53
52
45

_ "'1

Tftal

37
31

43

43

36
37
35
44

38
43
36
46
43

35

13
13
10
11

2
10

12

10

911
10
9

13
11
9

13
14
5

13
8

14
5

13

11

14
14

54
44
36
35
42
35
55
36

45
42
42
37
25

45

43

26

25
46

WOOL'" amomt



stmv 54Weank qm : blla 16"% 2 32 .1 4
T 1 Upssn A ~ * 10030 a.2 #1 is' so

N DgLgand 100 45 I 55 32 17 S1
Kid-Atlantic ION% 20 # 20 46
En t North Ontra 100 -- 16 42Wtbt North Central 100% - 33 8 52
BoRd-er South 1003 53 - 47 40 6 54
DM South 100 70 - 30 27 16 57
Mountain 100 64 - 36 32 12 56
Pacific 100% 72 - 26 44 13 43

18-24 100% Ir1 4 17 I451 4 5125-39 100% ,, 2 32. 44 12 44
40-54 1001 67 1 32 30 19 51
55-64 100% 18I - 26 28 17 55

c- 65+ 100% 8- 20 27 17 56

Sex

Male 100% I71 2 22 44 10 46
Female 100%t ' 1 37 31 15 54

Status Group

High incxm 100 1 " 1 2 16 43 16 41
S Intelligentsia 100% 17T m 22 1M12 37

Middle class 100% 65 4 31 43 10 47
Lo r erd 100 52 1 48 18 14 68



AL ~WRUIONOF'

WIS OW 8 ACAN

SWJ 4.* 44 6.1 RON"L 10EM

I
O 110e6Y Few

LIN"

S
eft"Y

4
Moderate

t S

CeeownVele C 0e~av

7
Extremely

ColServative

ALL VOTMRS

SELF
4.7

GEORGE BUSH 4.

5 .I RONALD REAGAN

C
Extremely
Liberal

2
Fairly

Liberal

3

Liberal

4
Moderate

5 6
Slightly Fairly

Conservative Conservative

7
Extremely

Conservative
REPUI.CANS

GEORGE
BUSH
4.7 5.1 RONALD REAGAN

4
Moderate

DEMOCRATS

S
Slightly

Conservative

a
Fairly

Conservative

7

Extremely
Conservati.

i
I~

SELF
3.9

I
Extremely

Liberal

2
Fairly

Liberal

3
Slightly
Liberal
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InPortanoe of Presidential Characteristics

Total

Number 4Cases

Selected First

Res -Aeted by foreign
leaders%

Has l l~d a variety
of tpverio nent
positions

Is in ()vernaIent naw

Conservat ive

Has worked with
Ronald Reagan

None

Don't know/keIfused

Total

100%

(1 5w)

SEartXi)__

_ep I nru . Dam ..

100 100 100%

(659) (144) (695)

32% 27% 40% 341

19

8

8
I I

11)

1I

New

100%

(79)

341

16

9

16

4

14

a

Mid-
Atlantic

1001

(246)

341

22

15

14

7

7

North

(263)

310

23

13

11

10

10

3

101 00 00 10
(11) 11) UZ)4 I 3*

45oft Is 3

17

10

a

10

14

14

19

13

s

6

17

17

15

10

10

4

24.

19

S

18

10

.4

9 .,.,

"4a

(continuma(i rn Iext lw)

U

0
d

itical

-- 

--w sep

Emt kite
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%iporta of Presidential Characterisics
(contId.)

Total

Nua11tr ot Cases

Selected First

Respect& by fboreignletters.

Has h lKd a variety
ot tJpverrent
pos it ionls

Is in pvernuiawt rum

Conservdt ivo

Has wrktA with
Ronald Rejan

None

Don t know/1Refused

Total 18-24 25-39 40-54 55-64 65+

100% 100% I00% 100% 100% 100%

(1500) (237) (531) (313) (189) (225)

32% 431 331 29% 271 24%

14 21 22 21 18 21 2S

11 15 15 14 15 17 19

Ii 11 13 18 13 11 9

9 10J 9 8 7 12

9 9 8 10 10 8

3 2 2 3 4 9

NO ntll- jj* 8Lbm W1ruxa cuma

loft 105 MS 16 ii fp

(22) (163) (B) (275) ( 3) (4) (S~

324 31
33% 3f 31 3%3

14

11

13

16
10

6

34

2
11

2

11

2

19

11
3
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le t PosAble Presidgst'

TEO KENWEOT S.2
JACK KEMP 4. -

~7

25.

GEORGE NUS" 1.?
GtIT HART S.t

S

Uor t Possbile President
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MMKET OPINII( M

PUBLIC PERCEPTIONS OF UH0 UOULD MAKE A BETTER PRESIDK

- SEOw if Ie ,I-

.-_ , -_m O

- .~

1 1 2 3
OIISr POSSIBLE PRESIDENT MY 5 1

40

30

as

Is
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MJETOPINIM MWISEAgJUj

DISTRBr~c 0p? ULSliI 1ATINM
(MMAL I C A)

01

UWNVOROBLEI
WORST POSS IBLE PRIIOIN 7 6 S jST e,? s

0

40

30

10

0
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DISTRIUBrrIcNS OF BUSH iRAFD

40

30

20

10

OWMMUCw pRDIW

0 1 23
UNFOVOASOLE/
WORST POSS IBLE PRESIDENT

BEST PSSEP~~

0
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Th~.Wt ~aFL.on

-~ am~a~ItOf au lu
bqam Ummh rai

I O Rupubucan Pdiy vteiRoom 1sz-e9 rating
a~nb tusIter rating

47

36,

54

79.
70

I0t

78

35,
43.s
.3

850
as

141
360
60

71
53.*
73
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C rison of Pretions of hush and Rea na

. . Total Electorate

Total

Numbr of Cases

P~ry henti Ii 't ion

Stron j iMmfcrat
Wlak Leamrat
I ndependent Democrat
Indelendent
Independent Republican
Weak Republican
StronJ Republican

Political Region

New Englari
Mid Atlantic
East North Central
West North Central
Border Suth
LX-p South
Mountain
Pacific

Reajan Reagan> Rsagan= Bush> >___
Total flush &As Hush TOW ValFw
Ior 1OOt 100 100% 100 1001 1001 lo

(1500) (430) (327) (443) (216) (540)

17%
17
12
10
13
17
14

12%
15
9
11
17
24
13

II
16
8
9

16
19
22

21%
17
13
10
12
13
15 86

"m

m m

3
19
37
37

4
17
is
9
9

5
IS

-mm-m

4mm

419
4S

29

4
19

is10
6

30
4

13,

mm

3
16
34.
43

2
17
14
9

10
25

5
is

42

42

15
14
11

24

3)-:

10
2324

26,

4
S

(ctxitinued on next je)
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Comparison of Perceptions Of Bush and Rnt .

(cont'd. )

. Total Electorate

Reajan>>
lbota I Bush

18-24
25- 39
40-54
55-64
65#.

16%
35
21
12
15

20%
40
20
9
9

Reagan>
Bush

14%
36
21
12
17

Wsh

141
32
23
is
17

,Aex

Male
I.omale

12A
36
17
18
17

48
52

Status Grop

Iligh incrme
Intel I igentsia
Middle class
Lower und

tlispanics
Blacks

in

3522

916

50
so

191
41
24

9

.

83

16o

2

4

US XR
'pa

11 7

0)

A7

1
3

14
Is,

S

14

#7Ihis table analyzes thL .i ffrunaws in xerepticn
rusix-ctivC 0-1000 thenaxtutr sc.des. of RIam and Bush as suted an their
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ISSUE
GEORGE

HANDLING COMPARISON OF
BUSH AhND RONALD REAGAN

now m,.

glum, PM,!, uugg~ 4- e-~I

01 WUWISLE 4S NIELL

SKIPF
Minorities Wame u~ ht lkkJ.t Abortion Soviet Tms

I



r 0oc iO ted,Reagan,

H i*i '  '  . rA ss iIstI'  L

.4*"

.3.i i

.25

*0~

.15

~.10

Low
Association .0

TOTAL

Truetworthineleg

1rustwoethln*es ~eaEershIp
ompeteece Leadership

Concern

- Competence
Concern.

(Comotense)
GEORGE BUSH RONALD REAGAN TED KENNEDY

0 High
Association

Low
Association

.50

.45-

.40

.35

.30

.25

.20

.15

.10

.05

.0
GEORGE BUSH

REPUBLICAN PRIMARY ELECTORATE

Trustworthiness

Leadership

Leadership
Competence

Trustworthiness

Trustworthiness

Leadership

Competence

Concern

RONALD REAGAN TED KENNEDY

- 36 -
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RATINGS OF REAGAN, BUSH, AND KENNEDY ON PERSONAL ClR ISK
(Tota I E lectorate)

8.0

7.0

6.0

z

4.0
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RATINGS OF REAGAN, BUSH, AND KENNEDY ON PERSOW AL CI4 TERISIMS
(Republican Primarg Uotori)

S. I

.,Ronald Reagan
I George Bush
--- Ted Kennedy

CONCERN

I
aI

?0*

CONPETENCE

~p4~3w
po

__-, ,__, • _.

TRUSTNORNIMSS LerUIP

-6

5

4

3

0

rI

4_.....
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TOWa

N~mer cit Cme

ftruodd ftem

1- llGeoge mah

Ronald Reagan

George Bush

CWnMM

Ronald Reagan
George Bush

Handling of Issues

Our relations with the
Soviet Union

National economic
policy

Taxes
The federal budget

deficit
Abortion
Policies concerning

* minorities
rwmn' s rights

sig-a

1004 100t 100t 100t 100

(403 (190 (158) (154) C 39)

7.1# 7.9 8.0 6. 4.7
6.8 6.6 7.1 6o7 6o6

7.6 8.5 8.5 7.3 5.S6.4 6.0 6.9 6.6 6.1

7.1 8.0 7.9 6.8 4.6
6.6 6.4 7.1 6.7 6.2

7.1 7.9 7.8 6.8 4.9
6.6 6.4 7.2 6.7 6.3

* O& -24 -7 + 7 .44

+ 0 -17 -5 + 4 +33
-1 -19 -6 + 4 *29

+ 2 -19 + 1 + 8 +31
+ 1 -11 -3 + 3 26

+ 8 - 8 *8 +12 +35
+ 8 - 6 + 7 +11 +33

CMumbers are averages on a 0 to 10 scale, where O-doesn tand 10-psesses s ,vuch as any person possibly can.

8.4 8.s
7.8 7.1

8.7 8.6 6.5
7.9 8.3 7.9

8M8 8.9 9.1 8.9 6.7
794 6.7 7.7 8.1 7.5

8,3 8.4 8.5 8.4
7.7 7.1 7.9 8.3 6.'

8.4 8.3 8.7 8.6 1-.5
7.7 7.0 8.0 8.2 ".4

-4 -26 4 2 4

-1 -13 - 5 +3 :*
-4 -17 - 3 .5 -

* 8 -12 + 6 +20 -5
* 0 -15 + 4 +8 - 5

*11 + 2 + 9 +17 -
+11 - 1 +12 +17 -

possess the characteristic it i_..

&Numbers are the percent difference between "(George Bush) would handle it better" .Ronald Reagan and "would not handle it well. A positive number means Bush would - -.it better than Reagan.

*Oualities and issues are listed in order of strength of effect on perceptions of -and Bush. Boldfaced items indicate a significant relationship between that item n..-difference in opinion of Reagan and Bush.
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Even though the 1988 RLisldential election is 36 months way, three
1988 trial heats wre teted in cder to amass th early strength at
George Bh against Possible Democratic opponents. At the present
tim, Bush leads Ted Kennedy by a 51 to 45% margin, vith 4%

V undecided; he top Gary Hart by a 50% to 45% margin, with 5% unde-

cideds and he edges ot Lee Iacocca by a 49% to 43% margin, with 7%

undecided&

All the races are similar in their overall nurgins, but each reveal

a different subgroup pattern of voting. Bush leads all three non

among Republicans, garnering a solid 82% against Kennedy and 8U%

against Hart. he falls to a lesser 73% against Iacocca, indicating

that Iacocca has some drawing power among Republicans. Bush gets his

largest share of Independents (51%) against Kennedy, and the lowest
(39%) against lacocca again indicating Iacocca's potential drawing

power. Bush gets his biggest share of the Lemocratic vote (29%)

against Iacocca and the least (2U%) against Kennedy.

Regionally, Bush leads all three men in all but the Eastern Seaboara,

East North Central, and Mountain states. Kennedy's regional strength

lies in New England, Hart's in New England ana the Mountain states,

and Iacocca in the Eastern beaboard (New England and the Mid-Atlantic

states).
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B_"6_ the D@mocrats amng adults under 25 *g'
OW 5# MON NO u a m W3udi class whitemev ng the into..-
gWetsia, Od MOW Um.

Cawining all t10 h ot givs a gwod me of the OMe RePublican
aNd W-ecatic ;ri@dntjAd CnetitUenies8 at the present time. In
totl, 4" of the vDt is epubliCa- vith 30% core Republican and
19 Not ieublican - ad 44% is Demoatic - 24% core Demcrtic,
200 soft Democratic. The other 7% are marginal voters who are
undecided an the trial heats at the esent tim.

tn The. core Republican vote against the 3 tested Democrats consists
of:

IN * northrn white Protestants (31%)
* whites in the South (371)
* over 55 (30%)

qlm S over $40,000 incom (21%)

The soft Republican vote is made up of those who vote Republican on 2
out of the 3 ballots. A plurality of them (44%) are ree Iacocca
defectors. These eligible voters are largely weak or independent
Republicans. Iacocca Republican defectors are older than Kennedy or
Hart defectors; Hart's defectors are the youngest. lacocca defectors
are nMtly male; Hart defectors are female. Iacocca defectors are
also of higher socioeconcmic status than are either Hart or Kennedy
defectors. Regionally, Iacocca defectors live north of the
Mason-Dixon line, while slightly over a third (34%) of the pro-Kennedy
defectors are white Southerners. Also, union defectors go for Kennedy
and Hart more than for Iacocca.

- III -
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* 0 a0 kMeratie vow, 24t of the electorate in these 3 trlet
bhests W 3YW (15 are under 25, 371 are aged 25 to 39), Middle
cUaM (251O) lover &-A (161), black (240), and from the Bastet"n
Seaboard (351) or the pest North Centxa stats (201).

A 41 plurality of the omratic dfe , fh- vot* 2 Bush an one
of the three ballots, do so to vote against racocca. They are
stronly DWcatC, lover status, and largely geale. They Just

0 don't like rae Zacooca.

Each Dmvcrat appears, then, to have his om 4 wtitunCy. bMedy is
LO) SUl oed moet by the party regular, Hart draws a younger vote, and

Ia&occa grasps a larger share of the centrist vote. None currently
0f has a larger or broad enough constituency to outdraw George Bush.

Each contest looks as though it Umuld be a tight one, however.

o Looking at these data, the dsmographic profile of the defectors, and
their perceptions of Rush, it appears that the voter groups Bush can

most easily lose are:

e Northern whites under 40 with incomes under S40,000, who
could go Democratic

* Northern high income whites over 55, Who could defect ina primary situation, but probably would not in a general
election

Thus, Bush may have difficulty holding onto the younger, marginal

voter, who came over to the Republican column because of Reagan.
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Here are some je.ral election races for President that Could be cm the balme who uwould vote for if the election Owre bi h d and
Which way do you lean as_ of toda _y -- toward (REPEAT FuL NA IN SAamm t? "-

ToLd I

Nuntr ,)t Cases

Georue Bush
Ted Kennedy
Lkn° t know/Rkf used

George Hush
Gary Hdrt
ULn't kilw/Refused

George hush
Lee) [acoxc(,a
Don't know/Retused

I(k-imt i t icat ion

'i')t _ .Ind. Dem.

lout 100% 100% 100%

(1500) (659) (144) (695)

511 82% 511 20%
45 16 38 74
4 1 it 5

50% 80% 441 24%
45 17 40 72
5 2 17 4

491 7h& 391 29%
43 2S 42 61
7 2 1H 10

Iblltical in

Fast Wet
New Mid- North North

EI lan Atlantic Central C ntral

100% 100%

C79) (246)

341
61

5

33%
61
6

421
53
6

49%
48
2

47%
48

5

44%
51
5

100% 100% 100 100

(263) (111) (118)

4S%

51S

44%
50
6

46%
47
7

54%
41
5

58%
41
2

sit39
11

SS4A SMt
41 42
S 4

57% 56%
38 41
S 4

SNI 57033 3X
10 6

,iounl I Pcific

loft 1009

(so) no1)

5$'
3,
6

431

504S

416

$39
41
S

539
490

6

4S%43 L1

(continued oni nxt paje)

Dup
South

(392)
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re are sone Ujneral election races ft)r President that could be on the ..ll. in 196. fr &so noA wuld vote for if the election were beif held today and the 1.820 n I W-- the,
Lch ay do You lean as of today - tOward (IPEAT FULL NAMES IN S"" ON 

= 
)?

mt d.)

.... Sex

'ToLtl 18-24 25-39 40-54 55-64 65.+
Fe-

100% 100% loot loot loot 100% 100% 100%

High
Inimm

IntOlli- Middle [mBr
gentsia Clamn _ J

iber of (Cses

ir(le Niush
I Kennedy
't kium/l4.blused

)r(Je hush
-y Hart
Ot knw/RefusedI

)rte Bush
blacocca
I't know/Refused

(1500) (237) (531) (313) (189) (225)

51% 54% 46% 531 48% 571 56% 45%45 43 50 42 49 38 40 504 3 1 6 4 6 4 5

50% 53% 47% 51% 50% 56% 54% 46%45 4J 50 44 46 36 41 49
5 5 4 5 6 7 5 5

49% 54% 4111 50t 46% 511
43 40 46 42 43 43
7 5 6 7 12 7

48% 51%
48 39
5 10

1000t lo1t lo1 f 100 10t lo

(228) (163) (

66%
30
4

62%
36
1

54%
42

4

62%
33
7

52% 54 53
39 42 419 4 S

158) (275) ( 53) ( 63) (159)

57% 46% 34% 44% 13%
40 S 62 51 83

4 3 4 6 4

52% 52 55% 3%t 43A 2%42 42 36 55 41 636 6 9 8 16 10

32% 49% 2%
68 43 69

" 8
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status 9.MUlm .

(726) (774)



loft loft 1001 lof 100 loft

pgco- IrOW care

loft 100FA 100%
mter cc Cu (1W) ( 359) ( 07) ( 70) ( 137) ( 3) ( 72) ( 120)

R icmo, Znv zdmti

ort

Fo]ltica. Real. m

Now England
Rid-Atlantic
£t North Cntral

West North Central
Border Suth
DOOp South
Mountain
Pacif ic

18-24
25-39

loo 40-54
55-64
65

Sex

Male
Female

Status rx

High incom
Intelligentsia
Middle class
Lower end
Jewish
Hispanic
Black

(continued on next page)

44% so
10 6
46 l

5
16
18
7
8

26
S

14

16
35
21
13
15

7

6
22
5

14

15

21
14
14

16 11 S
54 61 73

6
17
17
7
4

30
1O
9

16
38
24
12
12

10
21
20
7
6

22
2

13

17
43
13
10
17

9
14
21
5
8

24
8

12

10
49
16
16
9

44%
9

47

S
17
16
9
9
35
3
8

22
31
27
12
9

53%
12
3S

7
19
20
9
8

24
4
9

28
34
23
4

12

(457)

75% 1=112 7
13 13

6
22
is
6
7

22
7

17

12
35
21
11
20

8

1

31

L
I)

5-

5
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2%
14
14
26

21
10
29

251
14
17

22%
14
15
16

131
14
i8
34

291
is
19
30

311
22
11
27

31%
9
12

,37

*Boxes drawn CIPare core Ceocratic and Republican constituencies.
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GeodenxAjraphic Aalysis of Key Bush Support Groups

(k'neral Election Primm Election

Core

Total I ican

IC-iub- Dewo-
lican cratic Core

lxdfectors Defectors lamwrat

19% 20%
.1 US

Northern Whiite

18-9, Under $40,000
40-54, under $40,000
55+, under $40,000
18-39, over $40,000
40-54, over $40,000
55+, over $40,000

Southern Wite

18-39, ulodr $40,000
40-54, under $40,000
55+, under $40,000
18-39, over $40,000
40-54, over $40,000
55+# over $40,000

Jews
H- nics
Blacks

14)0%
100%
100%
100%
1001
100%

100%
100%
100%
i00%
100%
100%

10(0%
100%
100%

27
27
34
33

IA51
35

22
23
14

18

41
34
32

1421

15

33
9

41IS
19
17
18
16
15

20

14
23
18
16
6

10

27

S55
65
43
58

5

42

32
4S
35
5T
42
is

43
52I

$5 -E

33As,

14

24
2r

aB
a
29,
24

Is

Iz11

Total 100% 30% 24%

All
L__ r

58% 420
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-he ;-b n --- --. -•" SWa -INtAMAS I-S vs. 1979

it is ngtructi*tO tks a cok at the chang in the apmoition
he P ubliCm pwii y ele tram e nm the1990 19 mIdntia, O an

befem taking a hard lak at organizing for 1988, AS w knowo, thefsaigan eivilution- h had a significant bact an partsan plitim.
nApublicanw have pae fr Ihe anority pary to party Prity Oer the
pat three election cycles,.

Republicans today are younger and better educated than were
Republicans in 1979. In 1979, 441 of the Republicans were under 40.
NowS, 54 are. The1 Percent of college educated (at least swe college)
Republicans has Yone frca 461 six years ago to 56% today.

Republican gains in the South are very evident when looking at the
geographic distribution of the national electorate. In 1979, 27% of
the naticn's behavioral Republicans lived in the South. That number
has gone up to 330 today. Gains are biggest in the Deep South, where
the oontribution has gone f:m 16% to 261.

So, the party's onstituency has changed in the last six years. There
are more young Repuolicans and imre Republicans in the South, es-

pecially the Deep South.
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a SLAe kr the AMMlUa al~ii' "io,

vice-Prmident Geoe Bus is the clar front-rnner for the topub.
lican nMinmtion for President at this juncture. e leads fellow
ERblIcan Bob Ole, ftrd Daker,. Jack Kemp, and Jeane Kirkpatrick

with 580 of the first diolce vote and 761 of the combined first and
secand choice ote. 7l others a far behind -- wib 'th 30% of the
cimbed first and sond Choice vote, Baker with 271, Kirkpatrick
with 21% and Kmp with 18.

Voting intentions ae strongly related to awareness at the present
time. Only 31 of the ountry's PlRpublicans have rnm heard of Bush,
but 25% are unaware of Dole, 27% are unmare of Baker, 331 have never
heard of Kirkpatrick, and fully 48% have never heard of Kemp.

0

Rush is the clear choice among Republicans across the country. None
a? of the other candidates oms close in any geographic or demographic
AW% subgroup. Nonetheless, it is interesting to see *here the other

candidates get the support they do receive.

Bob Dole receives his highest levels of support from independent
Republicans, West "North Central state residents, Republicans under 25,

and those 65 or older.

Howard Baker draws from Republicans of all strengths of partisanship

and gets 41% of the F orier South r'te Rnd higher than (his) average

levels of support from Republicans 55 or older.
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is mftIn the Mid-Atlantic state$,,,j
mmbM ti teIntellIgsntsta Wn, aid prMUmY otars avf 55*

KW *kais =day ftm tpb11cn puty igguats aid gets his hitgftet
gsrpic dhar from the Mid-Atlantic aid Pwifi LastatS.. we Is 'far

mm PoPlar 1119wn than w~n, and draw more from middle aged
RPIP~licans than fro e ither youn or amd rapalcas.
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ftim!X U14 hms taen t1es yens bfore the first stAt. primary
ham little 09g1etive valus. h ain reaon for this is that early
trial hstts ac priumily drivn by lage dumcipencies in the OtftRS
tmillarity with the testd candidates. Theme Oname I.D. gaps'
usually disqear by the tim the zeal vote is tden, ad the eteiton
cuton €ttWn bree slght aes lin ne to the early arvey data.

In this study an attempt we nde to IXrcvid* mi data that coauld be
projected into the future. The voters wore presented with the
d"cription G the Central themes of four candidacies. By des ign,

Lf three of the tums wrs 'mant to oorrespnd to the the with which
- George Bush, Bob Dole, and Jack Kemp might becon uniquely associated

by 1988. Ths fourth th4uM is not known to be uniquely aSociated with
any 1988 contender, but it was acided as the possible unclaimed winner.

(Its resemblence to the meaninc of Reagan's presidency is clear

enough, however.)

The four themes, randomly presented, were:

• Has the best personal qualiLfcations for the
5ob. (Bush)

* Considers reducing the federal budyet c eficitsthe oountry's number one priority. (Dole)

Is a fighter for making major changes in
govervwent. (Kemp)

* Woula step-up the pace of reducing government
spending anri strengthening our position in theworld. (Unclaimed)



2WAT A-in a vittu&ieo
.. MO6 -W 630* i i s h IL oisss h"

the~e Ma w th a 18M' u @ Jy siated with his* H is
an t"I t for is but, alone,

t wil m get hia elected

lT rsulls, just as clea&ly dmstrate the u;eat appeal of an issue
themu and the red for Bush t be aesociated with am. Moreover, six

O years into the Reagan Revolution the two principle themes of that
revolution still exhibit significant appeal. This, of course, may
change. by 1988. Nevertheless, these results confirm. that the

CrI candidate who is most associated with carrying on the Reagan
Revolution would have the inside track in the RepuOlican primary.

For the fost Part, the Potential Republican primary candidates have
not successfully associated themselves with one of these generic
preferncms of Republican primary voters. The primary trial heat
result among Bush, Cole, Kemp, et al does not significantly change
across three of the four yeneric preferences of Republicans. The
exception are the Republicans who prefer the candidate with the Oest
Qersaial qualifications for the job. bush is their candidate; 66%
vote for him against 31% for the omoined field.
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A suIlli. ZUm 9f aMOciat is om in te groupings at Spuf1o

the .combined field, As previously discussede the latterfrcha etim Is the nly ong Ce tpe byve which In now assciated

P with gush and helps explain wh voters lke or dislike him. Therelationship of the primary trial host to these selections is an
tcstly dmmme raticn CC the e trlier f inaing.

Th mta i (lcmwh eths3k ihRaj
Regm ihI ii nise .%vt o i gis S o

th obndfed. A rvosydscsetelte



Total

Nagr ccca (457) (0)

3 mtt~ ogth , t aj, 19 1 4
*swt tcth Cmtral 10 i

Boardr South 11 1
OMP South 16 26
Noutain 6 6
Pacific 13 15

o 18-24 16 1925-39 28 3S
40-54 22 2155-64 14 10C 65+ 21 15

CD Sex

Male 51 53Female 50 47

Educat ion

Less than high school 17 10High school/Vocational 37 34
San College 24 31
College graduate 22 25

Other GrOUPs

Hispanics 2 4Blacks 3 2
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It the primary election to select tlw Rixd)lican candidate for Pmldentmm b.
were (CAMIWw N w o), ,_uld you bevotinfor (CANMD TR

Wich"a .doe..youloan.se of !_: rd (F T LLN jMU)?
tio would be your sen-ond choice,>

Party
Ient iticat ion

- 11ftca1ish

Total

Nvtx.r )t Cases

Comb i rn 1st & 2nd
Choices

lo(tal !Hep. Ind.i. Iew.

100 1001 100% 1001

(5.'0) (498) ( 16) ( 26)

I.

aSt iWst
New Mid- North North

: 2.Iand Atlantic Central cap

1100%00oft 100ft lo001 e1001 0414-0.I loft
(22) (93) (78) (47) (46)'-(1421 t 2§1-

Georqe Iu.h
Ilob Lk im
Hmard lhker
-lack Kemnq
,leane Kirkpatrick
Dona't know/Retusou--

First Choice

Geor j B ush

bob Ible
Howard Baker
Jack Kemp
Jeane Kirkpatrick
Donot kno/Refused

(cOnLinuei( ) n rbxt paj_,)

761
30
27
18
21
20

58%
10
12
8
7
6

'76%
30
28
19
21
20

59%
9

12
H
7
5

631
17
34
6

29"31

58%
11

6
20

741
43
20
13s
19
21

47%
21
17
6
5
4

711
25
30
13
28
25

60%

21

118

73%
25
28
23
31
18

55%
8

11
11
13
3

721

34
24
19
22
23

541

11
11
10
5

7S138
33
11
21
16

,4116

92
4

73%
27
41
16
13
16

551
13
14
9

9

83%
33
26
16
12
23

64%
11
12
4
s
4

71%26
25

8
25
29

52%

16

38
22
24
24
16

S

6

0
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If the primry election to select the I 1)1 ican candidate for Presjdqtt g beih4
(CANDIDTE NAM) would b9 voti for (CApriTr ele)?

Wic d YO lean as o f tow ard (=E AT FULL NA tS INs & W?
Whb UrMIM I V ....... -- - ,2 - .

'T'otaI 18-24 25-39 40-54 55-64 65+

1001 loot 1oot loot loot oot

(540) ( 99) (188) (119) ( 50)

:d)ined 1st & 2nd
:'hoices

leorJe iush
iob Lb1e
lowaard Haker
lack Ke i
leane Kirkpatrick
hxi't know/Retused

'irst Choice

eoryj flush
Ob Ible
Oward Baker
mck Keup
sane Kirkpatrick
on't know/kefusixi

76% 816 77%
30 38 29
27 19 29
18 16 17
21 20 18
20 22 21

581
10
12
8
7
6

6wt
15
5

4

3

II15
7
6

71%
24
23
26
20
26

56%
7
10
14
4
8

70%
29

31
20
29
10

57%
7
9
5
13
8

( 84)

76%
36
38
11
24
11

54%
8
17
6
12
3

Sex

Fe-

male

100% loft

(270) (270)

781
33
28
25
18
14

6I%11

11
10
4
3

74'

27
12
23
27

55%
9

12
6
9
8

lOS ROOM

Ht~l4f)

75'
31

14

5%13
12
12
6
2

741
21 -
34

3.

12

13
4

SB'
13
13.
5
5
5

5f
12

21

*1
1R 7

9
18

Totdl I

unber ot ca.,-s

4A
21
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ga n qm ..... tte....
i in d 641 40%' C.uwisgs rseaoin tim2s- a

budft deficits the amsfty's
nue time prtority 63 28

Has the bet personal qWAlifications
0 for the job 37 19

Is a fighter for making rjor changs
in government 29 11

a, 'qone/No second choice 2 1Don' t Know/Ref used
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*To a

ResPected by Oweign 4ma LG

Hm held a 'mriety atCoUM1n6n PO~itionm

Is in gpvennt now

Conervative

Ham worked with Ronald
Reagan

most A DealinM Candidate'

Would step-up the pace of
reducing governmnt
spending and strenat
ing our* posiiton in the
world.

Considers reducing the
federal budget deficits,
the country's number one
priority.

Has the Cest personai
qualifications for the
job.

Is a fighter for makinq
major changes in jovern-
ment.

loft 55 39 6

loft 54 39 7

lOOS 57 40 3

1000 B

100 56 38 6

1UO% 55 39 6

100 II 31 3

100% 57 34 9

Combined first anc second choice used in each row.

w

100

*1 34

29

64%

63

37

29

25 7
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n oa the hwet videlY discussed isues in recent months has been
intemgatlan u t roti. Ever since the taking oe hostages in the
.. bebs in lam, this ismue him been a subject of Public debate

and discussion. Noeo recent events, such as the Achill* Lauro
hLjackLng, hom e this an even hotter topic. It in sure to be a
topic of disussion in the 1988 Presidenti al anrds, w. such, is
.Mj4IOCrtant area to explore hre

A solid ruzrr of Americans believe that terrorist acts are the acts
of govermnts rather than of groups or individuals. Fully 671 feel
that foreign governments are behind m.ost terrorist acts. Less than
one-third (27%) of the public feels that terrorists are individuals or
groups acting on their own. This view is dominant throughout the
electorate, but is most strongly held by senior citizens, lower end
whites, and residents of the Deep South.

A 571 majority of Americans believe that the U.S. government can
significantly reduce terrorism, while 36% say that there is not much
the goverrwnt can do. One option the U.S. has against terrorism is
retaliation. Rilly 73% of the American public favors taking military
action against terrorists. When probed further, that nuber declines
as three specific situation are presented. All told, 60% of the
public can be called pro-military iction, while 40% are anti-military
action.
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"U ttree o aecif ic situations Ad were theses militaCy ect ion
SPIN* berIrst Cs if innoMt pcpl. in the is are likely to
be killed or wounda I military action against terrorists who are
suspected of planning an attack or only as retaliation after an
attack; military action against goverinents which help an train
terrorists, een If that action omld lead t lapr moflict. lb the
fist situation, e--g--Ing Inmoent Uves, only 351 of the public
would favor military action. Only 286 would favor a proe-eptive
strike, md only 361 wuld favOr milita y action against gwoverents.

V. 8o, while Anwricans, in general, are in favor ot taking military
Saction to stop terrorism, that support lessens when ame of the

cr a SqKm Gs am discus . Awricans do not wish to see terrorist

CMVs bibd if that %old cot innocent lives, they do not wish to

retaliate- against govermnts if that ould lead to a larger nflict,
and they generally favor military force as retaliatory action rather

than a pre-muptive one.

Republicans (most notably Independent Republicans), middle aged (40 to
54) citizens, residents of the Deep South, and Jews are the most

pro-military action 7.oups in the electorate. tew Englraners, women,

De ocrats, and senior citizens are the most pacifist ana the least

supportive of military action against terrorism. The most pro-
military action groups in the electorate are southern men aged 40 to

54 and Jewish men aged 25 to 39. Capared to the national average of

1.8 on the 0 to 4 military action scale, they rate a 2.9 and a 2.6,

respectively.

- CM -
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The fast that Bush is th head of a task force on Lnternational

could be o grnt , bmit to him discssing this
ftm um mters an m pro military action than average, ad his
rol an the to*k fOm m *d be a pium o him. This Ium Is surly
one that ill be around in 1986, and it provides Bush with a good
oppottuity t iswtrate his strnth and resolve on the issue as
weil a his breth cd Sqa'imeno.
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ha_ 3 l Mgim A _ _9ca

00 Al 31 2% 23% 9 1.9 (1500)

pa11 m 0091 3 33. 'ITl 659)InsI~nt 3001 15 2 23 N (144)
1a t 1001 19 29 26 19 6 1.6 (695)

,o ll eci m o

New Deilad I0w 12TI 28 27 16 6 1.5 ( 79)Mi-AtlaCa . 1001 V 25 27 21 9 1.8 (246)Eit Nrth Co eral i01 1s 25 31 22 7 I.8 (263)
Wsnrt N ohCntral loot 13 27 31 23 7 1.9 (ILL)Dordsr-South 100% 17 (f 24 22 S 1.7 ( 11IDsp South 100% 11 27 27 1171 11 1'27WMountain 1000 16 29 30 IT 9 '7,Pacif ic 1001 19 21 29 22 9 1.8 ( 2

18-24 100% 14 24 33 22 7 2.d 237,,25-39 100% 13 28 27 24 8 1.9 ( 533>40-54 100% 14 21 29 22 .141 2.0! ( 3,
655-6 100% 15 28 29 20 7TT7 ( 1 465+ 100% 1 21 25 25 6 1.7

Sex

Male 1001 11 19 29 .281 I- 1 -
Female 100% "2U 1"0( 27 i3 5 1.6
Tracer Gcom~

White northern
Protestant 100% 19 26 29 18 8 ,.7 ( 2eWhite northern Catholic 100% 18 28 25 20 9 1.7

White northern union 10% 12 23 36 22 6 11.9 ( '5
Southern white 100% 10 23 27 1271 I12 12.11
Jewish 100% 12 27 21 7I{ITI TOTBlack 100% 171 26 20 20 6 1.Hispanic WU(% 9 19 38 II 4 12.I (

#Average ranges from 0 (no military action) #- 4 (military action in all cases).



L ~L 1*318 o
2* 0 2.3 Los

1. a 210 1.Sles 1.9 1.22.1 30 0.7
3.7 2.0 1.

Catholic 1.5 .6 1.3
Union -. L7 2,3 1.20 Southern whi te 1.0 2,0 1.6Jewish 2.0 2.3 1.5

isSIUWni 4 1  232 1 2 I .1
Bak1.5 .9 1.4Sak2.1 .0 20

40-54, 2.0Protestant 1.9 2.2 1.5Catholic 1.9 2.4 1.7Union 1.9 2.2 1.7

oSouthrn white 2.0 21.31 1.9

Jewish 2.1 2.3 1.7
Rispanic 1.7 2.3 1. 1Black 1.9 1.5 2.0

55-64 1.8
Pro testant 1.8 2.2 1.3Catholic 2.0 2.4 1.7Union 1.9 1.9 1.Southern white .3 2.3 1.6Jewish 2.2 2.2 -oHispanic 1.4 .8 0.8Black 1.2 2.0 2.0

55-6 1.8

(continued on next g.me)



Catholto

J vl

Slack

~' ~L~JIL

1.7
1.4
1.6
1.9
2.0
1.4
1.3
1.7

107Its
1.6
1.9
2.3

1.5.6
1.7

1.2
1.7
1.9
1.7
1.4
1.7

*Nuers -re averages on the military action index, which ranges fro,"0 to 4.
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11Wgh ANrimIS nMeraly fkel that treft with other mtrtes helps
the U.S. KomA, they Ium1thelss harbor grotectionist ntts. A
550 to 361 miarity at the pblic belleow that the helps rther than
iuts thoe sconomy. This is true aong all but strong D=rats,

blacks, and loar ad wtlitos, *o believe trade hurts the oaaun.

A small 34% plurality of voters state that there should be less
"trade with other countries than there is now. A lesser 31t believe
there should be more trade and 281 say that it should stay about the
sam. Howvr, fully 51% say that there should be fewer "imports."
Caitbining these sentiments about trade and iports reveals that 47% of
the American public can be called "protectionist," 23% are "free

traders," and the rest (10) have mixed opinions.

- ericans are not blanket protectionists, however. Fifty-three

percent (53%) of the public supports restrictin; foreign inports only
frOM ountries that restrict our products while trading freely with
all other countries. A lesser 27% feels that we should "restrict any
foreign imports which threaten American jobs even if they are from a
country which doesn't restrict our products." Only 16% believe that

there should be no restrictions on foreign imports.
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scm 0sgMi Oio t rotectionit t l U a atarttionst
*1aWim1t inv ad s ie y a

IN Nodl ems ed

*the with " ionigse

0

C71 Theelectorate's relative P"CO~tions Of Bush and Reagan do not appear
to be af fected by the trade issue. Core peaganites are somewhat more

Protectionist than the anti-Ragan, 0= sh voter, but those 'aho rate
them eqally also lean toward p rticio. It is therefore an issue

that eush can dehelop witehour concern about alienating the Reagan

constituency. The only concern should be not to appear too "ree

trade-ish,* but that gould alienate most voters, including Reagan

supporters.

iy are some AmeriCans protectionist? One reason is that Americans

who are anti-imports are -ore likely than free traders to know of a
specific business in their airea that has been hurt by foreign
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a~Wcm. Fiftyatv. Vas Wn (52%) of the CONe rOtectionists
of a IO~WMn thst lham bM Wt OY Soreign 1qmots while 53% of. the,
frtadersI de o kiu at a 1=9a biims that hm been hurt.

/ricu~e baleve that the mJor nmarw bei the trade deficit r
Amuq labor In foreign countries (616% feel this has Contributed a

gXIGat dal), ta 4 Odl by ANmoan labr unions (470),* dW~ing or
selling at less than cost by foreign countries (471), and poor

plaming ad tagemnt by U.S. coMqanies (43%) Ahericans blameunfair trade policies by foreign governents (37%) and the better
W quality of foreign Pwoducts (37%) least of all.

Taking these opinions on the source of blame for trade problems0) together, only oe-fourth of the American public (25%) puts the blame

for U.S. trade problems solely at the feet of American business. on
the other hand, nearly 4 in 10 (38%) blame foreign countries. The
rest (37%) blame both or have mixed opinions. The relationship

between blame for trade problems and protectionist sentiments is
strong. Protectionists place the blame on foreign countries, while
free traders think the cause oomes from U.S. business. Protectionists
thus feel that, since the trade deficit is due to unfair competition
from abroad, there should be trade restrictions so that U.S. industry
can oompete on an equal footing. Free traders place the blame on U.S.
business and thus believe that it is up to business to straighten up
and becoew more competitive.
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is, Ihmmr, a large dw of the eleCtorate that divides 'the
bamlintemn .8. businss and foreign Canies and governmn,.
New &ladrs, "wH sin state idents, yang voters (18-24), ni
lo end whites put the nat blr on both as.

The placement of blaMe for c rade problem does n divide the
000mr-aMsh 0lition glups. All grouM feel that the blame lies

with -foeign contries Ne than U.S. business, and secordarily that
the blae Should be shared.

One policy which has been espousd reently is ono of *fair trade."

Amricans go along with that general idea, protectionist and free
--- trader alike. Fifty-two percent (52%) of the free traders, 50% of the
N protectionists, and 60% of those in the middle feel that America's0 trade policy should e one of trading freely with those countries that

trade freely with us, and restricting the products of those countries
o who restrict our products. From a policy perspective, this could lead
OWN to a trade war, but even when that was explained to those voters who

wanted fewer L'ports, they said that having fewer imrports was -lore
i.Vortant than avoiding a possible trade war.

It is clear that Americans want a trade policy that takes into con-
sideration the effect of imports on American jobs. The fair trade
concept should be explored. Americans are definitely not in favor of
"free* trade, but they are not intransigent in their protectionism

either.
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thisMwvey of adults in the United States ws b11"W% " ,

~,iniai 1mea W for thUeMabian Watioal C iJtt. Ihin

W m at the swwey amu

Dinhs wti -U cc am - O I

I ate voter mu a for Vice-"

To mp the national issue agenda, especially with
respect to the iqportat issues CIE foreign trat and
international terrorism

MrCh Desion

Fifteen hundred (1500) telephone interviews were administered to a

clustered, robbililut-oport4onate-to-size random sample of U.S.

citizens. 18 years old or older living in the continental United

States. The interviewing was conducted between September l7th and

25th, 1985.
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This survey of adults in the United States was condUcted by Market

Opinion Research for the Republican National Committe*o The major

purpomw of the survey are:

* .T usasure public support for the Republican and
Demcratic parties, profile their respective coali-
tions, and analyze their strengths and v.

* T uncover whether or not the 1984 post-election
o party parity has been maintained through 1965.
r * • fO are the orent 44% Republican Party coali-

tion with the minority coalitions of years past.
* To assess the mood of the national electorate with

regard to their perceptions of the direction of the
country and approval of President Reagan and Vice-
President Bush.

* To measure the basic issue attitudes of the American
public with regard to such areas as traditionalism,
government assistance, unions, and foreign aid and
intervention.

* To rap the national issue agenda, especially with
respect to the i"portant issues of foreign trade and
international terrorism.

* To nap voter perceptions of major political figures
on a two-dimensional space containing partisan and
ideological axes.

Research__Design

Sarjle/Field

Fifteen hundred (1500) telephone interviews were administered to a

clustered, probability-proportionate-to-size random sample of U.S.

-i



etsns, 18 .yoas o'

States. mm* if~VO

*nt1nstal United

*Vtombez l7tb 'an4

The sample WO stuatif~tq theU ntIM (J.U. apmsW tagisw

MSuing Frin IWU

Nlr
Of sa

New E'land
Mid-Atlantic

East North Central
West North Central

South Atlantic
East South Central
West South Central

Mountain
Pacific

Totals

16
42

300

ota Nut~vme

79
245

265
111

257
95

158

80
211

1500

0
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1 s1 ~inst Oens"ata add pmvtous survey re-.

-n ra*o 101thin~ Lwktwo. 11'*''IJ 41Msllts by~~Z thw, pedgm used
in Vwt wo9u* U elar ~e fracticn./machtn. 'wighIng. The

UKti4 fow the 0*l is- fitn kwo*d (No4tO).

'1 m~l eror fr aeaIS veAndt 8=IaI (NWl500) is ±2.5% at the

95% level Of contidence. This means that ninety-five out of one

hun~rud, siaPle $ftV1m wuI ill have their sample estimate within

plus or minus 2&5% of the population value.

Dta Procssig

The interviews were conducted, validated and edited in MR's

facilities in Detroit, Farmington, and Livonia, Michigan.

pleted interviews were coded and keyed and the data run in

office of Mlarket Opinion Research, Detroit, Michigan.

telephone

The com-

the home

Staff Participation

Design/Questionnaire: Robert Teeter and Frederick Steeper

Analysis Report: Julie Weeks and Frederick Steeper

- iii -
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data:

i alS r1 to- the f6110

ja -etcon (RsDubme,) or A mot oato

*Strong Dmocat
Weak Dewm t

Independent

Independent Republican
Weak R publican
-Strong Republican

Other

171
17
12

10

13
17
14

Omen. 46%

rnd. 10

Rep0 441

1
100%

0
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ttus Group$ in the analysis tables roter to the following data's

Scaion,

LOSS, than H~igh School SoCM Col1ege
MA~!2 Graduato CO Gadats

Family ~

LM thM $1S,000,

$15,000.4,000

Over $40,000

mm II
I KIMI INCONZ

The aboe classification excludes the core Dumocratic social groups:

blaeck, Hispanics, and Jem. The latter groups are coded separately

in the scale and are shown in the analysis tables only if there are

enough cases for reliable analysis.

These status groups have been found to have significantly different

issue interests and degrees of support for the Republican Party.

0r

Ct
4)

High income
Intelligentsia
Middle class
Lower end
Jews
Hispanics
Blacks
Not ascertained

Total

Distribution
of Index

15%
11
31
18
4
4
11
7

100%

- V -
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(White Northern) Pot~
(White Northern) Cathlic
(Wite Northern) U :losk

-hw wtm

Blacfs

All ote

Total
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"Historical Tracer I

-----graphic segmnt4

mmenhip, and rnal

13,
14,

4

11
4
3
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1. PR. t

2.

3. Nbmd

4.

5. Fwadlr

Total

* gt~ * ~*~are those whto

, Oef with'' il*-f p trade.AM a~I O

30

230

100

The other index is a ocubination of questions 13, 14, 16, 23, 24, and

25. It yields the following distribution:

Core protectionist

Lean protectionist

Neutral/Mixed

-Lean anti-protectionist

Core anti-protectionist

Total

Distribution
of Index

25 1 42%

13

287
45%

17

100%
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2
3

4 Military action A* a *l cms

Total

0
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25

20
23

9
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U.S. National "Study
Soptm , 1985
Total Results Total

Else-

I. Do yo feel things in this xintry are
generally going in tm rtqht diretton
or do ymu teel things haf ptty
seriously gotten off on tw n
track?

Right direction. .
Wrn tik'... • •
Don It 0 . . . . • •

2. Gerally speaking, doy yo think oar twzkng fairy all ........ 53political est and gavrci ent we siificant dngem. & * . .43working fairly well at 00'1 J n I t kr°w " " " " " " " " 3
tir, or do y u think they need sig- . ue4/SP. ... .......
nif icat dumnges?

3. what kinds of dhunges di you think nmd to be edo? (F.a FO AT [AST I
]RESUM)

SEE ATEA D =TBLE

4. Do you approve or disapprove of the Strongly approve ...... . . . .34
way Ronald Reagan is handling his job Somewhat approve.. .. .. .. 34
as President? (WAIT FOR RESPONSE AND Somewhat disapprove . ..... .12
ASK:) Would that be strongly Strongly disapprove . .... .15
(approve/disapprove) or just somewhat Don't know . .. . . . ...... 4
(approve/disapprove)? Refused/NA. .......... 2

5. Do you approve or disapprove of the Strongly approve. . . . . . 22
way George Bush is handling his job Sanewhat approve. . ............. 35
as Vice-President? (WAIT FOR RESPCNSE Somewhat disapprove ... . . . .8
AND ASK:) Would that be strongly Strongly disapprove . . . . . 9
(approve/disapprove) or just somewhat Don't know........... .. .23
(approve/disapprove)? Refused/NA. e.g 0.... 03

-1-

* 0 0

* 0 0

@ . .

*so%

*30
.10
.

i



(IF VJE SIGnIFchar ns do p jjcg oat

M5 *at knd, f hage do Vouthn tw to

0

be uisde? (Responses of 2% or 'ix-s)

1Tial

The deficit/lational debt/Riduce the
deficit/it our spending under',
control/Deficit spending/Cut emio
Spending less mucny

Tangs/Tax systOV!'a retorqVChange z
taxes/tax structure Ased fair t , tiom
Taxes am wy out of line/rantixe to.
be re-wtkd

Better leadership -in governmrnt/* ned
new politiciarnw hange in govet
officials/Different officialCh e
the p ople in office

More concern for the people/Think onge
about the people. in the country/Start

N looking out for people in this
country/Interaction with people

Nr instead of issues
Less foreign aid/Stay out of foreign
countries/ocus on problem here,
rather than overseas/Take care of
ourselves instead of other countries

The President/Need a new president/Weed
a different president/Replace the
president

Better jobs/Create jobs/Reed work/Need
jobs for people/More jobs

SChanges in government should be by the
people/They should respond more to the
majorities' opinions/Popular vote

0. instead of electoral vote
Our trade policy/Balance trade/Foreign

trade balance/Knock out all imports/
Too many imports/Importing too much/
Should buy more American

More honesty in politics/People in office
need better moral values/Reduce
corruption in government

Combined Responses

Social/Destic policy mentions
Economic mentions
Foreign policy mentions
Defense/Foreign policy
Systemic changes

Taxes

Social Security/Changes in
Social Security/Social Security
should still be given/taig ,

7% money from Social Security/Wft
fair to older people-Social
security

Vie judicial system needs to be
4 changed/Supewn Court oectml

Faming/Farming policyAbed a
better farm policy/. a zs
need help/ovrrmant uld do

4 satwthir for the fare
Not enough for the poor/tlp

poor people/Concern for the poor/
Underprivileged citizens need
help/Concern for the homeless

4 Need changes in criminal law/
Stystem of parolling convicts
is bad/Crime

4 Our political system/Need a new
system/Not a well-balaced
system

Not enough for the middle class/
4 More needs to be done for middle

and lower class 2
4 Foreign policy/More concern for

foreign affairs/Our relation-
ship with other countries

Less defense/Less money on
3 defense/Less spending on the

military/Military budget should
be tr Lmied

All other -niscellaneous responses 4

0

Don't know
Refused/No answer

23 0
18
15
11
7

6

-2-
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Q.6-12 Now I 'd like to read you some statements about various issue in th -- I - .Mstogyarefmieht aaree t soeht diare or • ,.... .. .

.26-31 Here are some statements about other issues in the -oun- ft each cm bo.s.w
samewhat agree, somewhat disagree, or strongly disagree.

Attitude Scale #1

Mhe United States should never send troops
to fight in a civil war in another country,
even if a communist takeover is likely.

Our econony and security would suffer if
we did not use military troops to protect
our interests in other parts of the world.

Neither

Strongly smwhat A No Se 10st Donst Mi
Total Ag ree ma o ny n.

100%

100% 1 131 ."

Attitude Scale #2

We should help only countries which are tor
us and not help those which are against us. tO%

Uur country has a moral obligation to help
people in other parts of the dorld, even
those in neutral or unfriendly countries.

Attitude Scale #3

It is all right for public schools to
start each day with a prayer.

A woman should have the legal right to
have an abortion is she wants one.

too%

100%
+36

(continued on next page)

loot 2 17 22
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0.6-12 Now I'd like to read you some statements about various ina
stronly arees soewhat agree# somewhat dis reet or strop__ ... .n..,

Q.26-31 Here are some statements about other issues in the count., Fbr each amo w YW-
samewhat agree, soewhat disagree, or strongly disaaree.

(cont Id)

,Attitude Scale #4

If cities and towns around the country need
tinancial help to improve their schools,
the governinent in Washington ought to give
them the money they need.

The overnent in Washington should see to
it that every person has a job and a good
standard of living.

Attitude Scale #5

Claims about welfare abuses are greatly
exaggerated; most people receiving welfare
assistance truly need it.

Tighter controls are needed in the federal
food stamp program, many people now
receiving food stamps don't deserve thn.

Neither

Strongly stuewmt Summst-
Total. r . e ,.s U

100t%

100% 30 21

100%

100%

3 As5

4 1 2 4'

3

Attitude Scale #6

Labor unions have become too big and
powerful for te good of the country.

Labour unions are very necessary to
protect the working man.

100%

too%

(continuedi on next paye)

Q

2 1 15

16 16

+35
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Q.6-12 Now I'd like to read you some statements about various isse in the coun . br each OM tll - 0- if YOU
stronaly agree, somewhat agree, somewat disagree, or strcrngl d gi or

0.26-31 Here are some statements about other issues in the coun * ftr each ams120"S tell -ef
somewhat aree somewhat disagree, or stronl diG- , w

(cont'd)

Attitude Scale #7

Black people in the country should be given
special or)nsideration for new jobs because
of past discrimination against them.

Neitr
Agme Nor

Stronjly Scmewhat Disagree

100%

I (Combined with Jesse Jackson thermnxneterLn rating to form scale #7)

(a)pDI: Percentage Difference Index = % "Agree" minus % "Disagree,'

25 45 2



w i :

Thinking about foreign trade bc a rmant,

13. All in all, doy yu think that tafw ith
other countries, both buying-a selling
goods, helps the United States' l
or hurts the United States'

* .

~L * * .: * '# . a

Hur~j . . 0 ~ * 0

0*

14. Over the next seral years, cb V *.- . *.... • a •
think our country oul bebetter of b :* m . *.. saw*
with move trao.t es trade, orabut a.. .. . ......... *.34
the sra trade, as now, with felgn I)on t . . . . . . . . . . . . 7
counEtre? (See, also, Q.24)

15. Do you knowe any secif ic bsinewses Yes. . . .. ..... .46
in yur area that have been tct bv No. *........ . .... . .51
foreign ocpetition? ton't kno............ • 2~*

£WLfused/IW 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 *

16. Which of the following three choices do you think should be our country's foreign

trade policy?

(RANDOMIZE)

a. Have no restrictions on foreign imports so Americans
can have the widest choice possible on
what to buy at the lowst possible price . . .. . . . . .16

b. Restrict foreign imports fran any country which
restricts our products and trade freely with all
other countries. ........ . . .a . . .& . . . .* .53

c. Restrict any foreign imports which threaten Aerican
jobs even if they are frcn a country which doesn't
restrict our products ............ s. . .. . .27

Don't know .*&e*e9e oee3
Refused/NA .. . . . . . . . . . . .e

-6-

. .

* .

. .

* ~

* .04
* 0

0 0 *. S
900*

0



17-22
More

oap labor in boreign, 0 ,trf.

Mpg dmmnds by Americmn Iao
unia',.

lbes elling of gdsat 160 ftn
Cost bV fore ign ~~s

lbor planning m4 bmyagnt-b.u.S. a ies. ,

Better quality of foreign Iodut.

Unfair trade policies of foreign
countries.

•D O.t

11Y Nt At k7o/

'a 3% St

11 4 7

100 4 2

loft

12 5 9

'43

37

37 31 is 4 11

0N0
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w-ams closet to~ opinions

l thrioan indMtries.

OR

b. AmwiCan jreutrtiss w10 blAInLn

0 - 0 0 s 0 0 )ab0

j 0ig 0 * . 0 0 0 ". . .... . . .8

23Sw 1i10h GiUn OCn ta s SS clomst t yaw opinion:

(1UMTB)

a. The E a om pting un-
fairly with Amrican industries 30

OR

b. American industries ae blaming
the E ropear for their on mis-
nsagemnnt and excessive labor
costs, , , . .*.......00 . 55

Don t know. . . ..
Refused/NA. . . ..

24. Over the next several years, do you
think our country would be better off
allowing or, Ies, or about the sam
amount of foceign imports, as now,
into the Country?

About the sarne
Less . . . .

Don't know .VRefused/NA .

* 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

* 0 * 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

If we allow fewer foreign imports
into our country, other countries
may allow fewer of our products into
their country. This is sometimes
called a *trade war." Which do you
think is mor mptant (R)TATE:
avoiding a trade war or allowing
fewer foreign imports into our
country?)

Avoiding a trade war .
Allowing fewer imports
Don't know . . . . .
Refused/Nh . . . . .

* 0 0 * 0 . 35
into oountry58
* 0 . 0 0 0 7

• • • • •
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r!Interationa1 - o. ' Isue which has been in 9.wls

32.,o, S Lis .. Y Not ".h 'o do.
much the U.S. 0 We- GoV't =an signifWantly reduce*. 57

duo Do ~ t 1now. . I0 . . . 6.7
Refusfe/Ita.. . . . o .* . . . . 0

your am?

takingemilitary@33.. ifa'mr ra.  .. .(0 R)015) :: . :73+

:Iil? !;; +' -Don't know.. . . . . .o"/

~RftUSeVNA. 0 0 0 . 1 0 6 0 0 I I

34. ba yM fAVMo cr. Fm o (...(GO P .35 ... .. .43
action agaist t e D OOP3Be. . .(GO *3) . ... 40
killed mrican citime ? Don't know. (00 ID 0.3) * . . . *islfused/t (OT 10 38) * * . * * 3

(ASK 0.35-37 OILY IF NW& Q33 (R 0.34)
S35. Wouldyou fma c ror n si ltay Favor. .. .......... .35

action against erm t I I ofse...............40
innocent people" in the o s we likely o all militacy action (033,34)16
to be killed or wunded in tt attack? Don't know. .0.... .. 8

Refused/ t...... . . . . .1
Lft

16. Would you also favor military Favor against suspected terrorists. 28
action against terrorists whxo are sus- Favor only as retaliation . . . . .47
pected of planning an attack or only Favor neither . . . 0 . * . e # . * 4
as retaliation against terrorists who Oppose all (0.33,34). . . . . . . .16
have actually carried out an attack? DonIt know. . . . . * & * * . * * 5

Refused/NA. . .. . . . . . . . . . 1

37. Would you favor or cpose military Favor ......... . . . . . . . .36
action against governmnts which help Oppose .... ............... 40
train and finance terrorists, even if Oppose all (Q.33,34) ....... . 16
that neans risking a larger war? Don't know. ............. . . 7

Refused/%N ................. I

(ASK ALL)
38. When terrorists are holding Americans Should negotiate . . . . . . . .59

hostage, do you think our government Refuse to negotiate .......... .34
should negotiate with the terrorists Don't know. .. .. .. .. . 6
for their release or refuse to Refused/N ..... . . . . 1
negotiate with the terrorists?

39. Do you believe terrorist acts are Individuals/small groups . . . .27
largely the acts of individuals and Foreign government ... . .66
small groups, or do you think that most Don't know ......... .. . . 7
of them are being backed by same Refused/NA . ............ I
foreign government?

-9-



a -OWN

Geacgs. uh 100 20 26 49 5 59
Twomm tic Marty 00n 21 27 49 4 59
Robrt ile IO 12- 23 35 29 58
John Glm 100% 17 27 43 12 58
Gerald 100" 22 34 50 4 58

Jack KuW 100% 9 13 22 57 57
tario 0 100% 14 9 25 53 56
Gary Hart 100t 19 23 41 17 55
Tip 0'1b1ill 100% 27 19 44 10 55
Ted Kenwdy 100% 30 22 44 5 54

Jiirmuy Carter 100% 31 21 45 2 53
Pat Rbertson 100% 8 10 12 70 53
Conservatives 100% 29 29 32 10 50
Walter Mondale 100% 36 26 33 5 4?
Jesse Jackson 100% 39 21 36 4 46

Geraldine Ferraro 100% 39 21 35 6 46
Jane Fonda 100% 40 20 30 9 43
Liberals 100% 41 27 21 11 41
George Wallace 100% 45 23 22 10 40
Jerry Falwell 100% 49 15 17 19 33

- 10 -
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102. on most political i*, ou'44 you
decribe yourself a libeadt a U
coareratiw, or a OW, T 4OB
RSSPOM RID AM*) Do y~u be o

(liberal/oonservatiw). 0 tY
(liberal/consrvatiw)? I

I
I

lghat . . . . .

.y.*•

~rrLyo ue tw

* a . . • . 4

. • • . . .52
.e
013
o7

t 1m . . . . . . • S. . 1•

(WIATE Q.103 AND, 0.104)

103. How would you describe -
as a liberal, a Ioiervati* or a
umderate? (ASK:) ould you say he's
extreimly (libral/aanwvativw),

W fairly (liberal/oonservative) or just
slightly (liberal/oonsurvative)?

k mltg y iUbera...*
fairly Mibral. o . o.
Slightly liberal. . *.

.2

.5.3

moderate, . * * * * * * o * e * * e 26

Slightly mowervative .
Fairly conservativ . .
Maremly oomervatiw..

Don 't know. . . . . .
efusd/Nk* . 0 . . .

.10
.25
.20

* . . . . 8

104. How would you describe George Bush-
as a liberal, a conservative or a
moderate? Would you say he's
extremely (liberal/conservative),
fairly (liberal/conservative) or just
slightly (liberal/conservative)?
(liberal/conservative)?

Extremely liberal . .
Fairly liberal.....
Slightly liberal...

.2

.4

.4

Moderate. . a a...............36

Slightly conservative .. . . . . .11
Fairly conservative . . .
Extremely corervative.

DonIt know. . . . ..
Ref used/NA. .. .. ...

.21
* 7

. . ... 13

- 12 -



purposes. .

Republican. . 0
~rt. .. •

?d Wrference.
Oter . . . .
Don't know. .
efused . • •

* .

* 0

0 0

* 0

Tot,4

* 31%
. 34
* 30
* 3

*

* 1
*

Pwt Identification Scale

Strong Dmocrat . . . 17
akDmocrat.... 17

Independent Donvrat. 12

Indepndnt .. . 10

idependent Republican 13
Wbak Republican . . . 17
Strong Rpublcan . . 14

Other/Not ascertained *

D2. In the last general election in which
you voted, which answer best describes
how you voted for state and local of-

(V6) fices such as governor and senator?
C(READ (CDICES 1 DIWM 7/ALTExAE

TOP 1 aT o/Wrrrt M OP)

Straight Democratic
Mostly Dteoratic .
A few more Democrats

than Republicans.
About equally for both

parties . . . . ..
A few nore Republicans

than Democrats. .
Miostly Republican . .
Straight Republican .
Other . . . . .
Never voted . ...
Don't know* ......
Refused/NA. . ....

D3. Are you currently registered to vote Yes ............. 81
at your present address? No* ....... 0 16

Registered elsewhere. 3
Don't know. . .... *
RefusediNA . . . . --

- 13 -



30-44.
45-49 i

6O4 i ,..

6544 ye"'.7S ard r.
75w • .

D9. Wat Is th last waft oftwl yoi

D10.Are you currently. .. (READ 1-5; CNE
ANSWER ONLY)

.• 16.•11

* • 13

•. 7

*. 6

0 0 11
*.0 4

!1ad .cUw CC loss

(GraO 1 4) . . .Saw high shool.

Scm oollo m-2 years
or less. ...

than 2 years. •
Graduated colles.
Post-graduate ,ork.
Refused . . . . . .

Enployed and working
full-time . ...

Enployed and working
part-time . . . .

Unerployed. .......
Retired . . . . . ..
Housewife ...... 9

Temnporarily laid off
('OLUN'rERED).. *

other. . 0 . . 4
Don't know.. .** *
Ref used/AM ..

- 14 -



D1. r'fat "is Yaw present tmit4i 4s?N Single. . . . .
Married . .Divorcd, .

Separated. ..
Widowfjidoer.
DIn't know. .ftfused/Nk. .

* 0 0 *
V

Dla. (ILF NLV ) Is y~w siouso*se1
.(MAD 1-51 (35 Aloft .T

fployed and workingfll -time . . a . .

bployed ars woring
psrt-tim . . . . .

EkW qloyed.* . .
Rstired * * * * *
Houswife . . . . .
T hqocarily laid off

(V0ELwriND) . .
Other . . . . . . .
DonIt know. . . . *Refused/NA,......

D13. Frcm the following list, what would you
say is the occupation of the primary
wage earner in your family?

Salaried ailoyee
(manager, salesman,
accountant) . . . . a

Self-enployed . . . .
Retired . . . . . . . *
Professional (doctor,

lawyer, CPA). . ...
Tradesman (carpenter,

foreman, machinist)
Executive (corporate
officer) .......

Homemaker ..........
Services (nurse,
police, military) .

Hourly worker (laborer,typist) .. .. ...

Student . . . . . . .
Education (teacher,
counselor).....

Other ........
Don't know. ...Refused/NA. ... .

- 15 -

Total
..toaie

* .

* 0

* 0

* 24

.7

. 7

V)

I 58

8

1
1715

1

26
10
17

8

7

4
I

5

12
1

44
*

1



DI ftarming? in...

DIS. Is your wack cc WiyOn10 40 yoat houlwholdRupt..* * 1
in ttw field of hatt aotnor Ofthr !0r tic Ct m-oial welfare mrvk? 1'......... "10

Both* * 0 0 0 ..- 2

Din't kn . * . . . .
Rfsfused..... -

D19 Do.es anyoni in y .. .. . -...belo.. to labor wdon or tachel a iaion?
(CIRCLE -A OG UHDR BOTM WSICM AND OIU PON=

Other

Labor union............... 10 10
Teachers' association..... ..... 4 5

Refused/Single .ener hushold . . . . . 3

D21. Is your religious background Protes-
tant, Rnan Catholic, Jewish or
something else? (IF "SOMETHING ELSE"
OR UNCLEAR IF CHRISTIAN, ASK:) Is
that a Christian church?

-Protestant (e.g. Raptist,
Methodist, etc.)..

Roman Catholic ...
Jewish ...........

-Other Christian. ...
Other Non-Christian/
Unspecified .....

Agnostic/Atheist. . .
None. . . .. .* ..
Don't know . . . *.
Re fused .. . . . ..

V

D2 1X. Would you say that you go to church . . . Tvery ek. . ..... 28
(READ CODES) A.Lmst every week . . . 12

once or twice a month . 17
A few times a year. .. 31
Never . . . . . .1
Don't know. ...... *
Refused *

- 16 -
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D25, sthich of tke Qcfol0 tl-I
includsoryour TO0M.
in 1984 before tan'? 1 t ta
when I read the coract caion

S(14,99) 13#(249, 12
M (209)11

7 (39,999) 14
(49,999) 7

. 0 0 0 0 0 300000000 ""5

D26. (ThBMT Mis) IS te .O. . . . . . . 83
your racial or ethnic teritage vMt, S. . 0 11
black, hispanic or what? Wsm..n4

Oriaao .ica. . . 4
Orintal, * *

A Ican IrAIan. *.. 1Other.. . . .

NOt rtained . . . . *

D28. Sex: (BYOBSEMIuN) Male ... . .. . . . 48
F uale . . . .. . . . . 52

Political Strata

Pacific. . . . .Mountain . *....

East North Central
West North Central
Deep South ...
Border . ....

Mid-Atlantic . . .
New England, . ..

* 0

O 0

- 17 -
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:MARMOPMONI RIMW

Wur Iing the year after the 1984 elections, the Republican Party has

maintained the party identification gap between itself and the

t i.xcatic Party. At the present time, 440 of the nation's adults
identify themselves as Republicans, while 46% call themselves

Thiass. This 2-point =agin contimes the trov begun after Ronald

Regan"'s 1980 election to the Presidency, and is about the same as

last year's 3-point, 44% to 471, gap and 1981's 3-point, 45% to 48%,

gap. The Republican Party is truly at parity with the Democratic

Party.

40A major question that remains to be answered is whether those voters

N who have clinted on the Republican bandwagon because of President

0 Reagan will remain on the wagon after Reagan has gotten off. In other

words, is this party parity transitory because it is based largely on

the power of President Reagan's personality, or are these newfound

Republicans on the bandwagon for the long haul? And, if some of these

voters can go either way, what issues and policies will solidify their
new partisan inclinations? The answers to these questions are

critical for the future of the Republican Party.

Before answering the what and how of keeping these voters in the

Party, it is necessary to discuss who they are, and how the Republican

Party coalition differs from the Derocratic Party coalition.

- 18 -
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MARKET OPINION RESAI 4

R.M of P artih

Thereiren several factors generational, lifestyl*, mnd situational

-- that have a bearing on one's partisan inclination* At the present

time the mJor determinants of partisanship. are income, race, sex,

religion, education, age, and ideology.

The household inoomw at which partisanship changes is $25,000. Over

half of the voters with ircios under $25,000 a year, who ompise 53%

of the electorate, are Iemocrats, while over half of those with inoams

over $25,00 a year (47% of the electorate) are Republicans. Income

is one of the most clear-cut delimiters of partisanship.

Party identification among whites is fairly evenly divided, although

the Republican Party holds a 49% to 41% plurality over the Democrats.

o Among blacks, the Democratic Party is the overwhelming favorite.

VFully 85% of the nation's blacks identify themselves as Democrats;

Conly 9% call themselves Republican. Hispanics identify more with

Democrats as well, but die gap is not nearly as large. Fifty percent

(50%) of the nation's Hispanics call themselves Democrats, 39% say

they are Republican.

Though the differences are not great, men identify themselves as

Republicans (by a 48% to 42% nargin) while women generally think of

themselves as Democrats (50% to 40%). This gender difference became

prominent after 1980 3long with the so-called Reagan "gender gap." In

the mid-1970's, there was little or no difference in party identifica-

tion between men and woren.

-20 -



The pattern of age and partisanship has changed over the oure of the,.

last gmration. In the past, Yonger voters were more liberal and

thus it inclined to be Demratic. Plitical theory stated that, w

one grew older and had to deal with buying a house, raising children,

plaming for retirement, etc., one was likely to become more cn-

servative and more Republican. However, now it is voters under 25,

those who are being politicized in the Reagan years, who are most

likely to be Republican. Fully 51% of adults under 25 say they are

Republican, while only 39% repot to be Daocrats. That amzgin hifts

in mid-age, and voters over 55 are more likely to be Democrats --
co

those SS to 64 by a margin of 56% to 37%, those 65 and older by a 49%

to 44% margin. These partisan differences show how important w one

enters the electorate is. The New Deal generation, who entered the
- electorate 40 years ago, are more Democratic than Republican, and

those entering the electorate now are more Republican than Daocratic.

0

Religion has always been a source of political differences, though the

partisanship of Protestants and Catholics is not as different as one

might think. Only a small 48% to 44% plurality of the nation's

Protestants call themselves Republicans, and an almost equally small

49% to 40% plurality of the country's Catholics call themselves

Democratic. The biggest gap comes among the country's Jews, a 63%

majority of 4hm identify themselves as Democrats. Only 28% say they

are Republican.

- 21 -



,~pt oE

o,~ W 3 4t 41% 4th a Coll$p, d

The elaionhhiptiet idology Wd partisanship has been clouded

W t In O nt years due to changin 4sfinitions of the words

a1 and € vative. Given the choice, most people eschew the
words liberal WW Oonsrvativ and call tISuelves imieate. Indeed,
52% of the country's adults say they are moderate on political issues,

while 28% describe themselves as conservative and 15% say they are

liberal. Republicans and Democrats alike are more likely to label

thNSuelves moderate than either liberal or conservative.

Relationship Between Ideology and Partisanship

Party Identification

Total Republican Independent Democrat

Idesology

Conservative
Moderate
Liberal

28%
52
15

100%

42%
45

9

100%

17%
60
13

100%

18%
56
21

100%

- 22 -
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4!ii :iii

37% (1500)

#0MPv1

25"3a4,
4

55-4

Less than high school
High school/Vocational

school'
Sara colIege
College graduate
Post graduate

Occupational Group

Farm, household
Union household
Teacher household

Religion

Protestant
Catholic
Jewish

100%
100%

SO
427)
774)
220)

237)
365)
283)
196)
189)
225)

1 :39 27
43 45 37
42 47 36
47 44 37
37 56 44

44 49 46

100%

100%
100%
100%
100%

47 ( 228)

521)
419)
215)
117)

100%
100%
100%

99)
265)
113)

811)
391)

54)

100%
100%
100%

(continued on next page)
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If
(~nt'4.

3 7
40

White
SDecki

€C

Female

Caibirwd Divoc -2-cs

Men
18-44 years old
45 years and older

18-44 years old
45 years and older

College
18-44 years old
45 years and older

Non-College
18-44 years old
45 years and older

White
HenWomen

Black
Men

(continued on next page)

100%
100%

100%

100%

49:
9

41
85
so

4250

41
45

48
53

46
37

43
52

37
45

83
86

1001
100%

100%
100%

100%
100%

100%
100%

100%
100%

100%
100%*

3,'
~30

41

4,

35O)
370)
377)
268)

(1244)
(159)
(63)

(726)
(774)"

31 ( 444)
36 ( 280)

37 ( 441)
47 ( 331)

41 (229)
29 (102)

31 (656)
45 (509)

37 (599)
45 (645)

-- (78)
-- (81)

- 25 -
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His~m17
Blck

White e=tIp

Whits 'th*pn Catholic
White nact wen union
Southern'white
Jews.
Blacks
Hispanics

Political Region

New Eglan
Mid-Atlantic
East North Central
West North Central
Border South
Deep South
Mountain
Pacific

100% 5Nis 3
0'%57 3 36

10%39 50 4

100% 9 85-

100%
100
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%

100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%

- 26 -
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53)
63)

159)

0

373)
202)
209)
395)

53)
159)
63)

79)
246)
263)
111)
118)
392)

80)
210)



1"1hi i te't if oo"O 'remp'se .. .a"#... c .....

eligion, and idolo, f ste ct %paicans is being white,

protsat #'icks sb*** oldeir 'White mn s ilynot true. The

N wratic 9irt has often been out an the prty- oe the wwking one,
the Pavere Joe, Haor it is ta the 460,00 ore tiddle

class Americans (as defined by acom and education -- tee the

Foreyord for the definition) call themselves Republicans than

Damocrats. A dimmgrap Profile of the nation's Rhpublican Partisans

reveals that:

•n 53% are under 40
• 36% are middle class
* only 24% have inormes over $40,000
* 31% are Southern whites
* 24% are Catholic

0
IT It is the case that 92% are white and 53% are male, and it is true

0,
that, as a group, Republicans have higher incones and more education

than Democrats. But these tendencies can hide the diversity that

exists within the Party.

Geographically, the only area where the Republicans have a slight

advantage over the Democrats is among Southern whites. In all other

areas of the country the two party coalitions are close to equal in

strength, though the Eastern Seaboard (New England, Mid-Atlantic

regions) leans Democratic, "while the West Coast is slightly more

Republicans.
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'The Mut -. cent additions to the Republican coalitton are YOW"gor

votwe ad voters from thu South. Thee Voter grOUps are key elae ft

Of t fl ew Mepaflican coali1tion. The Republiaan coalition is. no0 longer preldnately older, rthwn OWP's The social group prof-il

OftheUsuLoan Party- ten years ago shows that 510 were Northern
white Protestants and only 21 wotr white Southerners. Now, the

northern SS, oeM 1nt of the Republican Party htu kopped to 32% ind

white Southermrs now oaprise 310 of the party. The increased con-

tribution of white Southerners to Republican coalition makes the

Republican coalition a truly national coalition for the first time in
its history. The Republican new plurality is also slightly younger

than the Democratic coalition. A 53% majority of the Republican

identifiers and leaners are under 40 years old. Conversely, a 54%

majority of the eMocratic ooalition is 40 yers old or older.

o It is among these key voter groups -- white Southerners and voters
under 40 - that work must be done to make their changing partisanship

Ca lasting rather than a temporary phenomenon.

cc
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W ~Wm *~ WI

*IK! t %A, aiong the Ds*:....

48% aw undsr -40
•24 anmiddle

121A Nin~ug $S0M0
*23% an ~ahp~,j~
*28% are Catholid"

"W. WOGzu ataig whomIwc't R** 90ubia"w met

*Blacks (19" of th om crtc~ ItIon aro blacks, vs.
2% of the PsAPblIcan -calition)

* lwr end whites (20t vs. 16%)
* union household nimtbrs (21t vs* 13*)
* Jews (5% vs. 2%)

Blacks, as a proportion of the Democratic coalition, have doubled

their importance, increasing from 10% of the Denocratic identifiers in

the 1950's to a 20% share today.

Where 44% of the Republicans have incomes under S25,000, 60% of the

Demcrats do. Where 44% of the Republicans have no more than a high

school education, 55% of the Democrats do. Thirty-six percent (36%)

of the Republicans are classified as middle class on the basis of

income and education, while only 24% of the Democratic coalition are

middle class. There are indeed demographic differences between the

two parties, and the Republiean Party is quite competitive with the

Democrats on the middle ground.
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MAKET

.. . a t

'ital 100

N uber of Cu

Conervative
Moderte
Liberal

18-24
25-34
35-44
45-54
55-64
65+

(1500)

28%
52
15

Education

Less than high school
High schOol/Vocational school
Some college
College graduate

Occupational Group

Farm household
Union household
Teacher household

Reliaion

Protestant
Catholic
Jewish

(continued on next page)

100

(659)

9

18

14
11
15

10
34
i

(695) (S59)

18%
56

13
24
19
12
15
16

6

25
21

18%
56

I I

11
24
18
13
15

I"
23
22

7

8

7

7

48

1331
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Umhgw $l5.OQO1
$25,00000

$40*000 -ld Ofr'

RaOe

White
BlaCk
Hispanic

sox

male
Feale

Co,,bin d 1:rahics;

Men
18-44 years old
45 yeams and older

Waen
18-44 years old
45 years and older

College
18-44 years old
45 years and older

Non-College
18-44 years old
45 years and older

White
Men
Women

Black
Men

(continued on next page)

25

17
5

37

1411

39
52

5
5

- 31 -
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26
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Th0tal Nocn-I

High 10 15 121 15%
11 1i4 U 8 10
31 24 30r~m~ :18 1,3..1I_

JW 4 2Him 4 4 4 3
Blacks 4 2 5 -

0 White M Protesant 25 i1 22
toWhite 9=1ct bt Cathl 13 14 17White rnctUhmmm wVion 14 14 14 17Southemn white 26 INTI 23 28

Jes4 72 5 6Blacks -11 2 1,1 -Hispanics 4 4 4 3

0 Political .lagton

IT New Englind 5 4 6 7Mid-Atlantic 16 18 16 17o East North Central 18 16 19 20West North Central 7 8 6 7CD Border South 8 7 9 9
Deep South 26 26 27 22Mountain 5 5 5 6
Pacific 14 15 12 13
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Catholics
*wtmr -z-Un ion
white SOittmrnrs

Blacks

195- 16200

19% 20% 17% 17% 19% " mm
13 16 19 16 23 14
22 19 18 18 13 -, A
31 25 23 23 20-2
S 3 4 6 S, 5

10 iL j! 21is L
100% 100% 109s loo0 1ON i 6i%

1952- 1962-
1960 1972

wasPs
Catholics
Northern Union
White Southerners
Jews
Blacks

1976 1980 1984 1965

56% 51% 51% 43% 34% 32%
10 10 14 16 16 13
18 13 11 14 10 14
11 23 21 24 34 31

1 1 1 * 2 2
5 2 2 3 2 2

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
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:4L
110

1979

18-24 16% 8
1025-39 28 35

40-54 22 21
55-64 14 13
65+ 21 15

0 100% 100%

c ,

0" ! S~/' ..

? , iU
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The American public is generally satisfied with the way things are
going in the wOUntry tof. OWn Mktd, 011 you feel things in this
cOuntry am generally going in the right direction or do you feel
things have pretty seriously gotten off on the" wrong track?N, 50%

anwwr that things am going in the right direction while 39% feel

that things are off on the wrang track.

This 50 .to 39% positive majority is a dramatic turnaround from the

1972-1980 period, when vore vtrs felt the country was seriously off

on the wrong track than believed they were heading in the right

o140t surprisingly, their satisfaction with the way things are going is
q" reflected in the public's feeling that the political system is

0D "working fairly well at the present time." A 53% to 43% majority

oopine that the system is working well and needs no significant

changes.

These two evaluations go hand in hand - those who feel things in the

country are going well feel that the political system is running well,

and those who think things are off on the wrong track also feel that

the political system needs changes.

- 35 -



MARUTOPINO*AC

tme voters who am, 'the nt satise od wit the status 90 ae th

wh tD .Xot the party in he White 5 ise -

Also satisfiid with the way things are going ae s ewn, Eastern

eaar residents (New angland Mid-Atlantic) p and n re s of the

intelligentsia. Though they are not what Oo would call die-hard

RpAublicans or aaitesr they are cr likely to bg fairly wll'off

Those who are the least satisfied with the way things are going are

the most Democratic and the least financially secure elements of

society:

* ~Dmcratic party identifiers
* blacks

womren
* low income whites
* voters over 55
* residents of the Midwest

The least satisfied of these voters are blacks, 64% of whom think

things are an the wrong track and 66% of whom feel that the political

system needs changes.
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thee. tio'yth t the P~t 03- 1ti $yet" ek e~ whed it ktinlcb 
1 ar n enV*fyto te*' q"t.i 0imic* ono rrehd Sre fe Offer

4in rfiwto8 thmgsita"
Ue fair takfjtsio h~ ~ i

*toss foreign ald/tay out of
'ttrJobs/crte Jobs/WSW work~

7,

4

4

4

All told, 23% mention social domestic Policy issues, 18% mentioneconomic '.Um, and 15% mention foreign policy.

So* responses related to the way leaders respond to
"re concern for Pe80le/rnteraction th

People instead of Issues-

"(a~ges in 14overnmen
t should be by thePeople/They should respond more to themajorityls OPinionsu

"?lore honesty in politi in officeneed better Moral values-

4%

3

3
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70 of the voters who want change, ~* V f te

Soffer systic changes* Tho i ...

sic chang respond with the folladM.~~i~

*The judicial systu tools to bed*o/
Suprae Court ovectiaulw 2%

"Our political systgVNsed a nmWi:
Not a wll-balanced "stem" 2

"No am in off ice axre than 6
legislature run for 1 term, n 1

Olt. way they run Conress/fth adkiaido
tioin/flationship between adgrs Ni w
President"

the need for

So, even though 43% of the nation's voters want to see "significant

changes," not very many actually want our system of government to

change. Rather, they want the deficit reduced, the tax system

reforned, less money spent on national defense and foreign aid, and

more concern for people from government officials and elected

representatives.
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MARKET OPINION RESARA- H

Do you feel thingS in this country are -nerall 9----:i in the ritdirection or

Generallys ina do YOU think our l2itical system arnd nn are wwkin fairl Mi t Umm

Party
Identification __litical li _en

Total

Number of 'Cases

w 'hirjs in this country

Right direction
Wronj track
Don't know/Refused

Our political system

Working fairly well
Need significant changes
Don't know/Refused

Total Rep. Ind. Dem.

100% 100% 100% 100%

(1500) (659) (144) (695)

50% 66% 40% 36%
39 25 44 52
11 9 16 11

Eat Not
New Mid- North North hotdg2r iQep

FjlriAtlantic Canra___

100% 1001 loft% loft 0%IO% 1~P
(79) (246) (263) (111)- (118) (02) 1-!) V 20

54% 57% 45% Aft 4%0% 4032 3 3 4 Z 314 9 12 B 14 1

- 51
46
3

505)S
t,1 AS

- . .

(continued on next page)



awrllv oina in the richt dirao-F *tIWaX tten off on -the rn

you thit* our Dolitical evstem and SOVemntaw
twgm t o thin thyee

Am

Tot 18- 4 2S-39 405 SS. 6S+

"sr of Cas

Rihtigiotion

DIn't knor/stfumed

Our volitical swtm

W1rking fairly w11
Need significant changes
Dm't knw/Rfused

Sex

Fe-
Male male

100% 100 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

(1500) (237) (531) (313) (189) (225) (726) (774)

50% 62% 52% 49% 43% 39% 57% 43%
39 30 39 40 45 45 32 46
11 8 10 12 12 15 10 11

(continued on next page)
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MARKET OPINION IRSFARCH

Do you feel thinqs in this country are generally goinj in the right directioan o d v-a fe.0 Uijb, or ...
seriously aotten off on the wrong track?

Generally%_=snar do you think our political system and inre wmk fairly tL. a .. or- I
do You think they need sianificant changes?

(cont d.)

Status

High Intelli- Middle Lwer
Total Income qentsia Class Pd

100% 100% 100% 100% 100%Total

His-&Mthr
Je iL E

10M l0ft 100% 100t 101 10f1 1o0t
Number of Cases (1500) (228) (163) (458) (275) ( 53) ( 63)

Things ir this country

Right direction
Wrory track
Don't know/Refused

Our political system

Working fairly well
Need significant changes
Don' t know/Refused

50%
39
11

71%
23
7

60%
33
7

52% 37% 0t 46% -0%
37 47 28 41
11 16 13 13 6

32
4 4

SR
'!I

-44
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PUlc 4VLVval Of both President Pleagen, Wn Vice-President Bshi

high -President bean enjoys a 68% to 26k. approval rating, Vie.

Presidet Bush a 57% to 171 rating.

ercsPtlol CC fteident R agsn, naturally, are mr wll-formud than

those Of Bush. Only 16 have no opinion of aqn 'S job performane,

while 260 have no opinion of gush's p rouin.

President began enJoys nearly universal approv among the nation's

lepublicarw - 90% and only 8% disapprov*e of the job he is

doing as Preident. IMwcrats#, on the other hand, are evenly divided

in their opinions of Reagan -- 47% approve, 46% disapprove. Inde-

pendents side with the Republicans, as 70% approve of bagan and only

o19% disapprove.

CDemographically, Reagan is well-liked among all but the most Demo-

ODcratic voters - blacks and Jews. He is well-liked among all other

voter groups, especially:

* voters under 25
* Southern whites
* Hispanics
* high income whites
* middle class whites
* West North Central state residents

The oft-ccmiented upon ,jender" 0ap is currently 9 points. Men approve

of Reagan by a 73% to 23% margin, women by a 64% to 30% margin.
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The fact tt voters. and Southern Ahtes ar included in the

"high on Rss w ,gi Isa Indication that at least part of their

Iw-found atc t6 do euuia Party Is be=** of the ir wau

feelings and support for President Reagano It will be doubly

iq~ortant, then, to pmfile their issue attitudes to uncover what

issie are attracting wd can keep them in the Rpublicn Party.

Vice-PresLdent Bush is also veil-liked among his own partisans.

qPublicaiu 4Ppi ot Bush by a 74% to 7% ain. -orats approve

by a low positive 42% to 28% margin, although 30% could offer no

opinion. Likewise, Indendent voters aMpove of Bush by a 53% to 14%

margin, but 34% have no opinion.

Geographically, Bush gets his highest marks in the Mst North Central,

Mountain, and Border South states, where 68%, 61%, and 601, respect-

ively, approve of the job he is doing as Vice-President. New

Englanders give him both the lowest marks and the most undecideds --

48% approve, 19% disapprove, and 35% have no opinion.

Dem tgraphically, Bush receives his highest narks from the same voter

groups that applaud Reagan, with the following exception: older

voters like Bush better than younger voters. Voters aged 55 to 64

approve of Bush by a 62% to 16% margin, and those 65 and older approve

by a 61% to 14% margin. Eighteen to twenty-four year olds only

approve by a 53% to 16% margin. The difference between the two age

extremes is due to less familiarity with Bush among younger voters.

While only 22% and 24% of the two older age groups have no opinion of

Bush, fully 30% of those under 25 are undecided about Rush.



in omzy, votr peeopt ionil ot the 4dljOfrp aM the Ooun"~ and
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A 8 0 4 0 S20MARM I OPINION RESARH

mkyu appoeo disapprove of the way Ronald I~nis hagdling hist ba(a Mrvedisapprove) or Just scnwwhat (a nroe/disa rove)?

Party
Identification .olitiAl ion

Total

Number of Cases

Ronald Reagan

Strongly approve
Scmewhat approve
Scaiwhat disapprove
Strongly disapprove
Don't know/Refused

100% 100% 100% 100%

(1500) (659) (144) (695)

34%
34
12
15
6

57%
32

5
3
2

30%
40

118
10

13%
35
19
27

7

New Mid-
England Atlantic

100 100%t

Bat Whst

N- Not m aLe"
loft loft 100t

( 79) (246) (263) (111)

27%
41
9
16
8

36%
31
13
17
4

Collapsed

Approve
Disapprove

261
36
16
18
4

40t
35-

13
3

62
33

10

69-A

4 ~9 4

74 j~;

(continued on next page)
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(cont'd.)

Total

Numer at C*a

Romald ,m,

strongly qV90"

wonwt t Kw

lot I00M loft loe 100 100%

(1S0) (237) (s31) (313) (169) (225)

34%
34
12
1s
6

290
44
15
7
5

32%
36
13
14
6

3"7%
35
7

16
S

38%
26
14
20
3

360
27
9

19
8

ye-.

100% 100%

(726) (774)

38%
35
11
12
5

30%
33
13
17
7

Approve
Disapprove

(continued on next page)
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no ou a ove or di of the wa Ronaldha

(cont'd.)

Status Gai
High Intelli- Middle Loar His-

Total Income aentsia Class End Jew o inics B3ad

Total 100% 100% 100% 1001 100% 100 100

Number of Cases (1500) (228) (163) (458) (275) ( 53) ( 63) (15)

Ronald Reagan

Strongly approve 34% 50% 38% 37% 31% 26% 27%Sarewhat,approve 34 31 31 36 38 2 51 28Somewhat disapprove 12 8 12 10 12 19. Ii 31. Strongly disapprove 15 10 15 11 12 3 6 32--S Don' t know/Refused 6 2 6 5 6 2 5 10

Collapsed

Approve 68 80 69 74 69 51. 78 37Disapprove 26 18 26 21 24. 47 17 54
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MARKET OPINION RESEARI /

Do you a__ rove or disap rove of the wa Geor Bush is handli.. his-iob an Vu ? AW 'b( oedve) or just somewhat (a rvd o)?

Party
Ident if icat ion

Total

Number of Cases

Total Rep. Ind. Dem.

100% 100% 100% 100%

(1500) (659) (144) (695)

East
New Mid- North

England Atlantic ntl

trt

100% 100% 100t 100% 100% 100% loft
( 79) (246) (263) (111) (11e) 31 t 0)

Strongly approve
Somewhat approve
Sonewhat disapprove
Strongly disapprove
Don't know/Refused

22%
35
8
9
26

37%
37
4
3
19

13%
40

5
9
34

lit
32
13
15
30

19%
29
10
9
35

23%
34

8
26

Approve
Disapprove

11
10
28

52

720
30. 2

13 .1

(continued on next page)
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"4/

6 5+

(10)(2,37) (M3), (313)

22%
3S
89

26-0.

19 17% 251
35 38 33
11 9 8
6 11 1030 25 26

Approve.
Disappgav

(continued on rext page)
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26%
37
7

22

100t

(726)

25%
36
8
8

24

(225)

31%
31
7
724

100%

(774)
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35
8
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MARKET OPINION RkSEARCH

DO )ou.. aprove or disaprove of the way Geo Bush is ha ilir his J as V 1 ?
(aovedinapprove) -or just son.)at (Oproe/di._..)?

(cont'Id. )

Tracer G .. . .
T l iqh

Total I nonm--

Total

Nunber oAf Cases

Intelli- Middle Lower Hia-
(entsia Class &W Jew mmi

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100 100%

(1500) (228) (163) (458) (275) ( 53) ( 63)

-*-

(159) (373) .(202Y (20)
George I1ush

Stronjly approve
Scmewhat qpprove
Saewha t disapprove
Stronjly disapprove
Don't know/Refused

Collapsed

Approve
Disapprove

22%
35
8
9

26

33%
35
6
6

21

23%
42

5
7
24

23%
36
7
7

28

23%
34
12
7

24

13%
28
8

17
35

30%
33
3
6

27

5%
31
1S

19
29

24%
40

5
23

StaLus Group

loft,



in past national opinion studies, Maztt Opinion Peesrch has explored

the underlying basic isiu. attitudesaid beliefs that govern- 9bi

opinion. MW has woeed eight basic issue attiudes that tap into

thm ajor isue reas on the public issu agenda today. RXcIAng how

the el te is arrayed on these attitudinal dimensions gives a

better smes of the Inmmntl beliefs hold bV the Amrican public.

With this base, public opinion on topical questions is better under-

stood.

The seven basic attitudinal dimensions are:

0
* unboat diplamacy/interventionism
SAmerica first

o * traditional values
• gvernment assistance

'7 * goverrent welfare

union agenda
* black agenda
* protectionism

To uncover these dimensions, a long series of agree-disagree state-

ments were read to the adults being interviewed for earlier studies.

For this study, the two questions with the best explanatory power on

each dimension were used. The eighth dimension, protectionism, is

Mlooked at in Chapter 5.
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An Mrl ii Oa -~~~f the wat'nd: -how o

t1* 1904M p. 1iton' " W-t a tit44s afe tMst slrong y
...... * y av t-hrog isuet

pubic. The first is a atiw ow, whc tap voter sentimnt on
our mlitrfy t the wrd. The two stateisents which
make up this dimension are, 'The United States should nwevr send

troops to fight in a civil wim in another country, even if a camwmist

takeover is likely" and "Our eoOrmi and security would suffer if we

did not use military troops to protect our interests in other parts of
o the world.' Voters agree by a 73% to 23% margin that our security

would suffer if we did not use military troops, and a more evenly
0 divided 51% to 40% disagree that we should never send troops to
OD

foreign oountries.

The largest share of the electorate falls into the "gunboater"

category. GUnboaters disagree that the U.S. should never send troops,

and they agree that our national security would suffer if we did not

use military troops to protect our interests. Forty-four percent

(44%) of the electorate falls into this category. At the other

extreme are anti-interventionists, who number 23%. They are against

the U.S. sending troops abroad. In the middle, with mixed opinions,

is the remaining third (33%) of the electorate.
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Tthe met intrvetionist eiments 40 the ictocat. am:

SSouthern hites
v ote, aged 25 to 39

The teot anti-intervntionist grwps in the electorate are$

*New ftlad md Faif IC Coast meidents;
Ssenior citizem
*Jew

Thins, thwn is a good issue fo Re publicans and one that can solidify

Southern whites.



MARKET OPINIC

Cognition and Distrib~ution c *at,

Total
The United States sh4d
send trovs to fiht in k "v
war in another c-unri,
a commist takeover Is l Il.

Strongly agree
Scziwhat agree
Neither agree nor disagree/

- Undecided
Somewhat disagree
Strongly disagree

22%
19

4
9
15

4
10
S

1
1
1

1
4
2

Total

2
.1
2

4
25
26

10 100%

Anti-interventionists .000

Mixed

G Gunboaters

.125

.250

.375

.500

.625
.750
.975

1.000

Total

Average

Combined

Distribution

5
5
9

12

15
15

100%

.62

Anti-interventionists
Mixed
Gunboaters

23%
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MARTOri

Voter,
Ui! i

Total 44%150

RepuiAmI 10 20 30 5(659)
1 md lon~t U1 423 144)

1~ucst3 ' 26 34 40 (695)

NW lglnz iont 39 28 34 (79)
Mid-Atlartic 100% 24 32 44 (246)

N East tortA Cwtral 100% 27 32 41 (263)
west Nte q ra0 22 32 46 ( 111)
Border South ion: 17 36 47 C118)
Deep South 100% 17 33 50 C392)
Mountain 100w 18 46 36 C 80)
Pacific 100% 28 30 42 (210)

18-24 100% 23 37 41 ( 237)
25-39 100% 20 30 50 ( 531)0 40-54 100% 19 33 47 ( 313)

v 55-64 100% 25 34 40 ( 189)
65+ 100% 33 33 34 ( 225)

0
Sex

OD
Male 100% 25 30 46 ( 726)
Female 100% 21 36 43 ( 774)

Status Group

High inom 100% 24 27 49 (228)
Intelligentsia 100% 24 37 38 (163)
Middle class 100% 23 31 47 ( 458)
Lower end 100% 18 36 46 (275)
Jews 100% 40 23 36 ( 53)
Hispanics 100% 24 37 40 ( 63)
Blacks 100% 21 36 42 ( 159)

Tracer Group

Northern white Protestant 100% 22 35 43 (373)
Northern white Catholic 100% 28 32 41 (202)
Northern white union 100% 28 27 44 ( 204)
Southern whites 100% 18 33 49 ( 395)
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The -frsigmi pOUc dimension taps voter sentiment about the
U.S.as a MWber of "t .Nv ld coivunity. It is more aid-related
than in in- . h wutiors that make tp this dimension
are, 9 should help any those; oountries which are for us and not
help those which are against us, to which a 62% to 30% majority

agrees, and 'Oubr country has a moral obligation to help people in
other parts of the world, even those in neutral or unfriendly

countries." A 56% to 39% majority agrees with that Wtat ait.

As there is an inherent disonanc in those two rsorwe, a plurality
Lff of the voters (41%) has mixed opinions. The remainder of the

W electorate divides 33% Amrica First, 250 internationalist.

The strongest America First-ers in the electorate are:

o* ters over 55
* lower end whiteso • Jews

Younger voters, members of the intelligentsia, high inco-e voters, and
West North Central residents have a greater share of internationalist

sentiment. This issue is non-partisan; there is no significant dif-
ference in opinion !etween Democrats and Republicans. Both are mixed,

but lean toward the k-erica First view.
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hep peop 4
h~e i

*~iow g

Stronly agg.

Neither oge nor diftwfte/
Undecided

S t diswe
Strongly disagree.

Total

Internationalist

Mixed

America First

.000

. 125

.250
.375
.500
.625
.750
. 875

1.000

Total

Average

Combined

Internationalist
Mixed
America First

4

2
S

22

lot
la

9

20

1
1
*

5

1 1 11

17 21 100q

Distriwuion

9
12
7

21
13
8

11
15

100%

.55

25%
41
33
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al !, fir
Ital iI. 1 . 41% 33* (46)

12 43 34 (659)
100% 23 44 33 (144)

P a i t1 2? 40 33 (695)

NOW 1-2A4 L 100 29 46 25 ( 79)
100% 26 41 33 ( 246)

Ent5 100% 27 42 31 ( 263)~s tth *t1,30% 31, 32 37 C111)kbowir South loo% 22. 49 29 C118)
DOWp&nth 100% 23 41 37 (392)Mountain 100% 24 46 30 C80)LhPacif ic 1001 26 40 33 C210)

18-24 100% 32 42 ( 237)
oC 2S-39 100% 26 43 31 ( 531)40-S4 100% 26 39 35 ( 313)55-64 100% 20 42 39 ( 189)

Ci n65+ 100% 19 41 40 (225)

an Sex

dMale 100% 27 44 29 ( 726)Female 100% 24 39 37 (774)'

High inxxm 100% 32 39 29 (228)
Intelligentsia 100% 37 41 22 (163)
Middle class 100% 25 41 34 (458)Lower end 100% 16 41 42 (275)
Jews 100% 26 32 40 ( 53,)Hispanics 100% 17 52 30 6 *3)Blacks 100% 29 43 28 ( 159)

Tracer Group

Northern white Protestant 100% 27 37 36 ( 373)Northern white Catholic 100% 27 43 30 (202)
Northern white union 100% 25 42 33 ( 209)
Southern whites 100% 22 43 35 ( 395)
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'lft third dlaunsin ta sa e bel if in, tradit ional voi*¥ 'Th

tlo statmnte used to fom this diasion. are ' t is all rtion, a

pbic schools to start eah a wt ar prayer' Ma V& i~an dw44 A

hae the legal right to an abontion if ds wats Oty n

SWOMP rayr reat the heart of the diffeikence between rtnl

istis and mn-traditionalistst hot a Iaune Share of the eloctorateo is

dividied. On the issue of school grayer, a 75%, to 200% majority, favor

letting praer into piblic schools# but on the issue of abortion, a

66I to 300 favor allowing wwn to hawe an abortion if they 01h0ooe

Thus, a 51% majority of the electorate has mixed views on the tradi-
to
0 tional values dimmnsion. Twenty-nine percent (29%) have consistent

K traditional values, 20% have consistently anti-traditional values. So,

o though it is an area which has received a great deal of attention in

Srecent years, relatively few voters are diehard traditionalists as it

C relates to these two issues. It must be said, though, that when the

00 issues of marijuana reform, gay rights, and pornography are included

CC- in the scale, as they were in the earlier study, the dimension

polarizes somewhat. In that instance, 49% were classified as tradi-

tionalists and 17% were anti-traditionalist.

Those voter groups who are more traditionalist than the electorate at

large are:

* Southern whites
* West North Central residents
* voters over 40
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,AntilotaditWonalists a*. acre Mlky S e

.a if AP. 1-Atantic rsidents

MO hi nmm~ whites

This issue dimesion is run-on is. There is wvft little difference

between the parties on the dlznion. It is a good issue dimension

with which to attract Southern wdtess, but not a good one to attract

younger voters. This is largely because of the abortion issue.

Younger voters strongly favor a omm's right to an aortion, Southern

whits are less supportive. Both of these groups favor prayer in
Sschools, however.

Co
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rtgt.t.  ,t hav n,

tSte"-*l

It is al.ii.. f a "ooia
to star

strongly agree
Sameat agree
Neither agree d/

sacmwht disagm
Strongly disagree

Total

20 %
t0o

3
3

10

46

1I2

19

3%
1

5

1 14

6 24 100%

Lf
Anti-traditionl values .000

Mn .125
.250
.375

Mixed .500
.625

o .750
.875

Traditional values 1.000

Total

a:L Average

Combined

Anti-traditional values
!4 ixed
Traditional values

rl
5
5

28
13T_
5

19

100%

.55

20%
51
29
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14ti~sl Values

*tfona2.
-YW

Mid-Atlanic
East ?#otir eral
*st Mot Central
Border Southop South
%untaCn

Pacific

18-24
25-39
40-54
55-64
65+

Sex

M.ale
Female

High inocmn
Intelligentsia
Middle class
Lower end
Jews
Hispanics
Blacks

Tracer Group

Northern white Protestant
Northern white Catholic
Northern white union
Southern whites

100%
100%
100%

100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%

100%
100%
100%
100%
100%

100%
100%

100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%

100%
100%
100%
100%

373)
202)
209)
395)
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tion".'
Values

29
oO)eses

(1500)

.16
17
24

LA

n

53
58.
48

61
49
52
46
53
53
53
48

659)
144)
695)

79)
246)
263)
111)
118)
392)

80)
210)

237)
531)
313)
189)
2251

21
18

25
25
15
10
60
24
23

53
49

58
42
55
49
36
51
48

726,
( 774)

228)
163)
458)
275)

53)
63)

159)



c~veziinnt Assistance

There a go m..'Action/domstic policy dhmmons. The first
one, government assistance, taps voter attitudes on how much the

goverrment should do to .0sure quality of life. zt differs from the

gort!m-t wlfare dinumion in that govertmmt meistance is seen to

help wzyon, . gwile velare is directed at the low income

groups. in the electorate. The two statements that omprise the

goverit asistance dimnsion are "If cities and towns around the

country roed financial help to inprove their schools, the government

in Washington ought to give them the money they need' and "The

goverrimnt in Washington should see to it that every person has a job
Lfl

and a good standard of living." The public supports the first

statement by a 631 to 31% margin but is evenly divided, 50% agree to

47% disagree on the second. When the two are combined to form the

o:D index, 42% are pro-government assistance, 32% are anti-government

V" assistance, and 26% are mixed.

This index is highly partisan. A 43% to 32% plurality of the nation's

Republicans are anti-governmnt assistance, and a 53% to 20% majority

of the Democrats are pro-government assistance.

Other groups who agree with Republicans that less government as-

sistance is best are:

* voters over 55
* Mountain state residents
* high income, intelligentsia woters
* Southern whites
* Northern white Protestants

- 63 -



On the Imoe is bettor" side of the coin ares

* Eastern Seaboard (New &Vgland a Mid-Atlantic) and
Pacif ic rmidsnts

* Blacks
* Hispnics
*jas

* Iust end whites

Again, this agenda item is an attraction for So- Imn whitess, but not

for younger voters.

L

0

Cr

a:
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COcaosition and D

If cities and towicountry need fina,
e their sc

Yoorrnt in %a
to give them tW1
need.

Strongly agree
Somwhat agree
Neither agree nor.

Undecided
Saewhat disagree
Strongly disagree

3 ~ ~Total

disagr*/

1; 81 1 Il 5% 39
58 ''I" 7 4 24

2
2.

3
1
*

Total

Anti-government assistance

Mixed

Government ass istance

i.000
. 125
. 250
. 375
.500
. 625
.750
.875

1.000

Total

Average

Cambined

Distribution

8
7
7
17
9

TF
13

119I

100%

.58

Anti-.]overrrent -ssistance
Mixed
Governrrent assistance

1
S
3

2
5

10

6
15
16

25 I004

32%
26
42
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ggrwinaJt Ass istace

Atl-

- 10% 32%A 261

Pro-
overrumnt

Assistance

42%

....

Mid-At i
tv,1orth"Central

West Naomt 6.tza1
BfLOgw South
Dee South
mountain
Pacific

18-24
25-39
40-54
55-64
65+

Sex

Male
Female

High inrus
Intelligentsia
Middle class
Lower end
Jews
Hispanics
Blacks

Tracer Group

Northern white Protestant
Northern white Catholic
Northern white union
Southern whites

228)
163)
458)
275)

53)
63)

159)

373)
202)
209)
395)
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TOta,

N5r

(1500)

U,/

ivj

100%
1004

1001
100%
1001

1001
100%
100%
100%
100

100%
100%
100%
100%
100%

23
23
32
32
32
34
43
35

15
27
41
42
40

659)
144)
695)

79)
246)
263)
111)
118)
392)

80)
210)

237)
531)
313)
189)
225)

20
27
23
35
28
27
33
20

32
27
21
23
26

100%
100%

726
774)

100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%

100%
100%
100%
100%
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* Republicans
* Mountain state residents
* Southern whites
* middle class whites

Those the least opposed include:

* 3 lacks
* Jews
* Democrats
* New England and East North Central residents

- 67 -

om pluet o t ic policy 4 nsion deals 14th

.goverromnt welfr., uhioh io a separate ..are& in:: voters minds, from:

gWanri mamnt icm*a Ihis is a vty "sided lmim, a 2uajority

or urali oters all voter groups areanti eare, toeltsar og

Thse mns that this diversion am *maim aout welfare
abaseM Are greatly Igead umost peopl receiving esistanee truly

need it** which garners 47% agreement and 45% disagreement, and

"Tight. wntrOls aus rnd in the federal good stamp programp many

peOPle now receiving food stamps don't deserve them$,* to which a

strong 77% to l8% majority agre. All told, 58% of the electorate is

anti-gvrrtnt welfare, 22% are pro-governmnt, welfare, and 21%k have

mixed opinions.

Though all voters are anti-government welfare, those most strongly

opposed are:

U,

0

0

Go
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7

NeithWr ap.rwdup.

Stuungy dlape

71A 0

4

Total

2

2

24 9 1001

Anti-govern nt welfare

Mixed

Pro-rjovernment welfare

Total

Average

Ccrbined

Anti-governnent welfare
Mixed
Pro-government welfare

.000

.125
.250
.375
.500
. 625
. 750
* 875

1:000

RietKibutL n

13
10
12

-
6

I4~
100%

.36

58%
21
22
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Total

5%
2

1
1

*

I

20%
27

8
19
27



£at 11mth co 4a

DepSouth

mowtain.
Pacific

18-24
25-39
40-54
55-64
65+

100%
100t
100%

100%

100

100%
100%

100%
1001k
100%

54

05

59
5

.62
70
59

Sex

Male
Female

100%
100%

Pro-
Govfermnt

___ _*lfare

22%

15
21
28

27
22
26
19
24
19
18
20

24
22
24
20
16

20
23

Status Group

High incone
Intelligentsia
Middle class
Lower end
Jews
Hispanics
Blacks

Tracer Group

Northern white Protestant
Northern white Catholic
Northern white union
Southern whites

47

k1%

Wf

0
47

0D

L Q.,

(150O0)

659)
144)
695)

79)
246)
263)
111)
118)
392)
80)

210)

237)
531)
313)
189)
225)

( 7261
?74)

100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%

228)
163)
458)
275)

53)
63)

159)

100%
100%
100%
100%

373)
202)
209)
395)
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lublic cowunadu th.jibWo lc-rossy jabor unon~

another major attitudInal dbuswm in the electorate. Thi dIVAIM~

do"e not peedict, attttt d6 the:: 'riht o'abo uni~is to exist, Itt

to %t extent thiey how reI po and influence than they should.

TW ec ae Ins aga t labo UnICN in that regard by a 42% to

35% lmuin, with 23% mired. MW whaiunt Ach aw Cabined to tom

this diieuton aM Zabor unitons have Wom too big nd powerful,, for
the good of the COMM," to which a 651 to 30% majority agree, and

"rabor Unions are very inssay to protect the woking man,* to which

a nearly eqmal 66% to 31% majority agree.

As expected, this is a highly partisan dimension. Republicans are

anti-union by a 54% to 25% margin, Democrats are pro-union by a 44% to

32% margin. Age, region, status, and race are also divided on the

union dimension. Besides Republicans, these voters are anti-

union:

* Mountain state residents
* senior citizens
* northern white Protestants
* Southern whites

Siding with Denocrats on the union dimension are:

* northern white union Tnmrers
* voters under 25
* Jews
* Hispanics
* Blacks
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oLbor icmi ham b .... tn bin

strongly agreeSnhat agre
Neither agree nor

Undecided
Samw~at disagree
Stmigly disagree

disacime/

Total

7%
6

2
7

11

31

141
12

2
5
2

3S

nunW

$~~watSDinl

1%
1

1
*

*

3mem

12%
1

42%
23

1 1 6
2 1 15
1 1 15

16 16 100%

Anti-labor union

Mixed

Pro-labor union

.000
,125
.250
.375
.500
.625
.750
.875

1.000

Total

Average

Combined

Anti-labor union
Mixed
Pro-labor union

Distrbution

9
5
16
-

6
9
11

100%

.49

42%
23
35
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Total

Party dsntijfcai,

Rpublican

Deinocrat

1bliticlRqo

Mid-Atlantic
East Nor Cantral
West North C*ntal
Boder *South
Deep South
Motintain
Pacific

18-24
25-39
40-54
55-64
65+

Ln

to}WI

TOW unia " o

146i 4f

100V

100%

100%
100%
100%
100%
100V
100%
100%

100%

100%100%

100%
100%

24
23
21
24
22
26
16
20

29
24
17
20
26

Sex

Male
Female

Status Group

High incom
Intelligentsia
Middle class
Lower end
Jews
Hispanics
Blacks

Tracer Group

Northern white Protestant
Northern white Catholic
Northern white union
Southern whites

223)
163)
458)
275)

33)
63)

159)

373
202'
209)
395)
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Pro-Labor
Union,

35%

Of C""

(1500)

659)
144)
695)

79)
246)
263)
111)
118)
392)
80)

210)

237)
531)
313)
189)
225)

100%
100%

726
( 774

100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%

100%
100%
100%
100%
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RaOe is0 cw Of the. NsiOr Sociological divisions of the electooot on~
the black agenda dimnsi am finds blacks at one endand and

elge at the other* This, is -not to say that, mnblacks are anti-black,

or anti civil rights, but ae against s Uecia trta Mut or privileges

for blacks. The two items that make up this dimension are the
statiMMt that Mlack peoplo in the country should be given special

ouideration for nrw jobs because of past discrimination ,aginst
the" and the 00 to 1000 hemmter rating of Jesse Jackson. Blacks

agree by.a 60 to 38% margin to the statement and give Jackson a 770
rating. All other voters, hmver disagree with the statement by a
74% to 221 margin and give Jackson only a lukewarm 43Q rating. In

total, 60% of the electorate are anti-black agenda, 17% are pro-black

agenda, and 23% are mixed.

The strongest sentiment against the black agenda is found among:

• Republicans
* senior citizens
* Southern whites
Slower end whites
• Jews

M Mountain state residents

Only among blacks is there a majority (54%) in favor of the black

agenda, and only the following groups top 20% pro-black agenda:

* Democecats
* Hispanics
* voters under

(24%)
(24%)

25 (22%)

- 75 -
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Gunboat diplomcy:

America first:

Traditional values:

Government assistance:

Goverum t welfare:

Labor unions:

Black agenda:

Southern whites, voters aged 25 to 39

voters over 55, lower end whites, Jews (non-
partisan)

Southern whites, West North Central, over 40
(non-partisan)

over 55, Iountain, Southern whites, Northern
white Protestants, high income, intelligentsia
Mountain, middle class, Southern whites

Mountain, over 65, northern white Protestant,
Southern white

over 65, Southern white, lower end, Jews,
Mountain

Comparing the Republican and Derocratic coalitions on these dimensions

shows that Republicans are significantly more conservative than

Democrats on the black agenda (25 pts.), labor unions (22 pts.),

government assistance (23 pts.), government welfare (18 pts.), and

gunboat diplomacy dimensions (10 pts.), while there is little

difference between the two parties on the traditional values (3 pts.)

and America first (I pt.) dimensions.

- 76 -

tn

In

ma

0

CO.

0c

MARKLOPINIO&SERCH

qo-black Amrica is definitely against giving special consideration

to blacks because of past discrimination.

In swoary, there are eight attitudinal dimensions which account for

met of the variance in opinions on major issues of the day. The

seven dimnsions which are described in this chapter are: gunboat

diplo=y, Amrica first, traditional values, governoent assistance,

governmnt welfare, Union agenda, and black agenda. Each is listed

below with the major voter groups the conservative position on the

dimension attracts:



Stomluy -99%61 3% 2% 111Neither age n m/

Undecided 1 1 1 4Sawmtiat di 10 78 25Strongly isagm 1 ii 10 4

36 25 39 100%

Anti-black agenda

Mixed

Pro-black agenda

Total

Average

Ccmbined

Anti-black agenda
Mixed
Pro-black agenda

.000

.125
.250
.375
.500
.625
.750
.875

1.000

Distrut ion

11
15
17

9
7

5
4

100%

.38

60%
23
17
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69 1 140

100V 47 28 24

&ast *1111- Ciniza
West Nqrth~~

Deeg Soth
Moutain
Pacific

18-24
25-39
40-54
55-64
65+

Male
Female

Status Group

High incoum
Intelligentsia
Middle class
Lower end
Jews
Hispanics
Blacks

Tracer Group

Northern white Protestant
Northern white Catholic
Northern white union
Southern whites

100

100%
1001

lOOt

100%

100%

100%
100%

100%
100%
100%

1O0%

100%

100%
100%

100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%

100%
100%
100%
100%

726'
774)

228)
163)
458)
275)

33
63)

15q)

373-
202)
209'
395)
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Total

Nurit50

(1a00)

659)
144)
695)

79)
246)
263)
111)
118)
392)
80)

210)

237)
531)
313)
189)
225)

20
17
19
16
18
17
6

17

Sex



Lfl

0

cc

CHAPMER 4t

One of the most widely discussed issues in recent months Ms: b
international Verroris. Ever since the taking of hostages in the
U.S. Ossy in Irn, this issue has been a subject of public debate
and discussion. More recent events, such as the Achill* Lauro
hijacking ha e mthimes an een hotter topics it is sure to b a
topic of discussion in the 1986 and 1988 csspigns and is an Imotant

area for the Republican Party and its candidates to wnestmd°

A solid number of Americans believe that terrorist acts are the acts
of tverrmwnts rather than of groups or individuals. Fully 67% feel
that foreign governments are behind most terrorist acts. Less than
one-third (27%) of the public feels that terrorists are individuals or
groups acting on their own. This view is dominant throughout the
electorate, but is most strongly held by senior citizens, lower end
whites, and residents of the Deep South.

A 57% majority of Americans believe that the U.S. government can
significantly reduce terrorism, while 36% say that there is not much
the goverrmnt can do. This points out the desire on the part of the
public that the government take an active role in trying to reduce
terrorism around the world, including both military and diplomatic

action.
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One option the U.S. has against terrorism is rtaliation. Fully"71%

of the A rican public favors, in general, taking military action

against terrorists. When probed further,'howver, that. U br
declines a three specific situations are este.Al told, 60% of

the public can be called pro-military action, while 40% are

anti-military action.

The three specific situations presented r. theses military action

against terrorist cams if innoent people in the cwp are likely to

be killed or woundedy military action against terrorists who are

suspected of planning an attack or only as retaliation after an

attacki military action against governments which help and train

terrorists, even if that action could lead to larger conflict. To the

first situation, endangering innocent lives, only 35% of the public

p would favor military action. Only 28% would favor a pre-emptive

0 strike, and only 36% would favor military action against governments.

V" So, while Americans, in general, are in favor of taking military
0 action to stop terrorism, that support lessens when some of the

consequences are discussed. Americans do not wish to see terrorist

camps bombed if that would cost innocent lives, they do not wish to

retaliate against governments if that could lead to a larger conflict,

and they generally favor military force as retaliatory action rather

than a pre-ewrtive one.

Republicans (most notably Independent Republicans), middle aged (40 to

54) citizens, residents of .the Deep South, and Jews are the most

pro-military action groups in the electorate. New Englanders, women,

-80-
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wag'at, and senor citize are the most nti-Lnterventionist.MW

the':lat :06 rive of military action against terrorism. mTe:*
p~rm~sliacation grous in fth electorate are southern men aged 40

to 54 and JWish Wma ged 25 to 39. wquaed to the national arage.
Of I*-. an the Oto 4 miit ary tnScale tsrat a 2*9 a I ,

esstivelyo

C 0i9 the epublicM and ratic oalitions aonthis scaleslo.
the Npublicans W have a 2.1 average on the scale and the D socats a
1.6. InApendwatVoters echo the national average of 1.9.

Despite their sentiments in favor of retaliatory action against
WI terrorists, Americans also feel that the U.S. government should

negotiate with terrorists if they are holding American hostages.
NFifty-nine percent (59%) of the public supports negotiation, while 34%
0 say the government should stand steadfast and refuse to negotiate.

Refusal to negotiate is r-cre prevalent among Republicans, Mountain
C -state residents, Jews, men, high income voters, and members of the

intelligentsia. It is not, therefore, entirely a "shoot first, ask
questions later" group. Many of these voters surely believe that
negotiating with terrorists will only act to encourage future

terrorist actions.

0~-Amricans are of a nind, then, that the U.S. government can and should
act tough to discourage terrorism, but that when American lives are in

the balance, there should be efforts made to save them.
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Public Opinion on Terrorim,

~t

Total 1 ~~" "100%10
Ntber of Cases (1I5): (4,) (144) (695)

f candotoy red*= terrormm.

opinion is closest to you om

Not nuch government can do 36% 37% 39% 35%Government can significantly reduc 57 57 51 58Don't know/Refused 7 6 10 7
tf Do you favor or opose the United

States taking military action
against terrorists?

Favor 73% 77% 74% 68%
Oppose 19 15 15 24Don't know/Refused 8 8 11 8
If opose U.S. taking military
action against terrorists, don't

cknow or refused:

W uld you favor or oppose military
action against terrorists who had
killed American citizens?

Favor 43% 48% 44% 40%Oppose 40 36 30 44Don't know/Refused 18 16 27 16

(continued on next )aje)
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Public Coinion on Terrorism
• '": (cont'd,) _ ,:,:

If favor U.S. taking militAry t~
against terrorists:
Would you ,favor, or : ?-

9 at aaist eorit

Favor 351 420 320 29%Oppose 40 37 38 430 Don't know/efused 9 8 15 9
Oppose ll military action 36 12 15 19

Would You favor military actennu ainst-terror ist who are qu-
pected of Blani an atak
only as retaliation against'
terrorists who have actually
carried out an attack?

Favor against suspected terrorists 28% 33% 33% 23%o Favor only as retaliation 47 47 37 49Favor neither 4 3 6 4
Don't know/Refused 6 5 10 5
Oppose all military action 16 12 15 19

CWould you favor or oppose military
action against governments which

cc help train and finance terrorists,
even if that means risking a larger
war?

Favor 36% 43% 34% 31%
Oppose 40 37 39 42
Don't know/Refused 8 7 12 9
Oppose all milit.ary action 16 12 15 19

0
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V~t Wth ntral
a orw ft fft
DOOP South
mountain
PFcif IC

18-24
25-39
40-54
55-64
65+

mit haul Wit-

IN*~ '166 AS %9 1.9 (1500)

lot

1000
100%

100%
1000
Ioolk

loft
100

100%
100%

100%
100%
100%

100%

100%

IS.

12

13
17
11
16
19

14
13
14

15
lNI

21

26

24

28
21
28
21

26

22
23

22

22
24
22

20
25

PT r*.
6 L.6

6
9
7
7
8

11
9
9

7
8

6

1.5
1.8
1.8

1.9
1.7

1.8

1.8
1.9

1201

1.7

659)
144)
695)

79)
246)
263)
111)
118)
392)

80)
21(6

237)
53,')
313?

22;

Sex

Male
Female

100 11 19loot 1201 IRI I3I I5l 1-.618 5 I1-6I
~~~1

Tracer Group

White northern
Protestant

White northern Catholic
White northern union
Southern white
Jewish
Black
Hispanic

#Average ranges from 0 (no military action) to 4 (military action in

100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%

19
18
12
10
12

[971
9

18
20
22

1271
20

1291

8
9
6

I4
6
4

1.7
1.7

2.111.5

4 )rj

j~A

all cases) .
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1-24.8

1.7 2.0 1 .3
catho 1. 1.8 1.2
Union . 2.0 2.3 O.s
Southsg ztt. 2.1 L 2.1
Jewish 1.9 2.0 1.5
Hipenic 1.5 1.9 1.2
Bl2 1 . 3.o 0.7

LA Protestant 1.7 2.0 1.5
Catholic 1.7 2.3 1.2
Union 1.8 2.0 1.6
Southern white 2.0 2.3 1.8
Jewish 2.2 12.91 1.7
Hispanic 1.6 1.8 1.4
Black 2.2 2.4 2.0

40-54 2.0

o Protestant 1.9 2.2 1.5
Catholic 1.9 2.4 1.7
Union 1.9 2.2 1.7
Southern white 2.3 12.61 1.9

Or, Jewish 2.1 2.3 1.7
Hispanic 1.7 2.3 1.1
Black 1.9 1.5 2.0

55-64 1.8

Protestant 1.8 2.2 1.3
Catholic 2.0 2.4 1.7
Union 1.8 1.9 1.8
Southern white 1.8 2.3 1.6
Jewish 2.2 2.2 -
Hispanic 1.4 1.8 0.8
Black 1.2 2.0 1.0

(continued on next page)
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CatholicUnion.

Jewish'
Hispanic
Black

1.7

1.4
1.6
1.9
2.0
1.4
1.3
1.7

1..7
1.6
1.9
2.3
1.5
.6

1.7

t.71.9
1.17
1.4
1.7

to

UPLf)

#Nurbers are averages on the military action index, which ranges from
0 to 4.
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MARKET OPINION RESEARCH

When terrorists are holding Americans hostage, do you think our h mnt
their relea or refuse to neootiate with the terrorists?

Do you believe terrorist acts are largely the acts of inwivigus u-I Ml
them are being backed by some foreign vrrment?

Party
Identification

Total

Number ot Cases

Total Rep. Ind. Dem.

100% 100% 100% 100%

(1500) (659) (144) (695)

East tast
New Mid- tt1cth tk*rh dzr D£

(79) (246) (263) (111) (118) M3) ~) (M
Our goveriment negotiate
with terrorists

a Should negotiate
Refuse to negotiate
Don't know/Refused

Believe terrorist acts
are largely the acts
of. .

59% 54% 52% 65%
34 42 32 27

7 4 16 7

61% 611
28 :36:
12

6IV

Individual/Small
groups

Foreign government
Don't know/Refused

(continued on next page)
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Wten terrorists are holding Americans hostac e, do you think our g .rrit ,=,KWu,
release or refuse to negotiate with the terrorists?

Do you believe terrorist acts are lar ely the acts of individuals and OWL M
being backed by some foreign government?

(cont'd.)

_ _ _ Sex

Total

Number of Cases

Total 18-24 25-39 40-54 55-64 65+

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% loot

(1500) (237) (531) (313) (189) (225)

p.-

108% 1oft

(726) ("74)

Our government negotiate
with terrorists

0
: Should Njotiate
I Refuse to neotiate

Don't know/Refused

Believe terrorist acts
are lar ly the acts
of. ..

Individual/Small
groups

Foreign goverrhnent
Don't know/Refused

59% 68,0 58% 55% 58% 58% 55% 63A
34 28 37 37 31 33 40 2B
7 4 6 8 12 9 5 9 -



ThOeieghth .Master'tswn dimension uncovered in earlier research i

prt~ ism. Though NWIAWn S nealy feel that trade with other

countries helps the U.S. economy, they nonetheless harbor pro-

tectionist esntINts. tionism to nst &uwieau thoughNO",:su

'fair tradew rather than ono trade.' The public's lack of knowledge

about trade issues fosters som nbivalenoe on this ismue, I .ver.

#0 A 55% to 36% majority of the public believe that foreign trade helps
U) rather than hurts the economy. This is true among all but strong

Democrate, blacks, and lower end whites, who believe trade hurts the

economy. It is also the case, however, that a small 34% plurality of

voters believe that there should )e less trade with other countries

than there is now. Thirty-one percent (31%) believe there should be

more trade and 28% say that it should stay about the same. In
addition, fully 51% say that there should be fewer iports in the next

cc few years than there is now. Thirty-six percent (36%) say it should

stay the sane, and only 9% feel there should be more foreign imports.

Ccubining these sentiments about trade and imports reveals that 47% of

the American public can he called "protectionist" to some degree, 23%

are "free traders," and the rest (30%) have mixed opinions.

Americans are not blanket protectionists, however. Fifty-three

percent (53%) of the public supports restricting foreign imports only
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from Muntrtiq that restrict our ptoducts while trading freely with

all other countrios, the fair trade* position. A lesser 27S feels

that Vo hould restrict any foreign 1orts which threaten American

jobs even if they are from a country which doesn't restrict our

praucs.= Only 161 believe that there should be no restrictions on

foreign iqprts.

Who are protectionists? Though met groups in the eleoate exhibit

SOm degree of protectionist sentiments, the most protectionist

elements in our society are:

Democrats
lfl * mid-Atlantic state residents

women
t/ • blacks

0 middle class lower end whites
0 those with no college education

0
Education appears to be the most significant correlate with pro-

tectionist sentiments. The greater the educational attainment, the

aless likely a person is to harbour protectionist sentiments. Only

oarong Jews and high income voters do free traders outnumber protec-

tionists.

Why are scme Americans protectionist? One reason is that Americans

who are anti-imports are more likely to know of a specific business in

their area that has been hurt by foreign competition than are free

traders. Fifty-two percent (52%) of the core protectionists know of a

business that has been hurt by foreign imports, while 53% of the free
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trai dmi's b k of a local business tht hs been hurt. )te

than gotectloniots, those most likely to know of a local business
that ha been hurt by forign impo are eW ftag id and Cast 3orth

W Central residents, men, high inomv oersA, ndv oters aged 40 to 64.

.tmuicans believe that the ajor reasons behind the trade def icit are
cheap labor in foreign countries (661 feel this has contributed a
great deal), ge dmnds by Amrican labo unions (470), dumping or

selling at less than cost by foreign countries (47%), and poor
planning and nmanagement by U.S. companies (43%). Americans blame

unfair trade policies by foreign governments (371) and the better
quality of foreign products (37%) least of all.

th
It is somewhat surprising that Americans are as quick to adtit S of

the blame lies within the U.S. as to point the finger elsewhere.
0 Indeed, over half of the voters feel that "American industries are

blaming the Japanese/EuOpeans for their own mistakes and excessive

costs," while less than a third feel that "the Japanese/Europeans are

copeting unfairly with American industries." This question, half-
sampled to alternate "Japanese" with "European," came out very similar

in each case, with a 58% to 32% majority pointing the finger at U.S.
industry vis-a-vis the Japanese, and a 55% to 30% majority doing so

vis-a-vis the Europeans.

Taking these opinions on the source of blame for trade problems

together, only one-f otrth 0f16the American public (25%) puts the blame

for U.S. trade problems solely at the feet of American business. On
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the othe hind, nealy 4 in 10 (38%) blame foreign countries. The

rest (37%) blame both or have mixed opinions. The relationship

between blame for trade problems and protectionist sentiments is

strong. Protectionists place the bla on foreign countries#, w ile

tree traders think the cMase o fS ra U.S. business. Protectionists

thUs 0eel that, since the trade deficit is due to unfair competition

trot aboad, there dauld be traf isetrictions so that U.S. industry

can Wete on an eqjal tcoting. Frve traders place the blme on U.S.

busines ad thus beliee that it is up to business to straighten up

and becm cre capetitive.

There is, hotever, a large share of the electorate that divides the

blame between U.S. business and foreign companies and governments.

New Englanders, Mountain state residents, young voters (18-24), and

lower end whites put the most blame on both camps.

One policy which has been espoused recently is one of "fair trade."

Americans go along with that general idea, protectionist and free

trader alike. Fifty-two percent (52%) of the free traders, 50% of the

protectionists, and 60% of those in the niddle feel that America's

trade policy should be one of trading freely with those countries that

trade freely with us, and restricting the products of those countries

who restrict our products. From a policy perspective, this could lead

to a trade war, but even when that was explained to those voters who

wanted fewer imports, they said that having fewer imports was more

inportant than avoiding a possible trade war.



do tie pmwties uStand an the pwtetioeft*f is"? ta Are

ai- scotctionist than INspublicarw. Fiftytw urrnt '(5414) of the
* nt~io's ~m~o amar pwotecttnist19 r trader. oiae

to a 40%.protectionist, 28* free trader Plurality M~ng Rpublicarts.
. oth VW ga.ip Sipt- te notiono fair t , b F pblican s the
UM of 561, mcrats with 49%. More Demrat. (321) than Ropub-

Ues(24%) favor the its U.I.4trd tiMt option, but
weither. feel that there &lu=W be no Wte mstriftion,

It is clear that Americans "nt a trade policy that takes into con-

sideration the effect of imports on American jobs* The fair trade

cnonst is generally supported as a policy option. Avericans are

definitely not in favor of afree' trade, but they are not intransigent
n ~in their protectionism either.
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Over the next several years, do you think our country would be better off with " t '. is" _tx" or about
same tradef as now, with foreign countries?

Over the next several years, do you think our counry would be better off allowing re lessI or aboa t eiw iamount of foreign rtstas now, into the country?

Party

Identification

Total

Number of %Cases

Total Rep. Ind. Dem.

100% 100% 100% 100%

(1500) (659) (144) (695)

East
New Mid- North

ErUlan Atlantic Central

100% 100

West
North Border OW

Cetral._

( 79) (246) (263) (111) (118) (392)

More
About the same
Less
Don't know/Refused

Foreign Imports

More
Abcout the same
Less
Don't know/Refused

(continued on next [v.,je)

0

100% 100

31%
28
34
8

100%t loftr W"0

37%
28
29
7

9
43
45
2

28%
29
30
13

t0
35
49
7

26%
27
40
8

9
29
58
4

28%
30
30
10

14
32
54

1

31%
26
37
6

9
35
53
4

34%
27
30
9

9
37
50
4

29%
24

36%
26
33
6

6
41
51
2

22%
30
39
9

11
31
53

5

.29%
29

3S
101

52
3

31%
27~

10

8-

44
-6

F10litipal ftion
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Over the next several years, do you think our country would be better off with more trad les trade, or about ttrade, as now, with foreign countries? .. ....-..

Over the next several years, do you think our countr would b better off allcnv rm_ ,s abot i- .
foreign i rts, as now, into the country?

(cont'd.)

E sex

In-p

Total 18-24 25-39 40-54 55-64 65+ Male ..,.,.

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 10,0% 10* lw' 10* Q9 UTotal

Numb-er of Cases

Foreign Trade

%0 MoreAbout the same
Less

Don't know/Refused

Foreign Imports

More
About the same
Less
Don't know/Refused

(1500) (237) (531) (313) (189) (225) (726) (774)

31%
28
34
8

290
35
32
4

30%
29
35
6

30%
28
35
7

34% 34% 44%
21 22 Z3
35 32 27
11 12 6

183

9

9 8 11 9 9 6 11 7
36 39 34 35 30 41 40 31
51 51 52 52 54 46 45 57

4 1 3 4 7 7 4 5

(228) (1463)(40 1)

4" 4,14 -
32 40 - ,.?

4; 7 9

4 2 3 4

* 5
IC63t



Total 10 7

~PANbliew 4 60I !t 45. (144)
100ft: 27 I9 (695S)

100%glaud 100% 49 28 23 ( -79)Mid-Atlantic loot so 27 23 ( 246)East North tl 100 46 27 27 (263)1kst No'.b i 1 100% 45 29 27 (111)Iadl r -st 100% 48 36 15 (118)00p South 100 48 30 22 ( 392)IA Mountain lot 48 34 19 ( 80)tn Pacific 100% 40 33 27 ( 210)

sex

Male 100% 37 29 ! 726)Fenale 100% 1 E61 30 r 774)0
Status Group

High income 100% 29 32 IWI (228)Intelligentsia 100% 31 37 31 163)
4O Middle class 100% 51 27 22 458)Lower end 100% j3j 25 12 (275)or Jewish 100% 30 36 1321 C 53)Hispanic 100% 43 32 25 ( 63)Black 100% 171 31 13 ( 159)

AJe/Education

Under 40/No college 100% IrI1 28 16 ( 321)Under 40/College 100% 39 34 26 ( 448)Over 40/ko college 100% 1561 24 18 (427)Over 40/College 100% 35 28 1361 (300)
Bush-Reagan Percept ion
Difference

RR>>GB 100% 50 28 21 ( 431)
RRXG 100% 39 29 30 (328)RRg 100% 51 27 20 (444)GB>RR 100% 39 32 27 ( 216)
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PAPablican

Political Plegion

Mid-Atlantic
East North Central
fest North Central
Border South
Deep South
Mountain
Pacific

Age

18-24
25-39
40-54
55-64
65+

Sex

Male
Female

(continued on next page)

100
100%
100%

s-n

659)
144)
695)

79)
246)
263)
111)
ll)

32 '

'3 1

100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%

100%
100%
100%
100%
100%

100%
100%
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oo~ntvsforei tatrac,

(2) (3) Do'

4WAX*-,ictlm Rfuned

(cont'4 )~

ismaic

Blacks

Ion1
1064,
100%

100%

is

19
32
20

44

so
43
3S

14%18
28
35
23
25
41

our.aer

3%
2
3
7
3

5

228)
163)
458)
275)

53)
63)

159)

(1)Have no restrictions on foreign imports so Americans can have the widest choice
possible on what to buy at the lowest -ossible price.

(2)Restrict foreign inports from any country which restricts our products and trade
freely with all other countries.

(3)Restrict ary foreign irports -which threaten American jobs even if they are from
a country which doesn't restrict our products.
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Public Assessment of Source of Trade Problems (Half-Saled)

Party
Identification

5 76

Plitica fion

Total

Number of Cases

First Half-SaMple

The Japahese are oonvpeting
unfairly with American in-
dustries

American industries are
blaming the Japanese for
their own mistakes and
excessive labor costs

Don't know/Refused

Total Rep. Ind. Dem.

100% 100% 100% 100%

(1500) (659) (144) (695)

32% 32% 29% 32%

East
New Mid- North

EMnland AtlMtic Cntral

Wnst
Nrth dth Samth

100% 100% 100t 1001 1001 2"W_

(79) (246) (263) (111) III*-) 4

30% 33%

58 61 55 57 63 60

9 7 15 12

301% 31W 431 35%

59 .54 44' 57

11 15 14 9%

Second Half-Sauvle

The Europeans are competing
unfairly with American in-
dustries

American industries are
blaming the Europeans for
their own mistakes and ex-
cessive labor costs

Ikn't know/Refused

30 29 16 34

55 55 67 52

16 17 18 15

26 26

50 59

24 15

33 .38 35

57 46 54

10 16 11

1- l ' I e . ' 111 il. x t )Ii'
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Public Assessment of Source of Trade Problems (Half-Sanpled)

(cont'd.)

Total 18-24 25-39 40-54 55-64 65+

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%Total

Sex

Fe-
Male mle

100% 100%

In-
High . .li-. . -diI.Lmr- _~--- •

10 ' 10.0% ~ ,0

Numbtr of Cases

First Half-SaMple

(1500) (237) (531) (313) (189) (225) (726) (774)

The Japanese are cxxneting
unfairly with American in-
dustries

American industries are
blaming the Japanese for
their own mistakes and
excessive labor costs

Don't know/Refused

Second Half-Saile

The Europeans are competing
unfairly with American in-
dustries

American industries are
blaming the Europeans for
their own mistakes and ex-
cessive labor oosts

Don't know/Refused

32% 35% 23% 31% 37% 46% 281 361 27 2. 321 4A% 301 t

58 64 68 59 51 36 63 54 66 67 60 43 4

9 1 9 10 12 18 9 11 88 7 '16~

30 38 22 29 36 33 30 29 20 17 31 43 10 49 33

55 55 64 55 43 43 56 54 57 72 55 44 74, 39 57

16 7 14 17 20 24 14 17 22 10 15 13 26 2 - 10

(220) (163) -(
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PERCEPTION OF CONTRIBUTIONS
TO THE TRADE DEFICIT.

A GCAT DEAL

a FAIR AOIOUNT

VEA LITTLE/ROT AT ALL

OCSREF
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§.0%M Of R3Iw for

(a)

100%

Party I, ntification

kpiblcan
Deocat

political Ngin

Mew agland
Mid-Atlantic
East North Central
Wst North Central
Border South
Deep South
Mountain
Pacific

18-24
25-39
40-54
55-64
65+

Sex

Male
Female

100
100%-

100%
loft
10ft
100%
l00t
100%
l00%
100%

100%
100%
100%
100%
100%

100%
100%

VIA=

U..
25% (1500)

659)
144)
695)

37
37

41
35
35
37

22
2620

27
19
26

32
39
40
38
Im3

79)
246)
263)
111)
118)
392)
80)

210)

237)
531)
313)
189)
225)

( 726)
( 774)

(continued next page)

0
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(cont'do)

Highin p 100t 3 32% ImI (228)Intellm la. 100t 38 31 ( 163)Middle an 100, 33 (45)
nrm 100i 44 14 (275)Jew 1000 28 29 ( 53)Hispanics 100% 33 47 21 ( 63)

Blacks 100% 30 43 27 C 159)

Protectio R!madx

Protectionists 100% 38 18s 701)Mixed 100% 37 28 (428)
Free tradgrs 100% 30 35 1T! C 351)

Union Houshold (non-black)

Union 100% 1471 34 19 (210)
Non-union 100% 38 36 26 (921)

Age/Education

Under 40/No college 100% 39 39 21 C321)
Under 40/College 100% 35 37 28 ( 448)01 Over 40/No college 100% 40 39 21 (427)

cc Over 40/College 100% 40 31 29 (300)

(a)Cclqmpite Index of 4uestions 17-22.
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SWen this tehnique a m 'first us W for tho Republican Notiona1

Coamittee in 1976,- two diesions were found to acount- for a

* ,,priftcant amount Of variance in ,, the rtsti- ratn*g of the

Wn prmnt political figuw that year. Via two d imUSons "*n

* Party affiliation

• Traditional Averican values
0

The public first sorted the political figures by Republicans and

Democrats. While this initial sort was the most obvious one,

csubsequent analysis revealed that scales measuring the government's

role in the economy was closely associated with the party affiliation

dinension. Consequently, the public perceived virtually all the

Democrats as economic liberals and virtually all the Republicans as

ecoruic conservatives, with some moderate differences within each

party grouping.
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To a greater extent the p W ic uisd heIISond dimension, traditio~nal

':Arican value, to dietint isv other Democrats, and,

sliutlarly, pubicans frtm ,ther Papubli0o. Itis dimension lwa to

ame of the key findings of ft 91 sftudy that Jimu Carter was the

only IDmcrat who was cleariy peWceived as a social conservative.

This placed him in the KtaMantgeous place in the 1976 political

space: a lbral on goverpmnt dconwuic activism and a conservative

on social issues. This positioning placed him closer to more voters

than any other political figure at the tim of the study (June, 1986).

The structure of the current political space, as measured in this

* study, hhs changed in a significant way from the one found in 1976.
tift The space is much more one-dimensional than it was in 1976. The

public still makes an initial sort by Republicans and Democrats, but
this initial sort seers to carry with it a greater issue content than

in 1976. The power of the first dimension, arbitrarily shown as the

Vhorizontal axis in the following pages, in explaining the individual

o thermneter ratings doninates the space to such an extent that the

o second dimension, represented by the vertical axis, is little More

cc than a picture of random error differences.

This interpretion would mean that the public perceives Mre issue

differences between the two major parties than in 1976. For one, the

traditional Aerican .'alues dimension has collapsed onto the party

affiliation dimension. Tn addition, attitudes about the 3lack Agenda

- 105 -



and the t*ho Unioa Ngenda, describied e'lsehr In the rpr,~ero
part of the besic prty affilation diwnsion. In shorto tYio pub ic

now pwoivis a eater variety of issues distinguishing Republicans

fan mocrats than it did in 1976.

Lastly, there is a simple but wyr significant differenae between the

1976 and 1985 political spaces. In 1976 the average voter (the

weighted center point in the space) was closer to the Democratic

cluster of names than to the Republican cluster of names. In 1985,

the average voter is closer to the Rpublican cluster.

U)

0

- 106 -
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Liberal/cOnservative Self-Descriptim
in the 1985 Political Space
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Presidential Trial Ikeat Summary Index
in the 1985 Political Spac2
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Status Groups in the 1985 Political Spam
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Cultural Groups in the 1985 Political Spao
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Age in the 1985 Political Space
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Gender in the 1985 Political Spac2
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A
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Religion in the 1985 Political Spaue
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Inazie in the 1985 Political Space
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Race in the 1985 Political Space
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Military Action Aainst Terrorists Scale

in the Political Spaoe
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Intemational Trade Scale #1 in the 1985 politica Spae
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Intemational Trade Scale #2 in the 1985

Political Space
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Gunboat Diplcmacy Scale in the 1985 Plitical
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Anerica Firsters Scale in the 1985 Political
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Traditicnal Values Scale in the 1985 I litical
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Welfare Scale in the 1985 Political S
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Labor Union Scale in the 1985 Political Spa2
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Black Agenda Scale in the 1985 Political SPaM
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MARK TOPINION DESCAR .
6<

UerV

RONALO REAGAN o6.

LEE IACOCCA 84.0
JE4N KIRKPATRICK 6a.5

NONARO BAKER

JOHN GLENN
JACK KINP

TIP' O'NEILL
PAT ROBERTSON

56.6
S.1
57. ,
SI.O
53.!1

JESSE JACKSON s.,

JANE FONO '13.0

JERRT FALWELL 33.1

Gov, -tIU 511.0

JIMMY CRaTER 15.1I

to!9. 6so

GERALDINE FERRARO 46.C

GEORGE WALLACE 0.0

Very Cold, Unfavorable Feeling
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SUAY OF FEELINGS TOUARD GROUPS bt PO LITICS

Verw Uarn,

tA

r l

CONSERVATIVES q9.8

LIBERALS 41.3

Favorable FeN&uq

TNE 00usCNTIm PaRTT So.7

Very Cold# Unfavorable Feeling
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U V V p

4
Mbeste 6 6

p.,,Oee~. @0UWv~Uve

7
Extremely

Conervative

ALL voTum

SELF
4.?

GEO E L 4 I
1 5.1 RONALD REAGAN

0 1
Extremely

Liberal

2
Fairly

Liberal

3

Liberal

4
Moderate

S
Slightly

Conservative

a
Fairly

Conservative
REPUSUCANS

SELF
3.9

GEORGE
BUSH
4.7 5.1

7
Extremely

Conservative

RONALD REAGAN

I V I I

S
Slightly

Conservative

a
Fairly

Conservative

7
Extremeiy

Conservative
OSAOCRATS
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RATINGS OF REAGAN AND KENNEDY ON PER L OH~T-#i%$
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1985 Candidate Space
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Party Identification in the 1985 Candidate Space
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Liberal/omservative Self-Description
in the 1985 Candidate Space
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Presidential Trial leat Summary
in the 1985 Candidate Space
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William I. Greener, III

a witness, was called for examination by counsel for the

Federal Election Commiccion, and, after having been first duly

sworn by the Notary, was examined and testified as follows:

EXAMINATION BY COUNSEL FOR TilE FEC

BY MR. LEVIN:

Q State your name, please, for the record?

A William I. Greener, III.

Q And your business address?

A 310 First Street, S. B., Washington, D. C. 20003.

Q And your position?

A Deputy Chief of Staff for Political Operations.

Q Of?

A The Republican National Committee.

Q Have you ever been deposed before?

A Never.

Q 1 am going to ask you a series of questions. If

at any time you do not understand a question I ask, tell me

that you do not understand it, and I will either repeat the

question or try to rephrase the question so that you

understand it. If you fail to tell me that you do not

understand a question, I will assume that you understand it.



1 Is that cleat?

2 A Yes.

3 Q Are you represented by counsel here today?

4 A Yes, I am.

5 Q Do you wish to state counsel's name for the

6 record?

7 A E. Mark Braden.

8 MR. BMDEN: You haven't been deposed before?

9 THE WITNESS: Ever, in my entire life.

c 10 MR. BRADEN: A virgin here.

11 BY MR. LEVIN:

12 Q Is he representing you personally?
N

o 13 MR. BRADEN: I am representing him both

14 personally, and I am also representing the Republican

0
15 National Committee.

16 BY MR. LEVIN:

17 Q Have you consulted with anybody in preparation for

18 your testimony today?

19 A Yes.

20 Q Who was that?

* 21 A Counsel.

22 Q Have you consulted with anybody else?

MILTON, DAWSON & I4INSON, INC.



1 A No, I've not consulted with anyone else.

2 Q Dave you discussed this, your appearance at the

3 deposition, with anybody else?

4 A My wife; I mean, the Chief of Staff of the RNC,

5 who knew I was being deposed. I have not discussed the fact

6 that I'm coining here and what it is that it's about with

7 anyone.

8 Q Who is the Chief of Staff of the RNC?

9 A Robin Carle.

o 10 Q What was the nature of your discussions with Robin

11 Carle?

0 12 A Just making sure, yesterday after she was going
N

o 13 home, saying that, and I said, *Don't forget tomorrow I won't

14 be at senior staff, I'm being deposed.

C
15 Q Bow long have you been --

0,

16 A Let me just say. I'm just trying to think. I

17 have, I had breakfast with Bob Teeter over the course of,

18 when we knew we were going to be deposed and when we have

19 been deposed and we knew we were going to be deposed. But

20 the discussion of what would be said, et cetera, was not said

21 there. So people that knew of this knew that I would be

22 deposed.

MILTON, DAWSON & MINSON, INC.
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1 Q But you did not discuss --

2 A No.

3 Q -- the subject?

4 A No. The mention of it occurred, but the

5 discussion of it didn't, I guess, is the accurate way to say

6 it. aow's that?

7 Q That's fine. Bow long have you been the Deputy

B Director of Political Operations at the Republican National

9 Committee?

o 10 A Deputy Chief of Staff?

11 Q Chief of Staff?

* 12 A Since April of 1985.

o 13 Q What were you before April of 1985?

14 A Director of Communications.

0
15 Q What do you do in your present position at the

16 Republican National Committee?

17 A I am responsible for the supervision of the

18 Political Division and the Communications Division.

19 Q In other words, your present job subsumes part of

20 your former job?

0 21 A That's correct.

22 Q What did you do in the former job, anything

MILTON, DAWSON & MINSON, INC.



1 different or just that it is now contained within the present

2 job?

3 A The two principal operating divisions of the

4 Republican National Committee, the vote-getting arms, if you

5 will, are Communications and Political, and now I'm

6 responsible for both divisions. There is a Communication

7 Director who reports to me, and there isn't a political

8 director, per se. I handle, hands-on, the major managers of
0

9 the Political Division. As Director of Communications, I had

o 10 responsibility only for the Communications Division.

11 Q As Director of Communications, did you play a role

12 in the Republican National Committee's contacts in
N

o 13 coordination with those doing polls for the Republican

14 National Committee?

15 A Only peripherally, as it referred to

16 communications.

17 Q Since April of 1985, when you assumed the new

18 title, do you play a role in the Committee's contacts and

19 coordination with those making polls?

20 A Yes. Yes.

21 Q What does that entail?

22 A Our principal polster is Decision Making

MILTON, DAWSON & MINSON, INC.



1 Information, and I work with Decision Making Information in

2 formulation of the contract, the monitoring of the contract.

3 the analysis of the data on a monthly basis. In addition to

4 that, we do statewide polls with Decision Making Information

5 and other polling firms, and I very often look at the

6 instruments, look at the commitment of dollars that we are

7 going to expend with regard to a poll, et cetera.

8 We do about -- in 1986, we have two six~uaonth

9 contracts, for instance, with Decision Making Information,

O 10 and my best recollection is about $1.3 million. It includes,

11 like, 22 statewide surveys and 12 monthly monitors, inclusive

12 of so many questions per monitor, wh.tch varies, depending onN

O 13 each quarter. They get a little bit bigger. Each quarter

14 has a survey with a bigger instrument, more questions on it,

15 et cetera. So that sort of activity.

16 Q Did you perform a similar function with Market

17 Opinion Research Company last year?

18 A Not precisely, no.

19 Q Did you perform that function on the poll that is

20 the subject of this matter?

21 A I just described a lot of functions.

22 Q Right. Were you involved with the contract to

MILTON, DAWSON & MINSON, INC.
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1 have the p013. done by Market Opinion Research?

2 A Yes.

3 Q And how were you involved?

4 A I was made aware of the fact that Market Opinion

5 Research would be doing a poll on behalf of the Republican

6 National Committee and the logistical aspect of it, I should

7 work to get that done, and I held discussions with Bob Teeter

8 to see that that was accomplished.
N

9 Q What I'm trying to get at was, in performing those

o 10 functions, was that similar to the --

11 A There never was a -- Go ahead, I'm sorry.

* 12 Q Was that similar to the kinds of things you did
N

o 13 for Decision --

14 A Making Information? DM1.

15 Q DM1?

16 A Not quite, because the arrangement with Decision

17 Making Information is a yearly contract inclusive of a

18 multitude of activities. The poll that you are discussing

19 with Market Opinion Research was a single shot, if that makes

20 sense.

* 21 Q Did the RNC do any other polls with Market Opinion

22 Research?

MILTON, DAWSON & MINSON, INC.
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1 A Statewide polls, yes, sure.

2 Q The questions to come viii reter to the poll

3 conducted by Market Opinion Research from September 17th

4 through the 25th for the Republican National Committee, which

5 has been Lhe subject of this matter unless my question

6 spe cit ically indicates otherwise.

7 A Okay.

8 0 When was this poll first discussed by any persons
'#7

9 at the RNC?

o 10 A I donut know, first hand.

11 Q What have you been told about that, to your

* 12 knowledge?
N

13 A I was told in the March time frame when it had

14 been decided I was going to become Deputy Chief of Staff

15 that, in fact, a national survey using Market Opinion

16 Research was going to be done. I was told that caine about as

17 the result of a discussion between the Vice President and the

18 Chairman, Chairman Fahrenkopf.

19 Q This is March of 1985?

20 A Yes.

0 21 Q What were you told about the discussion between

22 the Chairman and Vice President Bush?

MILTON, DAWSON & MINSON, INC.
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1 A Simply that the Chairman had come to believe that

2 or come to recognize that there had been a considerable

3 amount of criticism over the fact that we only used Decision

4 Making Information for our national polls and we wanted to do

5 somewhat better about involving other pollsters in our

6 national surveys. We were going to use Market Opinion

7 Research. The Chairman informed the Vice President of that,

8 and from there, events ensued.

9 Q Did the Chairman tell you about any conversations

o 10 he had had with Bob Teeter?

11 A I never had a conversation with Frank Fahrenkopf

12 about this particular poll until, until it became a public
N

o 13 matter that the poll existed. I never discussed it with him

14 at all. I want to say Tuesday after Thanksgiving, which

15 would have been the 3rd.

a- 16 Q Of December?

17 A 3rd of December, yes, was the first time that I

18 had ever had any discussion with Chairman Fahrenkopf about

19 the poll, its existence or anything else relating to it.

20 Q So you knew nothing about the Chairman's intention

* 21 to call the Vice President and discuss a poll at the time

22 that it occurred?

MILTON, DAWSON & MINSON, INC.
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1 A I only had second-hand knowledge. What I was

2 told: There is a poll that is going to be done. Here is who

3 is going to do the poll. You handle the mechanics with

4 regard to it.

5 Q When you found out, and this was in March of 1985?

6 A Yes.

7 Q Did you find out anything about the mechanics of

8 the poll as to, for instance, how it was to be conducted?

- 9 Who was to receive an analysis of the poll?

o 10 A No, not at that point, I did not. I was told that

0 Market Opinion Research was going to do the poll and that the

12 discussions would principally on the matter be between BillN

o 13 Phillips, who was Chief of Staff of the Republican National

14 Committee at that point, and Bob Teeter. I was, in effect,

15 the bookkeeper, the accountant on this particular matter at

16 that point in the process.

17 Q Were you told that the Vice President would be

18 involved in discussions at that time?

19 A No.

20 Q Were you told that Craig Fuller would be involved

21 in discussions at that time?

22 A No.

MILTON, DAWSON & MINSON, INC.



1 Q Were you told that Lee Atwater would be involved

2 in discussions at that time?

3 A No, I was not told that.

4 Q Bow did you find that out?

5 A In the early summer, late spring-early summer, I

6 was informed that the poll had been postponed. It was not

7 going to be fielded for a period of time, and the notion was

8 there had been some terrorist activity; and secondly, they
~0
- 9 wanted to have information pertaining to the future as

o 10 opposed to -- we had already done a post-election survey

11 after the 1984 election with Decision Making Information. We

12 didn't need to generate one right on the heels in depth. We

o 13 wanted to examine our coalition, what constituted our

14 coalition; and secondly, what were the major issues

0
15 confronting that coalition.

16 That was what we were looking at, and we had some

17 data on it, and in terms of going into great depth, there was

18 a notion, hey, let's wait a little bit; and secondly, there

19 had been some terrorist activity, which also came up a little

20 later in the summer, that the terrorist activity, hey, wait a

21 minute, we don't want to so skew the data based on current,

22 hot events that we don't get some feel for attitudinal sets.
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Polls tend to be snapshots, and thats, if you

talk to most pollsters and ask them to define what a poll is,

theyll say to you: A poll is a snapshot of voter attitudes

at a given point in time.

Let we have that just a second. What we wanted to

do -~

Q I note, for the record, that the witness is

referring to?

A This is, there are two of these. This is the

analysis report.

Q Which analysis is that?

A That is December 1985 analysis. This is the

analysis.

This is marked P85040 12/85, U. S. National Study

Analysis Report, which I'm certain you have a copy of.

MR. BRADEN: A copy was provided to you.

BY MR. LEVIN:

Q Could you state the date at the bottom right-hand

co r ne r?

December 1985.

Thank you.

What we wanted to do was get some sort of a feel

MILTON, DAWSON & MINSON, INC.
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1 for what was going on, as I said, among our people and their

2 people. And we did not want to have any overarching event

3 skew the data, so that the postponing of it in the spring and

4 then early summer time frame lagged over what's called the

5 field date of the poll.

6 Q What do you mean by those terms? You have used

7 the term 'our coalition' and 'our people' and 'their people'.

8 What do you mean?

9 A Our coalition, those people who identify

10 themselves as Republican or are gettable as Republican. Who

11 are those people? What are their ages? What are the regions

12 from whence they emanate and that sort of information.

13 Q And 'their people' need meaning the Democrats?

14 A Right, cowboys, indians, good guys, bad guys.

15 Q After March, when was the next time you heard a

16 reference to this poll, after March of 1985?

17 A That's what I was saying. In the late spring, in

18 the spring time frame I was told: Hey, look, it has been

19 postponed, we want to put it back.

20 Then in early summer, I was told, and this was in

21 early summer of '85 was when the plane was taken and all this

22 other stuff: Hey, look, let's hold off just a little bit

MILTON, DAWSON & MINSON, INC.



1 longer. And I was, I believe I was told that by Bob Teeter,

2 but it's entirely possible I vas told that by Bill Phillips,

3 that the fielding of the poll bad boon postponed.

4 Q Did Mr. Phillips eVeE give you a summary of what

5 the poll was supposed to do such as measuring voter attitudes

6 toward major political figures?

7 A No.

8 Q I'm a little unclear. I want to clarify this.

- 9 When you say late spring and early summer, is that one

o ii conversation?

0

11 A Two.

12 Q Two conversations?
N
o 13 A Right.

14 Q And the first one was with?

15 A You have got a total of three conversations we

16 have discussed so far. March, then in the springish tilDe

17 frame.

18 Q Who was that with?

19 A I believe it was with Bob Teeter, but it could

20 have been with Bill Phillips; and then also in the summer

21 time frame, originally1 we were going to postpone it. "Gee,

22 we don't want to be too close to the heels of what we already

MILTON, D~WSON & MINSON, INC.
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1 know.' Then the terrorist activity occurred, and it was put

2 back a little bit further, and those conversations could have

3 been closer together than that. That's my best recollection.

4 Q Did you say who the third conversation was with?

5 A Either Bob Teeter or Bill Phillips. It was just

6 one of those -- it was a very casual sort of a discussion

7 with whomever I held it. It's not the kind of thing --

8 Q Was it by phone or face to face?
9 A If it was with Bill Phillips, it could have been

O either. My assumption is if it was with Bob Teeter, it was

11 by phone, although we do see each other on a periodic basis.

12 Q Sad you heard of other conversations that other

o 13 people were having with respect to the poll?

14 A Not at that point.
C,

15 Q When was the next contact that you heard of or the

16 next discussions that you heard of?

17 A As we got into the middle of the summer, I was

18 informed that my best recollection is Lee Atwater called and

19 said would it be possible for us to put some questions on the

20 poll. And I said, 'I don't think there's anything wrong with

* 21 that.'

22 Q What do you mean by 'us'?

MILTON, DAWSON & MINSON, INC.
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1 A It was not defined, just us. 'We would like to

2 put some questions on the poll.' I didn't ask then who, what

3 that meant or anything else. My assumption was it was the

4 interests of the Vice President.

5 And I said, 'I don't think there will be any

6 problem with that. I'll get back to you. * I briefly

7 mentioned it to Bill Phillips; that was fine. In my mind,

8 there was a clear understanding when I phoned Lee back that

9 those were their questions. We wouldn't see, we wouldn't see

10 them, we wouldn't get the results from them, and we weren't

11 being asked to pay for them, and it was a standard piggy-back

12 sort of an arrangement, which we do with a lot of people.

13 We have, we field, as I said earlier, numerous

14 polls each year, and when we do a poll, for instance, in the

15 State of South Carolina, it's common as opposed to uncommon

16 that Caroll Campbell and Tommy Hartness, the Republican

17 candidate for Senator -- I mean for Governor and Lieutenant

18 Governor would put questions on that poll. It's common that

19 I~enry Mct4aster, our candidate for the United States Senate,

20 would put questions on it, and that is an ordinary sort of a

21 practice.

22 Q In your discussions with Mr. Atwater, was it

MILTON, DAWSON & MINSON, INC.



1 discussed who would pay for the questions that Mr. Atwater

2 wished to have inserted?

3 A My best recollection is it was clearly understood.

4 I can*t sit here in front of you today and say that I

5 specifically said, Now, those are absolutely your questions

6 to buy and pay f or. My understanding was clearly that they

7 were their questions that they were asking to be put on the

8 poll; they were going to work to get them put on the poll and
N

9 to pay for them. To me, there was an express understanding

o 10 that those were their questions, not our questions.
0 Q In this conversation, you stated that Mr. Atwater

12 said, Would it be possible for us to bave questions

N

o 13 inserted.tm  Did Mr. Atwater mention Mr. Fuller?

V 14 A No is the answer to that question. He didnt

C,

15 mention anybody.
_ 16 Q He did not mention the Vice President?

17 A Just "us3.

18 Q Who is was Mr. Atwater working for at the time?

19 A You would have to check the records. My, I

20 believe that he was a, at that point, was a volunteer

21 associated with the Fund, but I'm not positive. I mean, the

22 records would indicate that. Clearly, he had an association
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with those interests.

Q With the Fund for America's Future?

A Right.

Q Did you have any idea what U5U meant at the time?

What did you think that meant?

A I thought that it meant the interests of the Vice

President. I was in discussions with Bob Teeter and Lee

Atwater, who were generally viewed as the principal political

confidants, at least at my level -- I'm sure there's people

above and beside -- at my level for the political interests

of the Vice President, however broadly or narrowly those

interests were defined.

Q Did you think that those interests included the

1988 election?

A I didn't -- I didn't think anything. I mean, it's

not that I thought that they were or that I thought that they

weren't. I didn't ask, and what was specifically to be

included in those questions was never broached, ever.

Q Did you think us included Fund for America's

Future, then, which purported to be for 1986?

A I didn't, I didn't make any conclusion. I just

didn't.

MILTON, DAWSON & MINSON, INC.
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1 Q We have covered a number of contacts at this time.

2 I want to show you a document.

3 MR. LEVIN: I am handing a document to be marked

4 as FEC Exhibit No. 1 to the court reporter. It ±5 entitled

5 memorandum, Republican National Committee, dated March 15,

6 1985, and I shoving it to witness and counsel.

7 (The document referred to was
marked FEC Exhibit No. 1

8 for identification, a copy
of which is attached to the

9 court copy of this deposition.)

10 BY MR. LEVIN:

11 Q Mr. Greener, can you identify this document?

12 A I can tell you what it looks to be. It looks to

13 be a memorandum from Bill Phillips, I'm sorry, to Frank

14 Fahrenkopf that says, "The Teeter project is on schedule. It

15 will probably be done mid-April, depending on other projects

16 that may in the the field at that time. The effort will be

17 done as an addendum on another project."

18 Q Do you know what this refers to?

19 A No. it's the first time I've ever seen it.

20 Q Whose handwriting is this below the printed words?

21 Do you know whose handwriting that is?

22 A No. In fact, that's interesting that you ask,
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1 because it was just what I was looking at. I was saying,

2 wonder who wrote that.

3 I don't know, is the answer.

4 Q Could this have referred to the poll under

5 discussion right now?

6 MR. BR&DEN: I don't think he is going to answer

7 that question. I am pretty generous, but that was a little

8 bit too much.
Sn

9 BY MR. LEVIN:

o 10 Q We were discussing before the introduction of that

0 document, Exhibit Number 1, your conversations in the summer

12 with either Mr. Phillips or Mr. Teeter. We are not certain

o 13 about the discussion in the early summer; is that correct?

14 A Spring-summer, yes.

0

15 0 How much longer was Mr. Phillips working for the
16 RNC? Was he still with the --

17 A Until December 1st.

18 Q Excuse me?

19 A Until December 1st, 1985, is my best recollection,

20 but again, the records, that's easily checkable.

21 Q Where did he go after that?

22 A Fund for America's Future. Isn't that the name of
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1 it?

2 Q What was his reason for leaving the Republican

3 National Committee, if you know?

4 A I want to talk to him for a minute.

5 (Discussion held off the record.)

6 TIlE WITNESS: Be and I are friends. I had lots of

7 discussions with him. I can assure you that it had

8 absolutely nothing to do with anything related to the

9 discussion that we are having this morning, nothing.

o 10 BY MR. LEVIN:

11 Q Related to the poll, you mean? In other words,

. 12 nothing related to the poll?

o 13 A Right, it had nothing to do with it.

14 Q Or the circumstances surrounding it?

15 A Nothing, absolutely nothing.

16 Q Was Mr. Phillips usually involved in the process

17 of negotiating of polls for the RNC, or was this unusual for

18 him to be involved in this process?

19 A Mr. Phillips had been engaged in the negotiations

20 of the contracts with the pollsters, the national stuff,

21 since I was there, and, in fact, was grateful, at least with

22 regard to the Decision Making Information contract, that I
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1 took on an increased interest in it, St cetera. But the

2 basic negotiations on MI contract, which is our principal

3 contract, he conducted first-hand in 1985 with Vince Breglio

4 and Bill Lacy with the political people.

5 Q After the conversation with Mr. Atwater in

6 mid-summer in which he asked you about the insertion of --

7 A Inclusion.

8 Q -- the inclusion of questions, what was the next

9 discussion or conversation that you know of about the poll?

0 10 A On or about August the 15th, Bob Teeter pa-zoned to

11 say that the poll was ready and they were ready to go. And I

* 12 said fine.

13 Q What did he mean, The poll is ready?

14 A The design, the sample; they were ready to poll a

C,
15 representative sample of the American public, et cetera.

16 Q Did he tell you that the poll, that the

17 questionnaire was drafted in final?

18 A No. He just said, 'The poll is ready to go."

19 Q Between the time of your conversation with

20 Mr. Atwater and this conversation on or about August 15th

21 with Mr. Teeter, did you find out if those questions that

22 were alluded to by Mr. Atwater had, fact, been inserted into
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1 the poll?

2 A No.

3 Q Did Mr. Teeter make any reference to those

4 questions?

5 A No, no. There was never a discussion of any sort

6 that made mention of specific questions on or not on that

7 poll that included me. I mean, there may have been. I

8 assume somebody talked about it, but it was not inclusive of

9 me.

10 Q When did you first find out that the questions

11 that Mr. Atwater alluded to were inserted into the poll?

12 A On that Tuesday, December 3rd, I believe, when I

13 got a phone call from the new chief of staff, Robin Cane,

14 who told me that the Chairman had been approached by Senator

15 Dole on this particular matter.

16 Q And also, we had a press release at that exact

17 same time from a reporter from the Washington Post by the

18 name of Torn Edsalo.

19 Q Before the poll was taken, did anyone from the RNC

20 review a copy of a draft questionnaire?

21 A Not to my knowledge. I certainly did not.

22 Q Did anyone from the RNC review a copy of the final
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1 questionnaire before it vent out?

2 A Not to my knowledge, and I certainly didn't.

0 Q Is it the usual procedure for someone from the

4 Republican National Committee to review either a draft

5 questionnaire or a final questionnaire before it goes out?

6 A It depends on the nature of the poll. Our

7 statewide polls, we tend to look at those and see the

8 instrument. On the national polls that we have done, at

9 least in the time that I have been at the Republican National

o 10 Committee, I never have seen -- we call them instruments --

0 11 I've never seen an instrument before it was fielded.

12 Sometimes with Decision Making Information, when we want
N

o 13 specific questions of interest to us on the poll, we will

14 either have dictated back to us or sent over by a courier

C:'
15 those particular questions, but in terms of the entire poll,

16 the answer is no.

17 But more often than not, even in this little

18 narrow band that I am alluding to about questions of interest

19 to us, what tends to happen to us is I'll say something to

20 Dick Worthiand or a member of his staff, if it was a poll

21 with Bob Teeter, which didn't happen in this case, but with

22 Bob Teeter or one of his staff, "Look, lots of people are
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1 going around the country telling us what we ought to be

2 talking about, what we ought to be arguing about, is if you

3 don't elect Lois to the United States Senate, the Democrats

4 are going to take over the Senate, and look at all the bad

5 things that are going to happen to Ronald Reagan and the

6 Republicans. Give me some information that lets me know,

7 one, if they care about that; and two, if they care about

8 which way it cuts,' and then I rely upon them to write the
0

9 questions, and that's generally the way it's done.

o 10 Q So you felt that this poll didn't fit into that

0 11 sort of category that would be reviewed?

12 A Wait a minute. What I'm saying is, I have never
N

o 13 reviewed and I don't know of anybody else reviewing a

14 national voter attitude survey prior to the fielding of the

15 survey.

16 I have never done it, and I don't know of anybody

17 else that ever did it, and the only instance that I can think

18 of anybody doing something akin to that would be on sort of

19 the rifle shot that you put into the poll.

20 We get x number of questions each month on the

21 Decision Making Information monitors, and what I'll, as I

22 said, Tell me if this matter of control of the Senate
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1 amounts to a concern to the American public, and if it is a

2 concern, how they feel about it. Because WO have got a lot

3 of people going around talking about that. I want to know

4 something more about it, something substantive.

5 Q Before the poll went out, do you know of any

6 conversation that Craig Fuller had with Mr. Teeter as far as

7 questions to be included in the poll?

8 A I have no first-hand knowledge. The only

9 understanding I have of it at all is by virtue of the

10 affidavits. I mean, I know by reading the affidavit that

11 that, that people signed a piece of paper saying that

12 discussion took place. No one ever mentioned it to me,

13 before or after, to tell you the truth.

14 Q The affidavits filed pursuant to this

15 investigation?

16 A Yes.

17 MR. LEVIN: I am handing the reporter a document

18 to be marked as FEC Exhibit Number 2. It is a memorandum for

19 Mary Lukens from Kathy Smith, and I am handing a copy to

20 witness and counsel.

21 (The document referred to was
marked FEC Exhibit No.

22 2 for identification, a copy
of which is attached to the
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1 court copy of this deposition.)

2 (Witness perusing document.)

3 TUE WITNESS: Okay.

4 DY MR. LEVIN:

5 Q Uave you ever seen any part of this document or

6 this document before at all?

7 A No. No, not unless what is on the draft

8 questionnaire found itself into -- that's the second book

9 that lists, has the questions. If there's a one-to-one

o 16 match, the answer is yes, but by coincidence and not --

0 Q Do you mean into the 0. S. National Filing from

12 Mr. Teeter?
N

13 A Right. As a specific example, I have got this:

14 "Do you think things in this country are generally going in

0
15 the right direction or do you feel things have pretty

16 seriously gotten off on the wrong track?"

17 You have got that book, and I would predict for

18 you that that question is on the information that I received.

19 But I have never seen this document before.

20 Q When you received the copy of the U. S. statute?

21 A Right. In the poll. If there are questions in

22 here that found their way into my poll, the answer is yes,
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I've seen them, but not knowing that there was ever another

document.

Q When did you receive the poll?

A The first week in January. I believe it was

January, right after Christmas. I want to say January 3rd.

Could it be that? January 3rd, somewhere between the 3rd and

the 10th.

Q Does December 19th sound familiar at all?

A That may be when they were ready to do it, but the

RNC closes for Christmas. I was aware that they were ready

to do it, and I said, aey, let's wait.

Q Before I ask this question, let me just note that

on page 1 of the draft questionnaire, there is a date of

September 6th?

A Mine says September 10th.

0 The upper left-band corner says September 6th.

Were you aware that between the time of September 6, 1985 and

the time the poll commenced, were you aware at that time that

Mr. Fuller was reviewing the poll and submitting suggestions?

A No. Again, at that point, no is the answer.

Q On that same page, this is page 2 of the document,

page 1 of the draft questionnaire, the handwriting in the
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1 upper right-hand corner, do you know who wrote that writing?

2 A No. I can't even read it.

0 Can I go back for just one second?

4 Q Sure.

5 A That spring-summer time frame, and looking at

6 this, the material you put before me, I was aware of the fact

7 that questions pertaining to terrorism and trade were -- what

8 is a better word -- more of what the poll was to be about

9 than might have been the case before the taking over the

O 16 airplane and the hot debate on trade quotas and stuff. I did

11 have a vague awareness that, hey, the Vice President has an

12 interest in government over these particular areas; questions
N

o 13 pertaining to trade and terrorism are going to be on the

14 poll, so I had that, but again, it was sort of the same sort

15 of thing that occurs often.

16 As I said, when ther&s something of interest to

17 the administration like agriculture, we put more questions of

18 that particular nature, but I didn't want to have the record

19 appear to be less than accurate.

20 Q When was it decided or determined that questions

* 21 on trade and terrorism should be included in this poll?

22 A I don't know. I don't know.
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Q Do you know when ther. were discussions about

this?

A It could be as simple as it always was going to be

that way, and these issues became heightened, and so I became

aware that more was going to be asked about it. I just don't

know.

Q Did you hear of any reason why those questions

would be put in the poll? Did you hear that that might --

A Not until much later.

Q Much later meaning when?

A December.

Q December 3rd?

A In that time frame, yes, 3, 4, 5, in that time

frame.

Q Were you aware of any discussions that Mr. Atwater

may have had with Bob Teeter about a draft questionnaire or

about questions, other than the conversations you mentioned

in August?

A No.

Q Are you aware of anyone stating before September

17th, when the poll commenced, that there may be a problem

with including questions referring to or pertaining to the
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0

Vice President?

A Could you ask that question again?

Q Okay. Perhaps if I say prior to September 17th --

A No.

Q -- were you aware of anyone stating that there may

be a problem with including questions pertaining to the Vice

President?

A No.

Q Did you hear perhaps lir. Atwater saying that to

Mr. Phillips?

A Only by virtue of the affidavit process.

Q That is the first time you found out about that?

A That's correct.

We keep this, too?

Q Yes.

MR. LEVIN: I am now handing the reporter a

document to be marked FEC Exhibit Number 3. It is an

agreement from Market Opinion Research, and I am handing a

copy to witness and counsel.

Take time to look it over, if you wish.

(The document referred to was
marked FEC Exhibit No.
3 for identification, a copy
of which is attached to the
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from us.

court copy of this deposition.)

TUB WITNESS: I've seen this one. You got this

I've seen it.

BY MR. LEVIN:

- - .i.~... ~w.4.') WhShI h~ 4hi~

Q So you can ±aentJEy tfll5 UULUU5~~'~.~

document?

A Well, I'm assuming that even though the zeroxing

is bad, it is what we provided to you, and if it is, the

answer is yes, I can identify it.

Q And what is this document?

A It i. a agreement sent to the Republican National

Committee from Market Opinion Research dated September the

9th, 1985.

Q I am going to refer you to Part C, and I know you

have answered this question before, but now we have a

specific reference to a date. Was there any oral or written

approval by the RNC of the questionnaire or the population

sample as is stated, as the words are in the agreement?

A Any written or oral agreement about the --

Q In other words, it says that, "Payment as required

by paragraph 2 having been made to MORC, the survey to be

conducted by MORC shall be commenced by MORC within ten days
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1 after written or oral approval by client of the questionnaire

2 and the population sample, or September 11. 1986, whichever

3 date is later.

4 A It wasn't done that way.

5 Q Why wasn't it done that way, even though it was a

6 contractual term?

7 A We followed ordinary and usual practice with

8 regard. We were told that the survey was ready to be0
9 fielded, and we said fine.

o 10 Q This is nothing more than boilerplate language?

0

11 Is that correct?
12 MR. BRADEN: That's a characteristic.

O 13 THE WITNESS: Yes, that's a characteristic with

14 which I wouldn't disagree. The answer is if we pulled out 50
C

15 contracts and we looked at them, it's all there, and I
0,

a: 16 believe it might be. The answer is yes.

17 BY MR. LEVIN:

18 Q Referring to number 2 on the contract, was there

19 any negotiation of the price prior to this contract being

20 drafted?

21 A No. We were told, I was told that the poll was

22 ready to go and it was going to be $70,000, and I said fine.
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Q

Mr. Teeter

A

Were you told this before this contract came? Did

tell you in a phone conversation?

I believe, I believe so, that that is what I'Ve

heard.

MR. BMDEN: Just a second. It is a proposed

contract. Since it is not executed, it is certainly not a

contract. It is a proposed contract.

THE WITNESS: Yes. That's right. We never have

signed a contract with Market Opinion Research. In fact --

BY MR. LEVIN:

Q This contract was never signed?

A That's correct. And in fact, can I say that, in

fact, we don't sign contracts from vendors. We write

contracts from the Republican National Committee that vendors

sign, and we would not sign this contract as a general

pr act ice.

Q So did you write a contract with reference to this

po 11?

I did not. We did not.

No one at the Republican National Committee did?

No.

Why wasn't such a contract written?
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1 A In my view, there was no need for one.

2 Q What was the usual procedure of the RNC with

3 Market Opinion Research on state polls? Was there a

4 contract?

5 A In some instances -- I would not be able to say

6 with certainty without taking the records. My best

7 recollection is that on some occasions there were, and on

B many other occasions, there were not. Again, I would have to
0

9 check the records to make that.

o 10 Q On those occasions that there were, were these

11 contracts drafted by NOR or were they drafted by the

12 Republican National Committee?
N

13 A I don*t know without checking the records.

14 Q Was there any discussion of the due date that is

15 on the number 2 here, October 9th, 1985?

16 A No. No discussion.

17 Q Was there any discussion that you know of about

18 the delivery of a preliminary report by October 9th by Market

19 Opinion Research between RNC and Market Opinion Research?

20 A No, no. Not to my knowledge.

21 Q What is meant by a preliminary report, do you

22 know?

MILTON, DAWSON & MINSON, INC.



0
39

1 A I don't know for certain.

2 Q What do you surmise it means? You say 'f or

3 certain'.

4 A What is known in the business as f lash numbers.

5 For instance9 when we do our monthly polling with Decision

6 Making Information, very often we'll get not even an

7 analysis, but flash numbers: Reagan job approval, right

8 track, wrong track; generic party identification; generic

9 Congressional vote; generic state legislative vote, and

10 sometimes, the specific questions that we asked to be put on,

11 and that's, I mean, that's preliminary report generally means

12 flash. It could have been meant something entirely

13 different. It very well could have meant something entirely

14 different; I don't know.

15 Q When Mr. Teeter mentioned the $70,000 price, was

16 there any discussion as to what other parties would be paying

17 for the poll?

18 A No.

19 0 So the assumption was that this was a poll the

20 entirety of which was to be paid for by the Republican

21 National Committee at the price of $70,000?

22 A No.
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1 Q

2 A

3 Q

4 A $71,600, the

5 Republica eive a copy of a poll

6 inclusive of a survey of general voter attitudes with a

7 special attention to our coalition and matters pertaining to

8 terrorism and trade. Whether there were or were not other

9 questions on the poll from other entities for which other

10 entities were going to pay other than the brief discussions

11 which I have already mentioned, there was absolutely no

12 discussion.

13 Q When there is no contract, what is the usual

14 procedure for RNC payment for a poll? Do they pay by, is

15 there a schedule? Bow is that arranged?

16 A It varies greatly.

17 Q There is no usual procedure?

18 A No, there's not. I don't want to be coy. It's

19 not usual. Sometimes we pay; a lot of times it depends on

the pollster. If the pollster is real big, we sometimes get

21 invoiced at the end of it when we get our document. "Here is

22 your survey. Here is your bill."
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1 Q What was the assumption?

2 A That's not accurate.

3 Q Pardon me?

4 A The assumption was that for $70,000, the

5 Republican I~ational Committee would receive a copy of a poll

6 inclusive of a survey of general voter attitudes with a

7 special attention to our coalition and matters pertaining to

8 terrorism and trade. Whether there were or were not other

7 9 questions on the poll from other entities for which other

O 10 entities were going to pay other than the brief discussions

0 11 which I have already mentioned, there was absolutely no

12 discussion.

o 13 Q When there is no contract, what is the usual

14 procedure for RNC payment for a poll? Do they pay by, is

15 there a schedule? How is that arranged?

16 A It varies greatly.

17 Q There is no usual procedure?

18 A No, there's not. I don't want to be coy. It's

19 not usual. Sometimes we pay; a lot of times it depends on

20 the pollster. If the pollster is real big, we sometimes get

21 invoiced at the end of it when we get our document. Here is

22 your survey. Here is your bill."
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1 For some of the other pollsters where the cost,

2 the biggest cost in a survey 1. drawing the sample and then

3 the time of the senior person analyzing it. Computer time

4 doesn't take any time, et cetera, et cetera. But drawing the

5 sample and actually contacting people is what takes time.

6 For some smaller pollsters, we sometimes pay 50

7 percent up front and 50 percent later. In a couple of cases

8 that I can remember, we have paid 100 percent up front. We

9 needed it done quickly. We knew we were asking for something

o i~ special in a given Congressional race or a given statewide,

0
11 and I would trigger the entire amount up front.b
12 So there is no -- there is no single standard way

o 13 of doing it, but there's only so many different ways to do

14 it. I didn't want to be evasive.
C

15 Q For a poll of this sort, what is the usual way?

16 In other words, unless I assume incorrectly, you didn't need

17 that guick kind of --

18 A Going back to the original, among the original

19 motivations as conveyed to me for doing the poll was that we

20 had done polls of this nature, national voter attitude polls

21 exclusively with Decision Making information, so the usual

22 arrangement pertains to Decision Making Information, with

MILTON, DAWSON & I4INSON, INC.



1 whom we have a monthly -- I mean, we have a yearly contract,

2 and this particular year, we wrote two six-month contracts,

3 and in that instance, we just get invoiced at the end of the

4 month for the work done.

5 It will say, monthly monitor, $67,352; statewides,

6 Pennsylvania and Nevada, $14,100 each; data bank analysis,

7 $3,333, et cetera, et cetera, and we will get invoiced

8 afterwards, and we hope that it's largely consistent, at

9 least with the contract.

o 10 Q So what did the arrangement end up being in this

11 particular one? Let me ask you, what was the arrangement to

12 be? What was your understanding of what the arrangement was

o 13 tobe?

14 A My understanding was that the Republican National

C,
15 Committee was working with Market Opinion Research for a

16 survey of national voter attitudes with special emphasis on

17 how our coalition pieced together and additionally, there was

18 the matters of terrorism and trade.

19 Q In other words, but what was, for instance, the

20 payment arrangement?

21 A We would pay when we got the poil was basically

22 the way I was looking at it, and I was keeping the books for
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2 I was going to wait as late for the poll as I

3 possibly could because you are in the fourth quarter at the

4 RNC. We budget year-to-year, so the longer I vent without

5 paying, the happier I was going to be, and I mean, I think

6 that was my best recollection, is I did say, aey, the longer

7 I go without paying, the happier I would be.

8 Q What did Mr. Teeter say with that?

9 A We didn't have any problam with that. We have had

10 a relationship of long standing is my best recollection, but

11 it is entirely possible -- I just want the record to note

12 this -- that that conversation could have been with my own

13 special assistant. I said, aey, look, let's not rush into

14 paying anything."

15 Q What date, approximately, are we talking about?

16 A This time frame of receiving this.

17 0 In early September?

18 A Yes.

19 Q Were you sent bills or invoices from Market

20 Opinion Research?

21 A Two of which I'm aware which I believe we provided

22 to you, is the only two of which i'm aware.
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1 Q Those were at the end of the month?

2 A Whatever the dates are on the invoice. I think

3 one of them was attached to this contract, if I'ii not

4 mistaken, or draft contract, I guess is the way I can refer

5 to it, but you have got them.

6 Q From the information we have, we know that the

7 poll taking was finished on September 25th~ is that your

8 understanding?

9 A Yes. I mean, it's my understanding.

10 Q After September 25th and before and up to the date

11 of November 13th, which is when the affidavits seem to

12 indicate that the analysis was presented to Mr. Atwater?

13 A I'm sorry. Could you say that again?

14 Q After September 25th and before November 13th,

15 which the affidavit seemed to indicate was when that analysis

16 was presented to Mr. Atwater and Mr. Fuller and the Vice

17 President, did anyone at the RNC discuss with Mr. Teeter the

18 data or results or any kind of analysis that was gathered or

19 made? When I say made, I am referring to analysis.

20 (Discussion held off the record.)

21 THE WITNESS: I believe the evening was October

22 24th, but in that time frame, I had dinner with Bob Teeter
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I and Lee Atwater, and at that dinner, a casual mention was

2 made that the survey was done and that it looked like there

0 3 was some interesting information in it, and they were going

4 to do what's known as secondary analysis. these perceptual

5 maps that are contained in the copy of the information that

6 you have been provided.

7 And so it was going to be awhile, it was going to

8 take longer than ordinary to provide information to us. That
ED

9 was the only mention of the survey having been completed or

o 10 any information contained in it that included me.

0

11 To the best of my knowledge, nobody else at the

4
N 12 Republican National Committee had any discussions about it.

O 13 BY MR. LEVIN:

14 Q Not Mr. Phillips?
C

15 A To the best of my knowledge.
a,

16 Q And not Mr. Fahrenkopf?

17 A Not to best of my knowledge.

18 Q When Mr. Teeter referred tO these perceptual maps

19 and the consequent delay in the provision of the analysis.

20 was he addressing that with respect to the RNC, or was he

21 also addressing that with respect to the analysis that would

22 be given to Mr. Atwater?
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1 A I don't know. It was a casual conversation.

2 casual dinner conversation where Bob simply mentioned the

3 survey, The survey is complete. I don't know that he used

4 those exact words, but that obviously is what was conveyed.

5 The survey is complete. There is some j~tere5tiflg

6 information in it. We are going to do secondary analysis

7 inclusive of perceptual mapping. It is going to take awhile

B before you get it.

9 Be was talking to me when he said that~ to the

o 10 best of my recollection. I don't know. I just don't know.

0

11 Q Did it seem to you at that time that Mr. Atwater

12 would also be receiving an analysis from Mr. Teeter?

o 13 A I don't know.

14 MR. BRADEN: That is speculative.

15 MR. LEVIN: I think he can answer what it may have

16 seemed to him at that time.

17 THE WITNESS: I did. I don't know.

18 BY MR. LEVIN:

19 Q Had you heard anything either way on whether there

would be an analysis other than the one to be received by the

21 Republican National Committee?

22 A No. I had not heard a word.
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Q

from the

Op until this time, October 24th, then, had anyone

RNC yet seen the questions --

A No.

Q -- of the poll?

A Not to my knowledge.

Q Still hadn't seen the questions.

When did you expect to receive the analysis?

A I didn't have a firm expectation. We were

receiving a fair unount of data from Decision Making

Information. I wasn't pushing anybody. I was very hopeful

of getting it, and believed that I would and in the, like,

late November-ish into January, early January time frame is

my expectation to receive it.

Q Did you have any expectation based on this

conversation that Mr. Teeter would have something done prio

to that?

A No. I mean, I didn't have any expectation one way

or the other.

Q Either way.

A Yes.

Q At the time of this conversation?

A Which conversation?
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1 Q Of October 24th.

2 A I want to make sure that that is the exact

3 evening. My calendar indicates.

4 Q At the time of the conversation that we have

5 tentatively referred to as being October 24th --

6 A That is fine. If it turns out to be October 22nd --

7 Q -- for whom was Mr. Atwater working?

- 8 A I don't know. I mean, I don't know if his status

9 had changed from volunteer to chairman of the Fund for

0
10 America's Future. At some point, that occurred, and I don't

0

11 know what the date is. The public record --

N 12 Q Were any other names referred tO in this

0 13 conversation, if you recall?

0 14 A It was a very brief, a very brief, very casual

15 mention.

16 Q Are you talking about a one-minute or two-IDiflute

17 mention?

18 A Less than that, closer to 30 seconds.

19 Q During this time, again, the time that we have set

20 from about September 25th to November 13th, were there any

21 contacts between persons at the RNC on the one hand and

22 persons at Fund for America's Future or Vice President Bush's
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1 off ice on the other hand with respect to the Poll?

2 A None to my knowledge. Certainly none from me.

3 Q What was the next conversation OX discussion you

4 heard with respect to the poll after that?

5 A The Tuesday after Thanksgiving, I believe that's

6 December the 3rd, I was informed by the chief of staff that

7 the Chairman had been approached by Senator Dole at the White

8 House asking the Chairman about the existence of a Poll

9 conducted by the RNC that was, at least in Senator Dole's

o 10 mind, on behalf of or for George Bush and pertaining to 1988

0
11 in relationship to George Bush.

12 Q The Chairman told you about this?

C 13 A No, Robin Carle told me about it first.

14 Q And she was, at that time --

Q
15 A Chief of staff.

16 Q -- Chief of Staff. What did you say in response

17 to that?

18 A Off the record?

19 MS. LERNER: No.

20 THE WITNESS: I don't remember my exact words.

21 MR. LEVIN:

22 0 Do you wish to use a euphemism?
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1 A I don't reminber my exact reaction, but I do

2 remauber everyone saying, 1 don't know what anybody is

3 talking about and everybody agreeing that after lunch, we

4 would get together to determine what was being discussed

5 here.

6 Q And what happened then?

7 A I caine back; the chairman and I, and I believe

8 Robin was in the room at that time, discussed the fact that

9 the Republican National Committee had never commissioned or

10 authorized a poll of the nature that had been described to

11 the Chairman by Senator Dole.

12 We also, by this point, had the press query froze

13 Tom Edsalo that I mentioned earlier, and we had better find

14 out what it was, and I'm almost certain that the Chairman

15 indicated that Senator Dole, in fact, had a copy of something

16 that said this: That Senator Dole believed that a poi1 had

17 been done by the RNC for the Vice President pertaining to

18 1988 and, in fact, had that material and we had better find

19 out what that was.

20 I then attempted to get in contact with Bob

21 Teeter. That proved to be difficult that day.

22 Q This is December 3rd?
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1 A That Tuesday. Eventually, that afternoon, we did

2 get ahold of Bob Teeter. A conversation was hold whore we

3 wanted to make certain that as these press queries caine in,

4 as a political mailstorm was brewing, that we had reviewed

5 what had transpired so that we could accurately represent

6 that to any and all who inquired about it.

7 My best recollection is at that point, we talked

8 to Bob briefly and then later, a conversation which was

9 inclusive of Bob Teeter and myself; the chairman was present;

O 10 I believe Robin was; I believe Lee Atwater; I don't remember

0 if Bill Phillips and/or Craig Fuller were part of it, but

* 12 they possibly could have been.

o 13 We once again carefully went through the sequence

14 of events, and there was firm agreement that what had

15 transpired was early on, there was to be -- this was the

16 first conversation I had had with Chairman Fahrenkopf -- that

17 early on there was to be a poll done by Market Opinion

18 Research. That poll had been discussed with the Chairman and

19 the Vice President, and the Chairman then mentioned it to Bob

20 Teeter. Bill Phillips had become the action officer.

* 21 As the poll had been delayed for the purpose of

22 not getting too close to the information we were already
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1 generating and the election that had transpired, the matters

2 of terrorism and trade took on an increased level of

3 importance, and we recognized that was going to be on the

4 poll.

5 In the summer months, we were asked if questions

6 of unique interest to the interests of the Vice President

7 could be included in the poll. I had said yes. I had

8 checked on it in my mind. It was a clear understanding that
1)

9 it was an ordinary piggyback and, in fact, everybody that

o 10 participated in the conversation that day concurred in it and

0 11 that any representation by Market Opinion Research that

12 somehow something different was the situation by virtue of

o 13 them providing material to individuals you mentioned earlier --

14 I think you said November 13th -- was, in tact, a clerical

15 error; that the Republican National Committee had not asked
a,

16 for it; that we were the original client on such a matter.

17 It was understandable; that whoever cranked out of the word

18 processor would have remained left out the Republican

19 National Committee on that and that it was a clerical error

20 and that when we were asked about this particular matter, we

21 would go through and say exactly what we had said: That

22 sequentially, national voter attitudes, terrorism and trade,
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1 matters of unique interest added on were not the

2 responsibility of the Republican National Committee. Dow

3 that was going to be handled or anything else was not up to

4 the Republican National Committee, and that was that.

5 And we took the press queries and everybody

6 reflected the substance of that conversation.

7 Q What did Mr. Teeter say when an explanation of the

8 inclusion of questions pertaining to the Vice President in
'0

9 1988 -- I want to note for the record that the witness is

o 10 referring to a document.

C) 11 A What he said was consistent with what he said --

12 what he said in our conversation was entirely consistent with

o 13 what he said to reporters who inquired about it, was that

14 neither the Party nor the Fund had asked specifically for the

15 questions that were causing the controversy and that I'm

16 quoting from a December 5th New York Times, story, "'I

17 deserve and am going to take the blaue for it,' said

18 Mr. Teeter, referring to the way the project was handled. He

19 insisted that piggy-backing was not an uncommon polling

20 practice.

21 So what was said in that conversation was entirely

22 consistent with what was said after that conversation.
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Q

in this

people?

So what he said in the newspaper was what he said

conversation that you referred to involving these

A That's absolutely correct.

Q What did Mr. Atwater say during this conversation?

A I'm trying to remember. My best recollection was

that he said he had talked to us about getting those

questions on the poll and talked to me, and I had said, 'Yes,

that's my best recollection.'

Q If you recall, did Mr. Atwater say that these were

questions that he wanted put in the poll, the questions

referring to the Vice President in 1988?

A No, I don't recall him saying that at all.

Q Did Mr. Atwater believe that Mr. Teeter had a

mistaken impression of his requests for questions? In other

words --

A

I think it

entr usting

consistent

Q

Mr. Teeter

'Mistaken impression" was not the language used.

was more to, as I have mentioned earlier,

the pollster to draw up specific questions

with the overall request for information.

Did Mr. Atwater say what his words had been to

at the time?
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1 A My best recollection is that tir. Atwater said,

2 didn't see the poll before it went in the field, either.

3 That's my best recollection.

4 Q Do you know when Mr. Atwater saw the poll?

5 A No, I do not.

6 Q Was Mr. Fuller at this meeting?

7 A What meeting?

8 Q At the meeting that you have discussed?

9 A That was a conference call telephone call. There

o 10 was no formal meeting held. Mr. Teeter was in Michigan at

11 the time. It was a telephone conversation on December the

12 3rd. I don't recall. I don't recall. He could have been,

o 13 and he could not have been.

14 Q Was anyone there speaking for the Vice President,

15 in other words, in this sequence of meetings or conversations --

16 A Let me correct that, conversations.

17 Q -- in the sequence of conversations, no one

18 represented themselves as speaking for the Vice President?

19 Q Was the Vice President involved himself in any of

20 these conversations?

21 A I have absolutely no indication that that was the

22 case.
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1 Q Was this the first time, then, that you saw the

2 contents of the poll or that anyone saw the contents of the

3 poll, this December 3rd --

4 A I didn't see anything on December 3rd except the

5 very front page of that Market forward. In fact, that

6 handwriting, I can identify. That is my handwriting.

7 Q Why don't I introduce the document.

8 MR. LEVIN: I am handing the reporter a document

9 to be marked as FEC Exhibit Number 4. It appears to be a

0 10 forward to the survey that we are discussing.

0
11 (The document referred to was

marked FEC Exhibit No.
12 4 for identification, a copy

of which is attached to the13 court copy of this deposition.)

14 MR. LEVIN: There is no date on it. I am handing

15 a copy to witness and counsel.

16 BY MR. LEVIN:

17 Q Mr. Greener, can you identify this document?

18 A Yes.

19 Q What is it?

20 A It purports to be the forward to a survey that was

21 taken by Market Opinion Research. This is the only page of

22 that survey that I saw then or subsequent to that, and I
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1 wanted to -- that's my handwriting that says *received, 12/3,

2 this page only. I wanted it clearly noted that that's all

3 that I had gotten, and I had gotten that. At this point, a

4 survey was being -- was in a number of people's hands, and

5 they were saying, aere is the RNC poll done for the Vice

6 President, and I don't remember, I don't remember where this

7 came from. It could have been from a reporter. It could

8 have been from anybody.

0 Q This writing, the 1213", when did you

o 10 write that in?

0 A That day.

* 12 Q That day?

o 13 A Aslwas--

14 Q Bad you been aware prior to the receipt of this

15 forward that persons had already been presented with an

16 analysis of the poll?

17 A No. Only -- go ahead. I'm sorry.

18 Q Go ahead. I want you to finish. "Only --

19 A All I knew was, I knew that there was a document

20 going around that had our name on it that was in the hands --

21 now, by now we are talking about late afternoon on the 3rd --

22 of more than just one reporter, and I did not know then who
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had seen it and who had not seen it.

Q When did you discover that there had been a

meeting on Novaiber 13th or thereabouts involving Hr. Teeter

Hr. Atwater, Hr. Fuller and the Vice President in which an

analysis was presented?

A Today. I mean, I believed that Hr. Teeter had

presented his findings. I did not know to whom he had done

it, and I didn't have any awareness of what the date of that

was.

Q When did you become aware that an analysis had

been presented by Hr. Teeter prior to the analysis presented

to you?

A December 3rd.

Q At that point, you didn't know to whom?

A Until this day1 I didn't know to whom.

Q Until this day. Did you have any idea, other than

knowledge, did you have any idea to whom it could have been

presented? Bad anybody mentioned any names to you?

A No.

Q Is there anything else that happened on December

3rd that you wish to -- I mean, what happened next on

December 3rd or December 4th?
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1 A The reporters' phone calls came. We handled the

2 phone calls consistent with the reports that are in the

3 newspaper accounts that we have transpired. We made clear on

4 December 3rd to all concerned that we had not commissioned or

5 authorized a survey pertaining to anything about 1988; that

6 we weren't going to pay for anything of that nature; and that

7 we certainly wanted, in a reasonably quick time frame, our

8 information, because it was obvious that this was a political

0 9 mailstorm, as I said, and we wanted to be able to point with

0 10 pride and satisfaction to the information we had, in fact,

0

11 paid to generate.

12 Q When did anyone from the RNC first state that it

0 13 would pay only for certain questions?

14 A I don't know when anyone from the RNC first stated
C,

15 it.

16 Q Did, at some point, did the RNC make a decision

17 that it did not want to pay for certain questions of that

18 poll for the analysis?

19 MR. BRADEN: If I could interject, it seems that

20 that question has been answered repeatedly by my client, and

21 in the sense that at an earlier stage in the decision, he

22 said that he responded to a detailed discussion with
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1 Mr. Atwater on that point.

2 That Bort of general tone to the question, I

3 think, is difficult for him to respond to. If you want to

4 ask something more narrow.

5 BY MR. LEVIN:

6 Q Let's do it this way. Was there a meeting with

7 anyone from the RNC and Mr. Teeter, a meeting or a

8 conversation, in which there were discussions as to how

9 payment would be made now, in other words, for what

e questions?

0

11 A When is now, after December 3rd?

12 Q After December 3rd?

13 A Yes, there were. There were, I believe it was a

14 discussion about -- not a meeting, but it could have been a
C

15 meeting, where it was agreed that what had been discussed on

16 December 3rd was consistent with the prior understandings of

17 the National Committee and Market Opinion Research, which,

18 simply stated, was, we had not commissioned or authorized

19 questions pertaining to the unique political interests of the

20 Vice President and certainly, within that category, had not

21 commissioned or authorized any questions pertaining to 1988

22 and that we would pay for the questions that were consistent
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1 with what it was that we thought we were buying.

2 And Bob Teeter concurred that we had not

3 authorized or asked for that and that we would be getting

4 back after we had a chance to make that clear. In addition,

5 on January the 9th, and I believe a copy of that has been

6 provided to you, I sent a letter to Mr. Teeter to make

7 certain that the record indicated -- the formal record

8 indicated that we were in receipt of a bill for $71,900 and
'4-

9 we wanted to know if the bill that we received was for the

O 10 whole poll or for our portion of the poll, and we wanted to

11 pay for the parts that were ours and did not want to pay for

12 anything that was not consistent with what we wanted done,N

o 13 with what we had asked to be done.

14 Q Did you have any meetings with Mr. Teeter after
C

15 December 3rd but before the sending of the letter you

16 referred to?

17 A We had a conversation. I believe there may have

18 been a meeting.

19 Q In which you discussed specific figures?

20 A I don't recall specific figures being discussed in

21 that time frame.

22 MR. LEVIN: I am now handing the reporter --
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1 THE WITNESS: What is the window that you just

2 described, after December 3rd, and before when?

3 BY fIR. LEVIN:

4 Q Before your January 9th letter?

5 A Yes, okay. Yes is the answer. When he came to

6 Washington in early January, he made mention of the fact when

7 he was making the presentation to us that our portion of the

8 poll would be in the $50 to $66 -- my best recollection,

9 $50,000 to $60,000, and I said, Fine. If that's the case, I

o 10 do want to make sure the record indicates what it is that we

0 11 want to pay money for. But that's almost January the 9th,

12 in that time frame.

o 13 And then also, prior to the meeting where the poll

14 was presented, between December 3rd and the presentation of

15 the poll, we had a conversation without dollars or

16 allocations being mentioned where I simply, we simply agreed

17 that that was reality; that what had been said on December

18 3rd was, in fact, the continuing reality; that the RNC had

19 not coninissioned nor authorized questions of that nature, et

20 cetera, et cetera.

21 Q And there had been no discussion or conversation

22 between you and Mr. Teeter as to what specific questions
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1 would be allocated to the Republican National Coihittee?

2 A There was a description of the types of questions

3 that ye would pay for and a discussion of the types of

4 questions that we would not pay for, but to the best of my

5 recollection, he never nor I never looked at a question and

6 said, 1s this yours or mine?

7 We described the questions that were what we

8 wanted to pay for, and we described the questions that we did

9 not want to pay for.

0 Q What types of questions did you say you would not

0. 11 pay for?

12 A Those questions of unique political interest to

0 13 the Vice President outside of the one or two questions that

14 we ordinarily ask about a variety of public figures, and

15 those are approval ratings and thermometer ratings. Those

16 were the questions we did not have an interest in paying for.

17 Q I just want to catch it at the end. Did you say

18 that the RNC would or would not pay for the approval and

19 thermometer ratings?

20 A I said that the ordinary questions that we pay

21 for, job approval, not -- job approval, favorable,

22 unfavorable and thermometer, that we do on our monthly
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1 monitor with Decision Raking Information, yes, those were

2 questions appropriate for the RNC to pay for. There was a

3 history for it~ it related to a variety of things that were

4 of interest to us.

5 MR. LEVIN: I - now handing the reporter a

6 document to be marked as FEC Exhibit 5, which it is a copy of

7 the poll with allocation markings on the side of the

8 questions, to the witness and counsel.

9 (The document referred to was
marked FEC Exhibit No.

o ii 5 for identification, a copy
of which is attached to the

11 court copy of this deposition.)

12 MR. LEVIN: I will give you some time to look.

o 13 THE WITNESS: Where does it allocate?

14 MR. BRADEN: Here.

CT,
15 THE WITNESS: All right. No, I have never seen

16 this document.

17 BY MR. LEVIN:

18 Q Mr. Greener, you have never seen this document?

19 A I have never seen this document. I've seen the

20 questionnaire.

21 Q But you have never seen a questionnaire that

22 included the allocations of as a reference to who would pay?
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1 A Not to my knowledge. Mr. Teeter and I my best

2 recollection is Mr. looter, at some point, either with the

3 poll in front of me, my poll -- here's what I think my best

4 recollection is, Jonathan. ae sent me a copy of what he

5 wanted us to pay for, okay?

6 Now, when I say we never sat down and said, 'i'll

7 pay for this and you'll pay for that, I don't recall if, of

8 what he sent me, I said, *Yes, that's okay, except for

9 questions blank, blank and blank, but I very well could have

o 10 said, -- except for that.

0
11 But overwhelmingly, what he sent me that he wanted

12 us to pay for, the questions he wanted us to pay for, I had

o 13 no difficulty.

14 Now, I may have said, 'Hey. I don't know which

15 ones they would have been," but maybe, if this document had

a: 16 had, at one point, RNC and then Xed out and split somebody

17 else, that very well could have been what happened. But my

18 best recollection is, I never saw a whole instrument with

19 divying up.

20 What I very well may have seen was those questions

21 that he wanted us to pay for. That's my best recollection.

22 Q Let me then ask you. You say you might have dealt
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1 with specific questions. Let me ask you certain ones and see

2 if you can recall.

3 A Okay.

4 Q Question 5, that is at the bottom of page 3?

5 A This is the standard job approval.

6 Q That was one of your one or two quest ions that you

7 were referring to previously?

8 A Yes.

0 9 Q Questions 40 through 60?

0 10 A Is this the thermometer? Yes. That would have

0

11 been, as I said, job approval and thermometer.
12 Q That would have been no problem for the Republican

0 13 National Committee?

14 A No, we do this for everybody. There is hardly

15 anyone here that I can see we haven't asked something about.

16 Q Question A81 and A82. It is on page 18-A.

17 A I never saw this qu'~stion before, to my knowledge.

18 Q So you don't know whether the decision to pay was

19 made by the RNC or not, this momentary statement about paying

20 for this question was made by the RNC or not? You have never

* 21 seen this?

22 A I have never seen that question. To my knowledge,
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1 I've never seen it.

2 Q Page 26, questions 90 to 162 or 104, actually, did

3 you have any, state any reservations or state anything about

4 paying for?

5 A I can't say with certainty that I did state any

6 reservations on these.

7 Q Do you recall stating anything about them?

8 A No, I don't.

N Q Did Mr. Teeter give you any indication as to what

o ii the Fund was willing to pay for?

0 A None.

~ 12 Q Did he give you any indication that the Fund was

o 13 willing to pay for anything?

14 A None. Well, I don't know. None that I recall.

15 He could have.

16 Q Was there any other indication that the Fund might

17 pay for something other than from Mr. Atwater on the December

18 3rd meeting?

19 A On the -- we had, prior to December 3rd, way back

20 in the summer when the notion of including questions of

21 unique political interest to the Vice President came up, it

22 was my clear understanding that those were not our questions;
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1 that we would never see themj that we would never see the

2 answers nor were we being asked to pay for thin; that it was

0 3 an ordinary piggy-back arrangement.

4 Other than that, I was unaware of any discussions

5 pertaining to what you have just asked.

6 MR. LEVIN: I am handing the reporter a document

7 to be marked as FEC Exhibit Number 6, and I am handing it to

8 witness and counsel, FEC Exhibit Number 6, and it is a cost

9 analysis of the poll done by Market Opinion Research.

O 10 (The document referred to was
marked FEC Exhibit No.0 11 6 for identification, a copy

of which is attached to the
12 court copy of this deposition.)

o 13 BY MR. LEVIN:

14 Q Mr. Greener, have you seen this document before?

15 A Not to my knowledge.

16 Q Have you looked at all of the pages in this

17 document?

18 A Yes. Yes.

19 (Discussion held off the record.)

20 THE WITNESS: This looks boilerplate, "procedure

21 for cost breakdown among multiple clients." This could

22 easily be something that was in some training manual that we

MILTON, DAWSON & MINSON, INC.



69

1 have got. I don't know for certain. I have never seen this.

2 I have never seen this, certainly in relationship to the

3 subject at hand. How's that?

4 BY MR. LEVIN:

5 Q Let me refer you to pages 3 and 4. I would like

6 you to look at pages 3 and 4.

7 A Okay. I have never seen this before.

8 Q Has Mr. Teeter ever quoted the $52,391 figure to

9 you?

O 10 A Absolutely.

ii Q When did he do that?

12 A I believe that on, isn't it on--do you have the

o 13 letter?

14 Q We could introduce the letter.
C,

15 A Could you? It would sure make my life easier.
0,

16 MR. LEVIN: I am handing to the reporter a

17 document to be marked as FEC Exhibit 7, and I am handing FEC

18 Exhibit 7 to witness and counsel. It is a letter dated

19 January 9, 1986.

20 (The document referred to was
marked FEC Exhibit No.. 21 7 for identification, a copy
of which is attached to the

22 court copy of this deposition.)
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1 TOB WITNBBS: Okay. In the January, early January

2 time frame, of the $79,999, a figure between $50,909 and

3 $69,119 -- and there may have been precision, but I don't

4 remember it at this point -- was quoted as what the RNC would

5 be asked to pay at some point.

6 On March the 6th at 11:19 a.m., I was told -- my

7 best recollection is I was told by counsel that we would be

8 asked to pay $52,399 for the poll, which was 74.8 percent of

9 the poll, and my best recollection is counsel asked, Does

o 19 that sound like the right figure? Is this fair for the

0 11 information we have received?

12 And I said, Yes, that's a fair price to pay for

o 13 what we have received", not in relation to -- this is what I

14 want to urge -- not in relationship to $50,000 of $70,000 but

15 in relationship to what we had received, was that fair market

16 value, in effect, and the answer was yes, that was fair

17 market value.

18 BY MR. LEVIN:

19 Q Up to that point, then, March 6th, 1986, had you

20 had a chance to ascertain what questions would be paid for in

* 21 a prospective settlement by the RNC?

22 A My clear recollection is in th~ January time
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1 frame, I was given a copy of -- and this could have been late

2 December, early January. in that time f tame a COPY Of the

3 questions we would be asked to pay for, and that could have

4 been immediately prior to the formal presentation of the poll

5 or right after it or something along those lines. I can't

6 fix that date.

7 (Discussion held off the record.)

8 THE WITNESS: I never saw any questionnaire. On

9 December the 3rd, when this political mailatorm occurred, I

C 10 had never seen anything, nothing.

11 No, I'm talking about after, very close to when we

12 got our formal poll presentation, it was discussed with me, I

o 13 believe it was, I had it in front of me, these are the

14 questions that the RNC would be asked to pay for, but it was

0
15 not in relationship to a total survey, but just these are

16 what we think is fair to ask that the RNC to pay for.

17 BY MR. LEVIN:

18 Q When that poll was presented, how was it presented

19 to you, the poll analysis?

20 A Yes, and there's a second book which has what is

* 21 known as the cross tabs.

22 Bob Teeter and Fred Steeper canie to the Republican
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1 National Committee -- arid we can check the date; I believe it

2 was January 3rd or 4th, in that fame frame -- and we vent

3 through the survey, questions, then we vent through the

4 Republican and Democratic coalitions; the mood of the

5 electorate; basic issue attitudes.

6 There was, I mean, this has some very compelling

7 information in it, I might add; the terrorism; the trade and

8 protectionism; and then perceptual mapping; and the
4-,

9 perceptual mapping was very interesting. These are my notes.

O 10 MR. BMDEN: It is your copy.

0 1~ THE WITNESS: In the seventies, two dimensions

~ 12 defined where people put, placed individuals in the political

o 13 map, if you will. One of them, a horizontal line, pertained

14 to the economy. A vertical line pertained to social and

0
15 foreign policy issues. You might think those are strange,

16 but they seem to congeal to determine where people were

17 placed in the political galaxy.

18 These perceptual maps, among other things, and I

19 go back to some of the specific data, indicated that the

20 foreign policy; social issue dimension, except when you got

21 to some very striking characters, if you will, Jerry Falwell;

22 George Wallace; Jane Fonda and the word "liberal", had
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1 disappeared, and everybody was arrayed only on the economic

2 dimension, all the way from Geraldine Ferraro to the word

3 conservative itself. That was a very important finding

4 from our vantage point.

5 The same sort of finding applied to party labels;

6 to self description by people. I mean, you can see, there is

7 no spread this way; this was real powerful information. In

8 addition, in looking at our coalition, what we were able to

9 determine was for the first time, 53 percent of the people

o 10 who identified themselves as Republican were under the age of

0 11 40. Somebody who is 36 years old now, 35 at the time of the

~ 12 survey, who had been in college from 1968 to 1972, to find

o 13 out that 53 percent of the people who now called themselves

14 Republicans were below the age of 40 was a -- some sort of

15 millennium had passed. Excuse me.
0')

16 In addition, 31 percent of the people who

17 considered themselves to be Republican were in the south,

18 were southern individuals who were not black. All manner of

19 information in here was presented to us, and we talked

20 through it. I took notes on it. It was incorporated into

21 Chairman Fahrenkopf's remarks before the Republican National

22 Committee in late January, which was one of the -- that was
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1 about the principal reason I wanted to get what had been

2 done. It meant a lot. There is also some basic attitudes1

3 asking questions a certain way, you could get very different

4 answers.

5 People talk about liberal and conservative, and

6 liberal means wanting the government to be interventionist

7 and conservative means that they don't. It's not that

8 simple. Let me just read you a question. "if cities and

9 towns around the country need financial help to improve their

o 10 schools, the government in Washington ought to give' them the

11 money they need." Okay?

~ 12 That is a question with which 51 percent of the

o 13 American public agrees. And so on down the line. So that it

14 became a very important working document to us.

0

15 BY MR. LEVIN:
16 Q Did Mr. Teeter indicate to you that he had done

17 similar analyses, cross tabulations, for whoever was at this

18 November 13th meeting?

19 A My best recollection was that a statement along

20 the lines of, "Anybody that could confuse what you have got

* 21 with what anybody else has got isn't looking very closely." I

22 mean, we had, like, 600 pages, and to publicly disseminate
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1 information was, like, SI pages. It was just a very

2 different sort, different sorts of materials.

3 Q Did Mr. Teeter then say that he did not give a

4 book of cross tabulations of raw data to --

5 A It was not mentioned.

6 Q It was not mentioned.

7 What other discussion took place with reference to

8 the circumstances surrounding the poll, the controversy that

9 had been raised in the press in that meeting?

10 A None, none, none.

11 Q In that meeting?

12 A None. The only mention was that what we were

13 going to be asked to pay was somewhere in the neighborhood of

14 $50,000 to $60,000. There was no mention of anything,

15 anything else pertaining.

16 Q I just want to clarify something, then. Was it at

17 that meeting that you would have had specific discussions

18 with Mr. Teeter about the questions, remember, about the

19 questions themselves?

20 A Jonathan, I can't tell you if it was then. It

21 wasn't in that meeting. It could have been a little bit

22 earlier or a little bit later. It was right around that time

MILTON, DAWSON & MINSON, INC.



1 traDe that it was discussed, and in that meeting, where this

2 data was presented, we were -~ he said, my best recollection

3 is he said somewhere in the neighborhood between p50,090 and

4 $60,000, and then no other discussion of it occurred until

5 this. That's my best recollection.

6 Q Was there any discussion as to why the analysis

7 was being presented to you now, weeks after the first

8 analysis, the t~ovember 13th analysis had been presented at
'p

9 this meetiny?

o 10 A In our view, there were two different polls. One

0 11 for us and another one.

. 12 Q Did you have any question as to why you were

o 13 getting one weeks later, your analysis weeks later even

14 though you had commissioned the poll, the RNC had

15 commissioned the poll?

16 A No, I had an understanding of why that was the

17 case.

18 Q Why was that the case?

19 A Because the secondary analysis for the perceptual

20 mapping took a considerable amount of time.

21 Q Did Mr. Teeter say he had done secondary analysis

22 of perceptual mapping for the first recipients of an
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1 analysis?

2 A Be did not say.

3 Q Did he say that they hadn't?

4 A Be did not say.

5 Q 1 want to refer you back to FEC Exhibit 6.

6 A Is that this one?

7 Q Yes. On the third page.

8 A Yes.

9 Q I want you to look at the FFAF cost, that top

O ii line. When did you first see that figure as a proposed

11 payment by the Fund for America's Future?

12 A I saw this figure here for the first time today

o 13 unless it's the same figure in the affidavits which have been

14 provided that indicate a figure. I think the Wiley Rein

15 thing says FFAF is willing to pay X dollars. If that's the

16 same dollar figure, I have seen it twice. Otherwise I have

17 seen it today.

18 Q Prior to those affidavits, had you heard of any

19 figure1 either that figure, an approximate figure --

A No.

21 Q -- or any figure from FFAF?

22 A No.
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1 Q aad you heard of any proposed payment by the Vice

2 President himself?

3 A No.

4 MS. LERNEE: Let's go off the record for a minute.

5 (Discussion held oft the record.)

6 (Short recess.)

7 MR. LEVIN: Back on the record.

8 BY MR. LEVIN:

9 Q Between the the time period when the newspaper

C 10 articles came out on December 3rd and 4th --

11 A Actually, they came out the 4th, because it became

12 asked about on the 3rd, so the stories were the 4th.

o 13 Q Between that time period and the time of the

14 filing of the complaint, January 31st, 1986, what other

15 discussions involving the poll do you know of?

16 A Beyond the ones that I have just described?

17 Q Beyond the ones you have just described.

18 (Discussion held off the record.)

19 A Other than talking to reporters who asked specific

20 questions, I could not specify for you the exact time of it,

* 21 but it is likely and logical that in my ordinary

22 conversations with Lee Atwater and Bob Teeter, I would have
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1 said something along the lines like, 1t's a two- or

2 three-day story, once two or three days had gone by and once

3 sequential stories about it, whatever. Other than that, I

4 probably said the same thing to people in our own building,

5 as somebody who deals with reporters on a fairly regular

6 basis, assessing how longstanding a story is going to be, I

7 ordinarily do, when asked how long it would last, I probably

8 said.

9 Q Any other discussion that you know?

O 10 A Not to my knowledge or recollection.

0

11 MR. LEVIN: I am handing the reporter a document
12 to be marked for identification as FEC Exhibit 8, and I am

o 13 handing it to witness and counsel. It consists of various

14 notes and memoranda received in the document request,
C

15 received from the Republican National Committee.
0,

16 (The document referred to was
marked FEC Exhibit No.

17 8 for identification, a copy
of which is attached to the

18 court copy of this deposition.)

19 BY MR. LEVIN:

20 Q Mr. Greener, can you identify these, Exhibit

21 Number 8, for the record?

22 A Yes. These are my handwritten notes generated at
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7

8
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o 13

14
0

15
'I,

16

17

18

19

20

* 21

22

different points in time.

Q Why don't we go --

A There is only three different categories. I can

do it for YOU, it you want. The first document pertains to a

meeting held at four o'clock p.m. in April of this year,

following a meeting of -- and I can get a better date on

this, but April of this year, April; and this is --

Q Let's go through each document and go line by

line.

A This is a note.

Q Just for the record, this is page 1 of exhibit 8?

A Okay, this is page 1.

Q Right.

A Page 1, and everything else, 2 through 15, would

be a second category.

Q Let's go through them.

A Number 1 is a meeting that included the Chairman,

Dave NorcroSS, myself, Robin Carle and Mark Braden.

Q Who is Mr. Norcross?

A He is Deputy Counsel, he is counselor to the

Chairman. He is an advisor to the Chairman. I don't know

the exact title.
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1 Q a. used to be New Jersey State Committeeman or

2 chairman?

3 A Yes, one in the same, and a discussion occurred, a

4 discussion occurred about --

5 Q This is item 1?

6 A Yes, a discussion occurred about the meeting we

7 had held and that had been conducted in the morning that

8 included myself and counsel and Lee Atwater and their

9 counsel, and I dont remember who else was there, and in it,

19 we went through the review of the meeting where we talked

11 about what transpired there. And Norcross -- I guess I could

12 say this a little bit better here -- wanted to make sure that

13 the way it was being pursued, on this was consistent with the

14 fact that the staff had garbled different People's

15 instructions at different points. Okay.

16 Q What did he mean by that?

17 A Well, there is obviously a political brouhaha and

18 the fact that -- I mean, people were now saying, "Who did

19 what to whom?" He wanted to make, he, Dave Norcross, wanted

20 to make certain that, in fact, the facts of the RNC staff and

21 other People having a different view of what had been said at

22 what different point was how we proceeded to go forward.
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1 The Chairman mentioned to Mark Braden that his

2 client, his, Bradens client, was the RNC. They dont love

3 us probably means that nobody, everybody is going to, in the

4 end, make sure that their best interests are protected.

5 The fourth item on that page, Fahrenkopf, should

6 the record be supplemented?" Braden says no at that point.

7 Q What did Mr. Fahrenkopt mean by that?

8 A It will become clear as we get further down in

9 this discussion. *aave we done anything thus far? Yes, 3

o is pages means what have we sent to the FEC, Yes, 3 pages.

0 Q What were those?

12 A My affidavit and the Braden letter.

o 13 "What happens next?" That would mean that -- I

14 guess that is the FEC or somehow, some way, somebody votes to

C
15 go forward.

0,

16 This, my note, Braden believes they will go

17 forward, but no "reason to believe".

18 Fahrenkopf, "Something will be looked to -- "

19 Q Is that "leaked"?

20 A " -- leaked to press." Fabrenkopt, "Is a proper

21 for supplemental letter to say -- here is what is going on.

22 "Boot strap our legal position." I must say, and I didn't
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mark it down here, that I knew enough about the proceedings

of the FEC, and Mark araden said at that point, my best

recollection, that the proceedings at the FBC at this

juncture are: You can't talk to the press about it. I mean,

anybody who did it would get in deep trouble, and my clear

recollection is the Chairman then -- I didn't write that all

down.

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

'Boot strap -- something of a record.'

What does *boot strap' and that is *our legal

Yes, boot strap.

-- 'our legal position," what does that --

Inform them is what it meant to me, make clear

happening.

Can I just go back to item 2?

Two, yes.

Is Mr. Norcross stating that? I am being serious

here.

A Let me just say this. Mr. Noroross is stating

that be wants what is reality to continue to be the way it is

proceeding. This is not, this is not -- and I will say it

unasked -- unsolicited information. This is not a
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1 recommendation by Dave Norcross that a certain field or

2 course of action be invented or concocted. It is the way

3 things arei it is the way things should be.

4 Q ale perception was that there were certain staff

5 members that had made mistakes?

6 A Right, that's right. Exactly right. Boot strap

7 our legal position, something of record, formality.

8 Q The line above, what is that, under item 9, the

9 second line, the beginning?

18 A "Will do -- boot strap."

11 Q What is that?

12 A I don't know what "will dotm means. It looks like

o 13 what happened there is something was said and then it moved

14 on. I don't know is the answer.

15 Q And proceed on 9?

16 A This is EMB, Mark Braden, my note says, and I

17 don't know if this is what he said or, "bullet is aimed at

18 Atwater and Phillips' head," meaning I don't know what. I

19 mean, I don't want to, I don't want to conjecture, because I

20 just don't recall with clarity. Dave Norcross, a summation

* 21 letter.

22 Q Let nie ask you that about 9. Let me offer you
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1 possibilities and see if that rings a b11. When he said

2 bullet is aimed at, did he mean the target of the FEC

* 3 investigation?

4 A I don't know, and I don't wailt to speculate.

5 Q Did you mean the target of, let's say, those

6 outside who, for instance, fed the press, in your eyes, this

7 story about the poll to begin with?

8 A It could have meant any number of things, and I

9 just don't want to speculate. I don't recall.

O 10 Summation letter, Dave t4orcross, BG3 that is

0 meaning item 11.

12 Q What is summation letter?

O 13 A The same sort of thing that the boot strap letter

14 means; something tLat says to the FEC, "Hey, what do you

15 think?" "Greener, two questions, can it be done without

16 discussions with them?"

17 Q Who is "them"?

18 A The counsel at Fund; can it be done without a

19 discussion, meaning do you discuss this with them, et cetera,

20 meaning, number 2, if you don't discuss it, might it be a

* 21 situation to escalate the "battle"?

22 So in other words, if we expand the record, are we
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1 going to occasion a stiffening of positions or, I mean, what

2 is going to happen if we do that? What's the political

3 fallout of that?

4 Q What do you mean by expand the record and a

5 stiffening of positions?

6 (Discussion held off the record.)

7 A It's the information that's contained in the

8 additional documents that were provided to you, I think,

9 April the 1st; is that not correct? Something along that

10 time frame. You have got another document.

11 Q The letter received --

12 A Right.

13 0 -- dated April 21st.

14 A Right, okay.

15 Q And discussion with them means counsel for Fund

16 for Fmerica's Future; is that right?

17 A Correct.

18 Q Jan Baron?

19 A Who ever Mark was dealing with.

20 Q And then?

21 A Then it says letter from Mark Braden, and now

22 Braden has changed his position to say yes, we ought to send
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1 the letter. Originally Mark said no, and now he said yes.

2 Q What is it that says 'Can it be discussed? That

3 was the line above that, 'Can it be discussed'.

4 A Do you do this with or without discussion, and if

5 you do it without discussion, does that, and then send them a

6 copy of it, does that make them fee.a. that somehow we are,

7 that the record is being expanded in a fashion that they

8 might not like or we would like or whatever it meant?
(~)

9 I mean, it just meant could this, is this

O 10 something that is going to be done with or without discussion

11 with them, and if it was done without discussion, what did4 12 that mean? I didn't know the answer.

o 13 Q Was that a perception of opposing interests with

14 the Fund for America's interests?

15 A I don't know what the perception was. Opposition

16 is certainly not correct.

17 Q What was your perception?

18 A Well, how about divergent interests? I mean,

19 there was a discussion about, and the affidavits indicate who

20 was going to be paying for what sorts of things, et cetera,

21 and the recollection of those sorts of matters.

22 Q Any other divergent interests?
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A Not that I can think of.

Q Let's go to page 2.

A Pages 2 through 15, or, I'm sorry, yes, 2 through

14 inclusive, okay.

Q All of those pages.

A All of those pages of which one is a redundancy,

are pages

Q 12and8?

A How about 10 and 12?

Q 10 and 12?

MR. BMDEN: No.

THE WITNESS: Yes.

BY MR. LEVIN:

Q Anyway, we will go page-by-page, but anyway, what

did you want to say as far as those pages?

A These are my handwritten notes on the discussions

held by phone on December the 3rd, 1985.

Q All of them were done on December 3rd, 1985?

A All of the notes from page 2 through 14 inclusive.

Q If you could explain what the notes on page 2 are?

A I don't know what print out for Bush" means, but

FJF - we get our presentation next week" is somewhere along



the lines --

Q Getting the analysis you mean?

A We are going to get something next week, our

presentation.

Q Is this of what he is saying, what Mr. Fahrenkopf

ia~ saying?

A I don't remember.

Q Who was this phone conversation with , or --

A This is several things that, pages 2 through 14

are handwritten notes taken during meetings and conversations

that day.

Q Can you tell me?

A I can't tell you if this was a telephone

conversation or me and the Chairman talking or if it's me

that said it.

Q Well, go on to this page, then.

A Page 3.

Q Is there anything else on page 2 that you can

recall?

A "$70,000 dollars, clerical error." Seventy

thousand dollars is the price of the poll. Clerical error, I

firmly believe that what it means is saying that a poll done
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1 that costs $70,090. if it is the poll that is out there on

2 the street that day, saying that that is the RNC's poll is a

3 clerical error.

4 Q Is it a reference to the forward, FEC Exhibit 4?

5 A I didn't have -- my best recollection is I didn't

6 have this documented at the time of this note being written.

7 Q What does 1/3 mean?

8 A I don't know.

9 Q If you don't know, you don't know.

o 10 A I don't know.

0 Q If you don't know, I may say something to remind

12 you. If not, we will just go on.

o 13 A I'm not sure, but what I think is 1/3 is the date

14 we get the presentation of the -- I was thinking we got the

15 presentation of the poll. Okay, January 3rd. Okay.

16 Q We are on page 3 now of the document.

17 A Yes. I believe these are my notes taken at some

18 point about what reality is/how we would move forward. One,

19 we didn't see the questionnaire; why the poll says RNC,

20 Teeter, I don't know, all those combined to mean I can't say

21 with certainty. Bush, Frank Fahrenkopf talk, that's the,

22 that's, as you will recall, that's the first time I knew of
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1 that. That, to me, means Bush and FahrenkOpt talk and doing

2 an MOE poll inclusive of issues of consequence to the Vice

3 President.

4 If the question became, can other candidates

5 piggy-back on our national surveys, the answer is yes.

6 The field dates, September 17th through the 25th,

7 and I don't know December 2nd. I can't read my own writing

8 there.

9 Q 'Unusual'?

10 A I don't know what that means. I don't know what

11 'FJF candidates to designate means. Last week, November

12 20th, Bush,' that, to me, means in that time frame is when

13 they got something.

14 Q Perhaps the analysis?

15 A The perceptual mapping, secondary analysis.

16 Q Is there a reference to the fact that they may

17 have received a perceptual mapping and secondary analysis?

18 am curious about the reference to candidates. Is that meant

19 to include the Vice President?

20 A No, and these are handwritten notes, okay?

21 Everything that we put on a piece of paper for the record we

22 always, I always at least take a tremendous caution to talk
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about those people who have been prominently mentioned as

potential candidates for the 1988 Republican presidential

nomination.

I would not write all that stuff in handwritten

notes scribbling along, but that is the category of

individuals to which that statement refers.

Q Next to item 3 on page 3, on the right-hand side,

the little box, unless I'm misreading that, is that a

reference to payments back?

A Piggy-back.

Q Oh, that is piggy-back. Okay, page 4 of the

document

A

reached

Q

A

Q

Plosner2

I think that is the phone number we finally

Bob Teeter at that day, but I can't be certain.

And a "couple of questions"?

I don't know.

What is the name there? Is that PliSsrier or

A Oh, Plissner, if it is Plissner, what it means is

Marty Plissner of CBS had either acquired a copy of what was

going around town, or he had a phone call into the Chairman

or something. During that day I was scribbling different
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A

to the

me.

Q

A

I don't know what after 4:00 p.m. asterisk, and I

ead that last bottom box.

"who from Bush PAC", is that what it says?

It looks like it could be, but I don't know.

Do you know who this conversation involved on page

Down 1, 2, 3, that's my notes of a conversation,

best of my recollection, that the Chairman had with

This is, again, ascertained.

Page 6?

This next is an earlier in the day than some of
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things on different pages.

Q Page 5.

A This is meaning, my best recollection is this is

Frank Fahrenkopf. We hired MOR to do a survey, a national

voter survey, in survey, inclusive of terrorism and trade.

The information would be shared with all potential, those

people prominently mentioned as potential candidates for the

1988 Republican Presidential nomination. Yes, other people

of that same character are on it, but no, they didn't have

input.
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1 these other conversations, to my recollection, which is the

2 Chairman reiterating hum saying or someone saying this poll

3 is all over town. I told, I have told everybodY we never

4 agreed for an exclusive Bush poll; we have never paid for it;

5 we have never seen one. Teeter did a poll for us; that's

6 okay. The only issue that we have ever seen so far is

7 $70,110.

8 I don't know what 'Done RNC' means, and what is

9 the one over at the right, of -- 'friend at RNC'? The cover

C, 10 note on the copy of the poll that had been given to Senator

0 11 Dole apparently said, 'I'm a friend of yours at the RNC

* 12 giving you this poll.'

o 13 That's what that means, and me saying to the

14 Chairman, that's going to be a neat trick, since we don't

15 have a copy of anything. We don't have nothing.
0*'

16 Whoever gave it to him, to the Senator is not at

17 the RNC, because we don't have anything to give.

18 Then Alexander Gage works with Bob Teeter. We

19 were trying to track down that, Bob Teeter. I knew Alex

20 Gage, and I tried to phone. I think that may be Plissner all

21 over there, again. 963-2414 is an -- area code 313 is the

22 number for Market Opinion Research.
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1 Q So was this a conversation with Marty Plissner?

2 A This is my notes of a conversation that I wrote

3 during speaking to the Chairman.

4 Q To the Chairman.

5 A Page7.

6 Q Page7.

7 A I don't know what *never with the box is. The

B doodle on the on right I don't take any responsibility for.

9 Consistent, urgently, I don't even know what this. I can't

o 10 read what that other one, the second one is in parenthases.

0 11 Q Consistent~ Without?

12 A I don't know, I can't read it.

o 13 Q What is meant by 2 approaches?

14 A Turn to the next page.

C
15 Q No, page 7.

16 A Turn to page 8. This is Bob Teeter on a

17 conversation. Our options are narrow. Neither Fahrenkopf

18 nor George Bush can be put in a position to defend an

19 untruth.

20 Q Could you elaborate on what was meant by that?

21 A Well, as we started to go through sequencing what

22 had occurred, the first thing that was said and everyone
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1 agreed to be absolutely important was we are going to tell

2 the truth and absolutely we can never put our principles in a

0 3 position of defending an untruth. Okay?

4 Of the options that were narrow, given what

5 reality was, in terms of determining what we wanted to be

6 saying, these are my notes that say something like company

7 that we use, Veep would like to see in issues trade or

8 terrorism, Veep after 19eV. Because of the relationship

9 Teeter did it.

o 10 Q What relationship?

0 11 A The relationship that the RNC had with Bob Teeter

12 where he would draw up questionnaires that would be fielded

o 13 without the RNC seeing them before they were fielded, that

14 was an ordinary sort of a circumstance, and that was a note.

15 That note was -- this is all of us saying what happened and
cr~

16 how will it be presented; how could questions like that be on

17 a poll because of the relationship Teeter and RNC had.

18 Q In other words, that you gave Teeter authority and

19 he went ahead?

20 A Right. And I believe that the "option 2, same

21 story - to buy questions - PAC bought terrorism and trade",

22 the question was going back to terrorism and trade. The
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I terrorism and trade questions were those PAC bought or EEC

2 bought, and we were saying: Look, that's not the issue at

3 hand, the terrorism and trade questions are just like when

4 Jack Block wants questions on agriculture, that's not what

5 the problem or political mailstorm concerns.

6 We were -~ this was an example of how carefully we

7 were trying to make certain that nobody said or did anything

8 inadvertently, inconsistent with what reality was, and the
0

9 question there was saying the same exact thing with looking

- 10 at the issues of terrorism and trade.

o Q What is the difference between option 1 and option

12 2?

13 A The issues of terrorism and trade.

14 Q Could you elaborate? What do you mean by that?

15 know that they had been asked for, but elaborate on that.

16 I'm unclear.

17 A I cannot say with absolute certainty, but my best

18 recollection is that in going through, reconstructing the

19 sequence of what had happened, the notion was: Look, what's

20 the premise? Nobody is going to say anything that is not 100

21 percent true or has the effect of putting our Frank

22 Fahrenkopf or George Bush in a position of having to defend
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1 an untruth. What happened here?

2 we used this company to do a variety of polls for

3 us. Beres where we are going along. Because of the

4 relationship that we have with Bob Teeter, Bob Teeter would

5 draw up the questionnaire and field it. What about the

6 matter of trade and terrorism? Option 1 is those trade and

7 terrorism questions were an Rt4C issue. Option 2 was the

8 terrorism and trade questions were not RNC questions.

9 What was reality? I mean, we just ascertained and

10 reconstructed things that trade and terrorism were questions

0 11 that, while we had not seen them, we understood they were

12 going to be on there. We had no problem with them.

13 Q So why was there a question, then, as to --

14 A People were going through the sequence of events

C

15 and trying to refresh their memories prior to going on the

16 record for attribution as to what had transpired.

17 Q Bad there been a thought that perhaps the RNC had

18 not bought the trade and terrorism questions, but, in fact,

19 the Fund for America's Future had bought those or was about

20 to buy those questions?

21 A That's what this note indicates to me.

22 Q What do you mean by note, do you mean page 8, all
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the documents we received?

A I'm sorry. What do I mean about that?

MS. LERNER: You said this not@.

THE WITNESS: This note on page 8, I'm sorry,

indicates to me that because no one had seen a questionnaire

and gone through it and divied it up, 'Hey, here's what's

going on. What about trade and terrorism?' It was unclear.

Everybody agreed that trade and terrorism were appropriate

questions to be asked under the auspices of the RNC. It was --

it wasn't a --

Q How soon after that did the RNC decide that it

would, in tact, pay for the trade and terrorism questions?

A Itwas--

(Discussion held off the record.)

THE WITNESS: In our minds, it never was in. It

never was anything other than that. But at that point, the

question had arisen in the public record, if you will.

Here's what the poll consists of. Who's paying for what. It

was clear, here was national voter attitudes. It was clear

to us, here were questions of unique political interest to

the Vice President, and then there was this third set of

questions that were issues related, centering around trade

MILTON, DAWSON & MINSON, INC.
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and terrorism.

What was the understanding on that? Well, gee, in

our minds, our understanding was we always were responsible

for those.

BY MR. LBVIM:

Q So option one ended up being closer to what you

perceived to be the true story?

A Right, yes, exactly. And that's what we are

trying -- it wasn't a matter of -- it was a matter of trying

to ascertain what was the factual circumstance on those

questions.

Q Page 9.

A I don't know. I don't know.

Q Let me just ask you, on page 8, what conversation

does that reflect? Is that another conversation with the

Chairman?

A No, that's a conversation with Mr. Bob Teeter.

Q With Mr. Teeter?

A I don't know what page 9 means.

Q Is there anything left out on page 8 of what

Teeter's reaction was during his conversation?

A I'm sure there is.

0

0

0

q~m

Ce,
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I Q I dOn't recaji?

2 A No, I don't.

0 3 Q Page9,you--

4 A I don't know what that means.

5 Q Do you recall perhaps what the 100 and the 30

6 division means there?

7 A No.

8 Q Could it mean a discussion of the split of

9 questions?
0

- 10 A It could have been; could have been anything.

o 11 Could have been.

12 Q Did this reflect any discussion that Mr. Atwater

N

13 or anybody else from Fund for America's Future may have been

14 involved in to assume responsibility for certain questions?

15 A I don't -- I just don't remember. There's one
0,

16 here that says -- there is like 7 numbers, 6-7; "72;

17 demographics, 132 questions; 6 to 8; 30; 102 and 100-30." I

18 don't know.

19 Q If we can refer to the poll, it appears that

20 including the demographics, there were 132 questions; 102 of

21 them would be the substantive questions and 30 would be the

22 demographics. Does that ring a bell for you at all in terms
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1 of it?

2 A I mean, if that's --

0 TUE WITNESS: Should I speculate on that?

4 MR. BMDEN: No.

5 THE WITNESS: Okay. Page 19 is NY note to myself

6 about what I would be saying if asked about it. We wanted to

7 do business with Market Opinion Research. We wanted to do

8 something on voter attitudes not Presidentially related. As

9 of yet, that's not a consummated deal, meaning we haven't

10 gotten our information yet. Things that pertain to 1988 were

0 11 not authorized by the RNC. We have not; not seen by the RNC

12 and not paid for by the RNC. Those questions that pertain to

o 13 unique political interest matters are questions that Teeter

14 and the people at Bush PAC will discuss and handle, and you,

15 Mr. and Mrs. Reporter, should talk to them about those

16 matters.

17 Q Let me ask you, at top of these notes under the

18 name of Frank 3. Fahrenkopf, Jr., is that "especially"? What

19 is that?

20 A I don't know.

21 Q Let me just go back to page 8.

22 A Okay.

MILTON, DAWSON & MINSON, INC.
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Q There is a reference, above the words option 25

there is a reference to 'press & Veep.

A I don't know what that means. I think, I think

very definitely that what that refers to is the thermometer

approval ratings on the President and the Vice President that

we ordinarily pay for. Okay? That is why, I mean, that is

the only reason I could see that the President would be

paired with that.

Page 11.

Q Page 11.

A Okay. Okay. That's several calls from Jean,

meaning Jean my secretary. 334-6703 is Tom Edsalo's phone

number. Edsalo is saying he has a copy of the poll done by

MOR for the RNC. Marty Plissner, 12:00, 1:35 and 2:10. My

best guess is those are the times of his phone call to me.

don't know what $1.4, $1.9 means, nor do I know what $2.2

million means.

Q Page 12?

A Is very much the same thing that page 10 is. It

is just me writing down again to make sure that I've got it

exactly right. I don't know what "explains paper" means.

Yes. Again, see, item 5 on page 10 where it says
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1 Teeter-Bush PAC, 5, if one exists talk to NOR -- honest

2 mistake -- just a cover page -- no big deal -- See * l.
3 that's about that.

4 Q On page 12, the bottom entry, if one exists talk

5 to NOR -- honest mistake just a cover page -- no big deal --

6 see 0 1, could you explain that, please?

7 A If a poll exists, done by NOR related to

8 Presidential matters, see number 2 item on page 12. If it
1%

9 does, then NOR has made an honest mistake on their cover

- 16 page. It's not a big deal.

11 Q And then see number 1 refers to the top?

12 A We wanted to do business with NOR, and we want to

o 13 do business with NOR. A poll was done. It's understandable

14 how a clerical error could be made.

15 Q Page 13?

16 A *FEC records confirm we have not given MOR money,"

17 meaning my best recollection is that meant I walked over and

18 said, We have not sent MOR any money. Check the FEC file.

19 As I said, this is, again, notes to myself. If the poll that

20 is being bantered about by the public or within the public on

21 December the 3rd, if as stated, we won't pay. If it does

22 exist, it is a misunderstanding at the staff level. That's
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I what genuinely occurred.

2 Q What was meant by staff level? I mean who? Are

0 3 you staff?

4 A Yes. Do I get to go off record for this one?

5 Q Are you considered staff?

6 A Absolutely.

7 Q Who is considered staff? What was meant by staff

8 level? Who is considered staff and who is considered

9 ultimately responsible for the actions of staff?

- 10 A Everybody but the Vice President and Frank

0 Fahrenkopf. And this note means, again, I go back and it's

12 very important to me. This is something that was clearly

o 13 said all along to page 8, where everyone was in firm

14 agreement. Nothing can be done to put the Chairman or the

15 Vice President in a position to defend an untruth.

16 What we are saying is, look, the truth is,

17 whatever problem exists constitutes a misunderstanding at the

18 staff level. I don't know what too far apart means.

19 Q What is your reference tO Atwater and Teeter?

20 A I don't know. Could be who was on the phone. It

* 21 could have been anything.

22 Q Could the too far apart" refer to the issues?
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A I don't know. I honestly don't know.

Q Referring to the issues really nQt related enough

to have a piggy-back situation, related enough to the Vice

President? Related enough to the RMC?

A *Issues/piggy-back means, to mo, issues were

distinguished between what was piggy-backed. and I don't knot

what too far apart' meant.

Q It's not related to the reference on the right,

then? You don't know?

A I don't know.

Q Page 14?

A This is another note to myself.

Q Page 13, did that reflect a phone conversation?

A Could have been anything. Could have been a note

to myself.

Q That is your handwriting?

A Every bit of that is my handwriting.

Q Okay, page 14.

A I don't know what is Xed out here, past

chairman". "He's a past chairman.' Oh. He's a past

chairman. George Bush is a former chairman of the Republican

National Committee. Another note, we agreed to do a poll

MILTON, DAWSON & I4INSON, INC.
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1 with MOR. flational voter analysisi issues and possible

2 candidates, meaninglesap' again, consistent with the

3 requirements of the NBC in our mind, those people prominently

4 mentioned as potential candidates for the nomination.

5 Never received the questionnaire, never received

6 the poll.

7 0 Page 15.

8 A Something different.
0

9 0 Okay. Could you describe the circumstances of

10 this note? This is not in that 2 to 14 group that you were

0 11 talking about.

12 A Yes, I can. This is a note to myself about those

o 13 things that, in my view, were likely do occur as a result of

14 the situation at hand. Bush would be embarrassed.

0
15 Q What is 'fl' 3, whatever that means, that

cr~
16 reference next to Bush embarrassed."

17 A -~fl~ is a scrawl that I used for President when I

18 worked at the White aouse in 1976. The guy for whom I worked

19 did that, and I don't know what 1T~ 3 means. "Busy

20 ernbarrassed President, I don't know what that means.

21 Dirty tricks, someone is going to be accused of

22 performing a dirty trick by getting this poll into the hands
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1 of somebody, and then 'Fahrenkopf bashing' means different

2 people will engage in different critical activity of the

0 chairman. Rk4C members, 'movers and shakers" again, see 'Th

4 candidates, President candidates, those people prominently

5 mentioned as potential candidates for the Republican

6 nomination in 1988 and conservatives. These are the groups

7 that will probably engage. This is what I saw on, in that

8 time frame, as what was going to happen.

9 Q All these four?

- 10 A Let me just say something. I don't know if

0 11 December 13th is the date that I wrote these notes. I can't

12 tell you that, and I don't -- 'piggy-back', 'letter to 'fl~'

o 13 candidates', again, see where it says 'letter to 1-i'

14 candidates again', and down below, RNC, I guess that means

15 members.

crz 16 And my job, being at the Republican National

17 Committee was, "Hey, what is going to happen now as a result

18 of this story going out?" These are things I predicted.

19 Q This is, as you said, a note to yourself?

20 A Yes.

21 Q Did you have any conversations with respect to

22 this -- I will phrase this as a -- controversy between
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1 December 4th and December 13th?

2 A I don't recall. I don't recall.

3 Q Page 16.

4 A Handwritten note from me to Robin Carle. The

5 Fahrenkopf letter, as requested. The handwritten "yOu and

6 yourtm would go on the copy only going to the Vice President.

7 What that means is, the letter of explanation. Is that it?

B Have you got it?

9 Q Why don't you go ahead.

19 A Well, there is a letter that explains what had

11 transpired. There was this public mailstorm; here is what

12 reality was, and for grammatical, to make it grammatically

13 correct, you wouldn't say "for the Vice President"1 "for the

14 Vice President and", however it was worded. You and yours

15 grammatically fit that sentence better, and if you find the

16 letter, I will look at what that means.

17 Q Can you tell me what is in the lower left-hand

18 corner?

19 A I can't read the third line, "don't leave room,

20 thinking plans, and -- I can't see that. "To be written,"

21 and then I can't read the word after that, "x dollars from

22 RNC." This is in the budget time frame. This could
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1 refer to my budget. I don't have any idea what that means.

2 I don't have any idea what 1, 2, and 3 mean.

3 Do you have a copy of the draft letter?

4 MR. LEVIM: I - handing the reporter a document

5 to be marked as FEC Exhibit 9, and I am handing a copy of FEC

6 Exhibit 9 to witness and counsel. It appears to be a draft

7 of a letter from Mr. Fahrenkopf.

B THE WITNESS: Yes.
'I,

- 9 (The document referred to was
marked FEC Exhibit No.

- 10 9 for identification, a copy

of which is attached to the11 court copy of this deposition.)

12 BY MR. LEVIN:

o 13 Q Can you identify Exhibit 9?

14 A Yes.

15 Q Have you seen this before?

16 A Yes.

17 Q Please describe it.

18 A It is the letter that is referred to on Exhibit 8,

19 page 16. This is the draft of the letter, and if you look at

20 one, two, three paragraph, where it says, mistaken

21 impression has been generated that the RNC -- I am reading

22 from the original as opposed to the edited text -- did a
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1 poll exclusively for one presidential candidate.' That would

2 mean 'you', in the copy that went to the Vice President, as

3 indicated on the draft on my buck slip that says the

4 handwritten you and your would go on the copy only going to

5 the the Vice President. That is the sequence of that.

6 Q Ifyouturntopage--

7 A And then on the next paragraph, below that where

8 it says, 'The fact is that we conducted one of our ordinary

9 national surveys and allowed your -- ' and it would say 'the

10 Vice President's people to piggy-back.'

0
11 Q In other words, in the letter to the Vice

12 President, the words Vice President would be substituted with

o 13 you?

14 A And 'your", yes. Then that paragraph got Xed.

15 This is a proposed, this is a draft by me of a proposed

16 letter that, to the best of my knowledge, was never sent, by

17 the way.

18 Q Were there subsequent drafts?

19 A Not to my knowledge. Then these were edits.

20 Q Page 2. I was wondering if you could explain what

* 21 the writings on lower left-hand portion of the page are?

22 A "You have indicated that your rep", meaning

MILTON, DAWSON & MINSON, INC.
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1 representative1  f or such purposes would be * The

2 aforementioned misunderstanding concerning polling wakes it

0 3 imperative that this ad hoc committee of repreentativs of

4 possible candidates begin meeting with me and appropriate Rk4C

5 officials as soon as possible.

6 It is an insert that would be somewhere

7 reiterating the need to get together.

8 Q What is the bottom 1 intend to --

en

- 9 A --schedule the first meeting of this group

- 10 sometime in early January. I will get back with exact date

11 and time in next ten days. If you want to change your

12 representative, please let me know.

o 13 This may have gone out, the edited version.

14 Q Did this go out in edited form?

C
15 (Discussion held off the record.)

16 A I don't know.

17 MR. BRADEN: Let me interject here. We have

18 provided you all the documents that we are aware of that make

19 references to the poll. So you can deduce from that.

20 THE WITNESS: Are we done with this, Jonathan?

21 MR. LEVIN: Yes, we are.

22 I am handing the reporter a document to be marked
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1 as FEC Exhibit 16, and it as an affidavit of Robert K. Teeter

2 marked at the top, March 5th, 1986 Meyer, Kirk *t al, and I

3 giving a copy of that affidavit to witness and counsel.

4 (The document referred to was
marked FEC Exhibit No.

5 18 for identification, a copy
of which is attached to the

6 court copy of this deposition.)

7 MR. BMDEN: Wouldnt it be more accurate to

8 describe it as a draft affidavit?

9 MR. LEVIN: A draft affidavit, correct. And I am

- 10 handing a report the reporter a document tO be marked as FEC

0 11 Exhibit 11, which is a signed affidavit of Robert 14. Teeter.

12 I am handing it to witness and counsel.

o 13 (The document referred to was
marked FEC Exhibit No.

14 11 for identification, a copy

of which is attached to the

15 court copy of this deposition.)

16 THE WITNESS: I'm with you.

17 BY MR. LEVIN:

18 0 Mr. Greener, we received this document troll' you,

19 in the document production response to the subpoena, both of

20 these documents. Why was a draft copy sutxnitted by

21 Mr. Teeter to the Republican National Committee?

22 A We had two basic reasons. We wanted to make sure,
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1 first of all, that we gave ourselves the benefit of each

2 other's recollectionS 50 that to the degree we could -- that

0 3 they were accurate, would be helped in terms of accuracy, we

4 took advantage of it.

5 And secondly, we didn't want to generate any

6 inadvertent or unnecessary conflicts between what it was that

7 was being said.

8 Q Were you in charge of reviewing this document?

9 A I wasn't in charge of anything. I was entitled to

- 10 read it.

0 Q Who had the ultimate say in reviewing this

12 document at at the Republican National Committee?

o 13 A Nobody had any ultimate say, to the best of my

14 knowledge. We were apprised of the information within it.

15 Q Was there an intent on the part of anyone at the

16 RNC to revise the document if they saw fit and send back the

17 suggestions to Mr. Teeter?

18 A Ifwe--

19 (Discussion held off record.)

20 A It was sent to us so that if we thought something

21 was incorrect in what had been present, we could at least

22 tell them that. For instance, on page 1, William Phillips is

MILTON, DAWSON & MINSON, INC.



115

0

MILTON, DAWSON & MINSON, INC.

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

16

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

actually Bill Phillips and -

Q Let me go over some changes, then.

A Changes between?

Q The exhibit?

A The draft, between ii and 11.

Q Between Exhibit 16 and Exhibit 11.

A Okay.

Let me just state for the record, we had nothing

to do with those changes. We, what you have in my

handwritten notes on what was given to us on the 4th and then

we saw what was, we saw Exhibit 10. Nobody showed us Exhibit

11 prior to submission.

Q In other words, you received a copy of Exhibit 10?

A Right.

Q Made suggestions for changes?

A Reviewed it.

Q Reviewed it. Did you make suggestions for changes

that were sent back to Mr. Teeter?

A Yes. Yes.

Q And then you did not see a further draft until the

final document was submitted to the Federal Election

Commission?

0

0
~q.

C

0
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A After it had been submitted tO the Federal

Election CommisSiOIl.

Q After it had been submitted, other than the

suggested changes that appear on FEC Exhibit ii, did you make

any other suggestions orally?

A None, and I never discussed this with Bob Teeter,

to my knowledge.

Q Did you discuss this with Mr. Teeter's attorney?

A No, I discussed it with my attorney.

Q Back to those exhibits, 10 and ii, specifically,

paragraph 5 is added on the final draft. It does not appear

in FEC Exhibit 10. If you will look at that, do you recall

making any suggestions for changes along those lines?

A No.

Q

A

Q

A

this one.

Q

A

Q

Paragraph --

And on number 11 --

Yes?

Because see, what happens is 5 doesn't match 5 on

Right, it

Go ahead.

Okay, and

does not.

I am still on number 11. Go ahead.

I had asked whether or not you had made
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1 any suggestions that might have led to that addition.

2 A Mo.

3 Q Paragraph 6 of number 11, the revised draft,

4 refers to awareness and perception of major political

5 figures, whereas paragraph 5, the corresponding entry in

6 exhibit 10 --

7 A Which is paragraph 5.

8 Q -- 5--
0

9 A Okay.

10 Q -- uses the word 'voter attitudes'. 8ad you made

0
11 any suggestion on that, a softening kind of suggestion?

12 A No. Every single suggestion that I had with

o 13 ref erence to item number 10 is written on the document itself

14 in my handwriting.

15 MR. LEVIN: I am going to hand the reporter a

16 document to be marked as FEC Exhibit 12, and it is a draft

17 affidavit of Lee Atwater, and I am handing a copy of Exhibit

18 12 to witness and counsel.

19 (The document referred tO was
marked FEC Exhibit No.

20 12 for identification, a copy
of which is attached to the

21 court copy of this deposition.)

22 MR. LEVIN: I am handing to the reporter a
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document to be marked as FEC Exhibit 13. It iS a signed

affidavit of Lee Atwater. and I handing a Copy of Exhibit

13 to witness and counsel.

(The document referred to was
marked FEC Exhibit No.
13 for identification, a copy
of which is attached to the
court copy of this deposition.)
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THE WITNESS: Okay.

BY MR. LEVIN:

Did you review the draft affidavit of Mr. Atwater?

I reviewed item number 12 prior to anything

I.

Is that item nwnber 12 in Exhibit 12?

No. I reviewed item 12 -- Exhibit 12. I'm sor

Of Exhibit 12, I'm sorry.

Exhibited 12, and previously when I was talking

in 10, I was talking about Exhibit 10.

So you have seen this document before, you

Exhibit 12?

Exhibit 12 I reviewed, that's correct.

Do you recall making any changes on this draft

ry.

Q

A

happening

Q

A

Q

A

about ite

Q

rev iewed

A

Q

aft idavit

A
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and on paragraph 4, where it said, "1 asked Mr. Robert Teeter

of Market Opinion Research to include some questions relating

to public perceptions of the Vice President Ofl a POll

commissioned by the Republican National Committee ('The

RNC'), getting a document prior to this one, I recall

saying, Wait a minute, Lee. This is when you and I talked

about it. And the language, "At this time, I notified Mr.

William Greener of the RNC of this request" was inserted at

our initiation.

Other than that -- I'm just trying to look at it

again -- we did not have any other suggestions. And on the

document called Exhibit 12, we had no suggestions to make

changes in it. This was a document we agreed was correct.

0 Does that mean you or anyone else at the RNC?

A Myself and counsel.

Q How about anyone else at the RNC? Did they review

this document?

A No, not to my knowledge.

Q With respect to Exhibits 10 and 11, did anyone

else besides you and counsel review them?

A Not to my knowledge.

Q I would like to refer you back to Exhibits 10

MILTON, DAWSON & MINSON, INC.
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A All right, yea. Okay.

Q In paragraph 15 -~

A Of which?

Q Of Exhibit 10 and paragraph 17 of Exhibit 11.

A Say this again?

Q Paragraph 15 of Exhibit 1.0, that is the draft, and

paragraph 17 of Exhibit 11?

A Right, 15 and 17.

Q Well, in paragraph 15, there is, and corresponding

in the final copies, 16 and 17; 15 in the draft and 16 and 17

in the final --

A iSon.

Q On the draft, right.

A All right.

A iSinlO?

Q Right.

A And 16 and 17 on 11.

Q Right.

A Okay.

Q The reference and again, on 16 to 18 on the final

draft, the reference to an FFAF analysis is omitted.
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MR. BMDBN: Where?

MR. LBVIUt The draft refers tO.

TIlE WITNESS: I want to eak* sure I aim comparing

an apple to an apple. On Exhibit ii, you want iie to look at

paragraph 15.

BY MR. LEVIN:

Q Paragraph 15?

A And on Exhibit 11 you want me to look at

paragraphs --

Q 16 through 18.

A Okay. Okay. I'm with you. Go ahead.

Q There is a reference to, The Fund for America's

Future analysis, the Forward to which erroneous was stated

that it was for the RNC, that reference.

A Yes.

Q First of all, why is the reference to the Fund for

America's Future omitted?

A I don't know.

Q Was there any discussion --

A No.

Q -- as to it really being an analysis --

A No.
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Q -- for the Vice President?

A No.

Q That never came up?

A No.

Q And then was there any discu5sion as to why the

reference to the erroneous statement, the forward containing

the erroneous statement, was there any reference, any

discussion as to why that should be omitted?

A No, no.

Q None that you know of?

A None that I know of. And my underlining in the

draft was because it was pertinent to the RNC. I just

underlined it.

Q Did you receive a draft, did the RNC receive a

draft from Craig Fuller?

A No. Did we? No. I didn't.

Wait a minute. Are we done with 12 and 13?

Q Yes, we are.

MR. LEVIN: Do you have any questions, Mr. Braden?

MR. BRADEN: No, except: Why are we here? If you

guys can explain the theory under which, since we haven't

paid for anything yet, we violated law, it is still a mystery



123

1 tome.

2 MI. LEVIN: First let me remind the witness,

3 Mr. Greener, that the two USC Sections 437(g) (a) (4) and

4 (a)(12), the confidentiality sections of the Federal Election

5 Campaign Act apply, and so that you are bound by those

6 sections, even as a witness.

7 MR. BMDEN: If you talk to your wife, they are

8 going to put you in jail.

9 MR. LEVIN: I want to present Mr. Greener with his

10 witness check.

11 MR. BMDEN: Which he will use to take his lawyer

12 out to lunch.

13 Mr. Greener would like to read the transcript.

14 MR. LEVIN: This deposition is adjourned,

15 not terminated.

16 MR. BRADEN: That means if they get curious and

17 want to ask some more questions, we will discuss that matter.

18 (Whereupon, at 1:25 p.m., the deposition was

19 adjourned.)
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I (I have read the foregoing
pages 4 through 123, inclusive,

2 which contain a correct transcript

4 of the answers given by me to the

3 questions therein recorded.)

4

5

Willim I. Greener, III

0

0
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1 CERTIFICATE OF NOTARY PUBLIC

2 I, Lu Anne Daweon, the officer before whoim the

3 foregoing deposition was taken, do hereby certify that the

4 witness whose testimony appears in the foregoing deposition

5 was duly sworn by me; that the testimony of said witness

6 was taken by me in shorthand and thereafter reduced to

7 typewriting by me; that said deposition is a true record of

8 the testimony given by said witness; that I aiD neither
0

9 counsel for, related to, nor employed by any of the parties

- 10 to the action in which this deposition was taken; and further

0 11 that I am not a relative or employee of any attorney or

S 12 counsel employed by the parties thereto, nor financially

o 13 or otherwise interested in the outcome of the action.

14

C
15

16

17 _________________________________

Notary Public in and for
18 the District of Columbia

19
My Commission Expires:

20 October 15, 1989

* 21

22

MILTON, DAWSON & MINSON, INC.



I/-K'--,

republican national committee

TO:

FROM:

DATE:

FRANK 3. FAHRENKOPF, JR.

BILL PHILLIPS V
MARCH 15, 1985

* * * *** ** * ** ** * * *** *

The Teeter Project is on schedule. It probably will be done mid-April, depending on
other projects that may be In the field at that time.

The effort will be done as an addendum on another project.
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MEMORANDUM FOR MARY LUKEIS

FROM: KATHY SMITH

Craig Fuller has the following comnts to Mr. Teeter'.
questionnaire:

1. A great questionnaire.

2. Page 2, Item 16:

Please consider substituting u.s. companies are not
competitive with foreign manufacturers.

0
3. Page 5:

Please consider adding to the list of names Peter
- Uberroth and Pat Robertson.

0 4. Page 6:
know you are reluctant to add any additional

questions, but I would like you to consider a slightly
different approach to the successor line of questioning.

0 Something like the following:

Since RR cannot serve a third term, some people are
considering who best could follow RR. Please tell us
whether you agree or disagree that the next President
should be:

1. Experienced in federal government;

2. Conservative;

3. Able to articulate new ideas;

4. Respected by foreign leaders;

5. Someone now in government;

6. Someone who worked with RR;

7. Someone who would keep America competitive; Ft~IG~
8. Someone who woulfi strengthen U.S. defense

capabilitiesi

9. Someone who would spend more to help to poor;

10. Someone who whould provide more help to farmers;
(There may be more or better questions. Perhaps you and Lee
could play around with these ideas.) ______________



U.S. National *2 - Omnibus
Draft Questionnaire #1
September 6, 1965
Quota 5-1500

1. Do you feel things in this country are generally going
in the right direction or do you feel things have
pretty seriously gotten off on the wrong track?

2. Generally speaking, do you think our political system
and government are working fairly well at the present
time, or do you think it needs significant changes?

3. (IF NEEDS CHANGES, ASK:) What kinds of changes do
you think need to be made? (flOBE FOR AT LEAST TWO
SflCIFIC RESPONSES)

- 4. Do you approve or disapprove of the way Ronald Reagan
is handling his job as President? (WAIT FOR RESPONSE
AND ASK:) Would that be strongly (approve/disapprove)
or just somewhat (approve/disapprove)?

o 5. Do you approve or disapprove of the way George Bush ishandling his job as Vice-President? (WAIT FOR RESPONSE
AND ASK:) Would that be strongly (approve/disapprove)
or just somewhat (approve/disapprove)?

Now I 'd like to read you some statements about various
0 issues in the country. For each one, please tell me if you

strongly agree, somewhat agree, somewhat disagree, or
strongly disagree.

C
RANDOMIZE

6. The United States should i~o.xax send troops to fight
in a civil war in another country, even if a
communist takeover is likely.

7. We should hlep gjgy countries which are for us and
not help those which are against us.

8. It is all right for the public schools to start
each day with a prayer.

9. If cities and towns around the country need
financial help to improve their schools, the
government in Washington ought to give them the
money they need.

10. Claims about welfare abuses are greatly
exaggeratedi most people receiving welfare
assistance truly need it.

11. Labor unions have become too big and powerful for
the good of the'country.

12. Black people in the country should be given special
consideration for new jobs because of past
discrimination against them.



Market Opinion Research U.S. National Draft #1

Thinking about foreign trade for a moment. .

13. All in all, do you think that trade with othercountries,, both buying and selling goods, helps theunited States' economy or hurts the United States'economy?

140 Has competition from foreign countries hurt the economyin your community, helped your local economy, or hasn't
it made a difference?

15 * Which of the following three choices do you thinkshould be our country' s foreign trade policy?

RAWDOKIZI

a * Have no restrictions on foreign imports so Americancousumers can have the widest choice possible onwhat to buy

b. Restrict foreign imports from any country whichrestricts our products and trade freely with allo other countries

c. Restrict any foreign imports which threaten
American jobs even if they are from a country whichdoesn't restrict our products

0 As you may know, we have a foreign trade deficit. This meansV that we are buying more from foreign countries than we areselling to them. I'm going to read you some things, and foreach one, please tell me how much you think each one hascontributed to the trade deficit mm a great deal, a fairamount, very little, or not at all.

RANDOMIZE a~.t '- L.jL~& ~ZaC~iipmh
I A,$. ~ ~

160 Poor planning and management by U. S. compani~~
17. Wage demands by American labor unions
18. Better quality of foreign products19. Unfair trade policies of foreign countries20. Cheap labor in foreign countries
21. The selling of goods at less than cost by some

foreign companies
22. Do you think our limits on foreign imports should begreater, about the same, or less than they are now?



Market Opinion Research U.S. National Draft #i

23. Which of the following statements C03S5 Closest to your
opinion:

ROTATE

a. The Japanese are competing unfairly with American
industries

OR

b. American industries are blazing the Japanese for
their own mismanagement and excessive labor costs

Here are some statements about other issues in the country.
For each one please tell me if you strongly agree, somewhat
agree, somewhat disagree, or strongly disagree.

RAWDOXI~3

24. Our economy and security vould suffer if we did not
- use military troops to protect our interests in

other parts of the vorld.
0

25. Our country has a moral obligation to help people
in other parts of the world, even those in neutrali
or unfriendly countries.

26. A woman should have the legal right to have an
abortion if she wants one.

V
27 * The government in Washington should see to it that

every person has a job and a good standard of
living.

28. Tighter controls are needed in the federal food
stamp program, many people now receiving food
stamps don' t deserve them.

290 Labor unions are very necessary to protect the
working man.

International terrorism is another issue which has been in
the news recently...

30. Some people say that there really is not much the U.S.
government can do to reduce terrorism. Others say the
U.S. government can significantly reduce
terrorism. Which opinion is closest to your own?



Market Opinion Research U.S. National Draft #3.

31. Do you favor or oppose the United States taking
military action against terrorists?

32. (IF OPPOSE, ASK:) Would you favor or oppose
- military action against terrorists who bad killed

American citizens?

33. (IF FAVOR EITHER 31 OR 32, AIX:) Would you favor or
oppose military action against terrorist camps if thechildren in the camps are likely to be killed orwounded in the attack?

34. (IF FAVOR EITHER 31 OR 32, ASK:) Do you favor militaryaction against terrorists vbe are suspected of planning
an attack or only as retaliation against terrorists whohave actually carried out an attack? (~3othm coded as a
volunteered response)

35. (IF FAVOR EITHER 31 OR 32, ASK:) Would you favor or
oppose military action against governments which help

- train and finance terrorists, even if that means
o risking a larger war?

36. When terrorists are holding Americans hostage, do you
think our government should negotiate with the
terrorists for their release or refuse to negotiatewith the terrorists?

0
37. Do you believe that the recent hijacking of th~ TWA

airliner and other recent terrorist acts are largely
_ the acts of individuals or small groups, or do you

think that most of them are being backed by some
foreign government?
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Nov I'd like you to rate your feelings toward some people j~
politics using a zero to one hundred scale -- with 100
meaning a very warm, favorable feeling, zero meaning a very
cold, unfavorable feeling, and 50 aeSaing not Particularly
warm 05 cold.

If you don't have an impressims about or have never heard of
the person, just tell me end ve'll go onto the next name.
The first person is (MAD AND ~AU) * Nov feel
about him/her using a zero tone hw~re4 soaler

RANDONZZU

360 Ronald Reagan
39. George Dusk
40. Robert Dole
41. Howard Daker
42. Jack K~
43 James Tho~son
440 Jeanne Kirkpatrick

- 45. Walter Nondale
46. Ted Kennedy

O 47. Tip O'Neill
49. Mario Cuomo
48. Jesse Jackson
50. Gary Hart
51. Geraldine Ferraro
52. John Glenn
53 Jane Fonda
54. Jerry Falvell
55. Gerald Ford
56. Jimmy Carter
57. George Wallace
59. Lee lacocca

I also have some groups of people to get your feelings
about. The first group (is/are) ______. How do you feel
about them using a zero to one hundred scale?

RANDOMIZE

60. The Republican Party
62. The Democratic Party
63. Liberals
64. Conservatives
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Thinking ahead to 1988 for a moment.

65. Ronald Reagan is serving his second tetm as President
and cannot run for a third term. Is there anyone, j~
p&rticular, you would like to see be the next President
of the United States? (Who?)

660 As you may know, George Bush may be a candidate for
President in 1966 * On a zero to ten scale, where zero
means you would ~s~mz consider voting for George Bush
for President and ten means you would definitely vote
for George Bush for President, where would you place
yourself on this scale?

67. In the presidential primary elections in 1966 to select
each party' s candidate for President, assuming your
state had one, would you be more likely to vote in the
(ROTATE: Republican or Dincratic) primary or neither
one?

- 66. IF REPUBLICAN PIKIIY, ASK: If the primary
election to select the Republican candidate for
President were being held today and the candidates
were (RANDOMIZE NAMES), would you be voting for
(REPEAT LAST MANES IN SANE ORDER)?i

RANDOMIZE
0

a. George Bush
b. Bob Dole
c. Howard Baker
d * Jack Kemp
e. Jeane Kirkpatrick

a. IF DON'T KNOW OR REFUSED, ASK: Which way
do you lean as of today toward (REPEAT
FULL NAMES IN SANE ORDER)?

69. IF DUOCRATIC PRIMARY, ASK: If the primary
election to select the Democratic candidate for
President were being held today and the candidates
were (RANDOMIZE NAMES), would you be voting for
(REPEAT LAST MANES IN SANE ORDER)?

RANDOMIZE

a * Ted Kennedy
b. Gary Hart
c. Mario Cuomo
d. Lee Iacoc~a

a. IF DON'T KNOW OR REFUSED, ASK: Which way
do you lean as of today - toward (REPEAT
FULL MANES IN SANE ORDER)?
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Here are some general election races for President thatcould be on the ballot in 1966. For each @flO, please tellme who you would vote for if the election were being heldtoday and the p~cple I mention were the candidates.
a. IF DON'T. 310W OS RI1gSED, ASK: Which way do you

lean as of today - toward (REPEL? WANE AND PARTY)?
RANDOMIZE PACES/ROTATI MARIE
70. George lush, OR Ted Kennedy,

Republican Democrat
71. George mush, OR Gary Eart,

Republican Democrat
N 72. George hash, OR Lee Zacocca,Republican Democrat

Thinking about George lush for a moment. .

0 (HALF SAMPLE A)

a73A. From all that you have heard, read and know about him,what are some of the things you J s..ha~ about GeorgeBush. MODE FOR AT LEAST TWO RESPONSES
o 74A. Again, from all that you have heard, read and knowabout him, what are some of the things you ~2nttW.~3.i.kaabout George lush? MODE FOR AT LEAST TWO RESPONSES

a * IF DON'T 3(0W OR NOTHING, ASK: Is there anything
'V.. at all about George Bush that concerns or bothersyou? (What?)

(HALF SAMPLE B)

733. If George Bush became President in 1986, what are theareas you think he would handle particularly
well? (MODE FOR SPECIFIC RESPONSES)

743. What are the areas you think he might handle
poorly? (MODE FOR SPECIFIC RESPONSES)
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I'm going to read a list of i55US5 to you and, for each one,
please tell me if you think George Bush vo~4d handle that
issue pretty much as Ronald Reagan has, would handle it
better9 or would not handle it as well.

RANDOMIZE

750 Our relations with the ioviet Union
760 The federal budget deficit
77. Taxes
76. Abortion
79. Policies concerning minorities
800 Women' s rights
61 * National economic policy

Here are some character traits and I'm going to ask you how
much three well-known people possess each onO. We viii use
a zero to one hundred scale where 200 mans the person
possesses the trait as much as mx person possibly can, and
zero means the person doesn't possess it at all.

£

Let's start with (TRAIT). How would you rats (tWIN) on this
C) trait?

RANDOMIZE TRAITS/ROTATE RUlES WITHIN EACH TRAIT

Honesty
0 62. ______ Ronald Reagan

83. _______ George Bush
84 ______ Ted Kennedy

Concern

85. ______ Ronald Reagan
86. ______ George Bush
87. ______ Ted Kennedy

Leadership

88. ______ Ronald Reagan
69. _______ George Bush
90 ______ Ted Kennedy

Competence

91. ______ Ronald Reagan
92. _______ George Bush
930 ______ Ted Kennedy
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Here are some statements concerning George lush, inparticular, and for each one please tell me it you stronglyayreeI somewhat agree, somewhat disagree, or strongly
gree.

RANDOMIZE

940 lush has the kind of personality a President ought
to have.

95. lush looks like a President.
96. lush, as President, would keep us Out of war.97. lush sounds like a President.
96. lush, as President, would keep our Country

prosperous.
99. lush acts like a President.

knkuzin&M.jiga~±~na
r~) 100. Party identification

101. Past Party identification
102. Past voting behavior
103. Registered voter
104. Ideology
105. Age
106. Education
107. Employment status
108. Occupation
109. Health, education, welfare occupation
110. Marital status
111. Spouse employment status
112. Union/teacher household
113. Farm household
114. Religion
115. Frequency of church attendance
116. Reborn
117. Income
116. Race
119. Sex
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Agreement niade September 9, 1985
C.~p~schasan Corporatmon. of Duerme. N4wh~pnfWORC) andRaDUkli~IflhB~rflh1L...,

MOKC and dient agree that MORC shail conduct a public opusion survey (aurvey") for dient on the
following teiwia and conditions.

I. Conduct V'Nbtic Opiates Surrey
(a) The survey shall cosmat of ...Z...1esa....thaa...±1.Lteea..baiadted.4I.5~~....tu1a~in.
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to the commencement .4 interviews. The speailc detaila of the survey as to timing. questionnaire contest, and
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within the given population type to be sampled ~IORC shall not be obligated to ask questions of psum user.
siewed an addition to those included on the approved questionnaire or to pros ide data or interpretations with respect
to topics or tYpes of issues not covered by the questionnaire ~lOItC wall proceed with a survey only after at receives
notice of the clients approval of the questionnaire and the population sample

Ic) Payment as required be paragraph 2 having been made to NIORC. the survey to be conducted by ~IORC
shall be conusienced by MORC with. tess days after wntten or oval approval by dient of the questionnaire and
the population sample. or Spt~r 11 1QBS whichever date is later

dl report of the results of the survey an the customers loran used (is N4ORC shall lie delisered to client avit
Laatr than Aetfth.r Q fnr pa.l iminary rppt~v.t

2 Feet and Pa~imersr
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(170.A)OO) ~sieh ii du.*nd payable by Or~toher 9 19R5

P.aiment more th.in tharti diii ri endue ~h..ll I'e,~r interest it eiithteen percent .innii.il rae

3 Ownershsp of Surteys end Disclosure of lnforrraataoat

The interpretive report of the surses shall becorn'- the properns of client after deltiers of the report to client
by MORC and the payment to %1Ol)C of the full fee pros led in paragraph 2 The sun es questionnaires and replies
and all related data, materials and information shall remain the properns of \lOltC \1O~C agrees to retain such
items for at least two sears and gi'.e client reasonable access to them 'IORC avrees not to dii ulge or use for an'
purpose. including but not limited to adser'sznc and public e1.at:ons *he ntonation obtained in the ~ur"es 'in
included in the interpretise report iuithout ~'i. r~tmnt~ (mien? Of ~lzesi tom .dr-O icier f the dita it 'esumts
the tunes or contents of the irsterpretise report are dmrectls or mndtrectii made 'uoiic h. chent or ansone else acttnc
for diettt or on its behalf. \IURC mas riake .. '- 2 's .'~ tflt ,'4'. ~.t. r tom (i~i.~ tf

was taken, the method of obtaining the inter' essi ncudzng thit size and des:cn ot the sample and the basis it th~

data if the sample is less than the total 5arnrr~ie the date' and times a her t'e tens ciii racre conducted the nsa.'
'sordinc of questions asked and the -len' ~-. I..~reci 'ha' it ' -~e ~ f~r :r -it Sr
rashes to release a'. whor -ir :r. 'a" ''" -" "is' ''"'''u"-'' '.'., r'.i's..

surves or contents of the nter~reto. i':..' -nit, ,t~.er '.."' t'r' ''its \IURL .c si-n

il also b stat- . i -............- - . -

- '.~,. ,., .. snir, th.s Agreernen~ and thereafter ti-i keer r.
c'i'o.t'tOen(e ii. kn'ss~rsjgr. r t' ''~ r, ,. ~ *-''~c* ~n't .. \'(i~ZC ann "

or make knosin such kross lest.,.' " .. i ' .. '. . . 's's 'ii'. ~-. ' ' r~ar.caiot. *n.
not limited to competitors of 'i (~( es r-' hem i'm. Et~ais auth mr;~r.o 'C din. im it. rt~rig bi \IUPC C'
fuather understands and acres-i rha '"r'.r'r'.'.t nis.. ~ :nrers "is -'- .. ,-' 'Ii mftm' a'ict 'he n ,rw-i
addrrsseufos-'s. mcss~-o,-: ~s- '
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Mr. Wllllai Greener
Republican National Camittee
310 First Street, N.E.
Washington, 0. C. 20003

!fieMOaCMarket Opinion Research
550 Washington Blvd.
Suite 1000
Detroit, Michigan 48226
Attn: Robert Teeter
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Chest as a palau.1 aunnuinee with a chawwamaa and a trasurer at least mae ad' wham baa autharhad this
ospradiwa. by said committee sa dalned an di. FedersJ Election Canipaip Act of 1974 and, as such, client has
assured MORC that it wall aceassat for and duclase the cmi aldus survey as an expenditure as required by saud Act
arid otherwise cosnph with any other apphceble Fed~ral or State law in connection with thai matter

MORC resents the right to use the findings fruan OiL' iW'5t~ lii UiOflVtIiOw form as to the apecdc pepulauon
and client for purposes of aWepse mad wmpara~ve analvsn to be made avsslable to other clietata of MORC or
publications

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the pasties hereto have caused thss Agrorment to be duiy executed as of the djtr
first written above

CI icr.

%i4HkET OPINION RESE4BCH COMPV~Y

2
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This mirvey of ~Iults in the United States vas conducted by Market

Opinion Research for th ReDubliean National Comuittee. The major
purp2ses of Urn snvey are:

*

N * mv ate voter au t for Vice-Presi e

hans for President in 1988.

* ~ map the national issue agenda, especially vithrespect to the i~x~rtant issues of foreign trade aa~24 international terrorism.

C' Rsearch ~sion

Sauple/Ejeld

Fifteen ILandred (1500) telephone interviews were administered to a

clustered, ~ random sample of U.S.

citizens, 18 years old or older living in the continental Onited

States. The interviewing was conducted between September 17th and

25th, 1985.

0

FFI7C~
~y.YO. UF-

Gv~e~-xCr c~efc.



~~m~rr OPINION RESEA~I
550 Washington Boulevard
[~troit, Michigan 48226
(313) 963-2414

Questiomaire *

(IwrE~1W~UR: initial
above ~n conpiete)

u.S. National #2
Caimibus Study

FOR OFFICE LEE ONLY
Job #P65040

Respondent *

~zrmvrTTTI
~ota~

1-4

Caip. Male (a';)
Caip. Fale (CF)

I~Aius.r (NA)
INo Anmex' (NA)
Busy (B)

i~signated 1~rsoui Not in Ncm/
No Tium N~i/Call Beck

(~AflA~)
Refusal (MV)

(MV)
Respondent Term. (ft-Term.)
NOR Term. CM-Term)

- Business Ni.~. (BfB)

0
# (DISCA4ISAHIG)

(11 (12 [13 (14 [15 [16 (17 [18 [19061127
[11 (12 (13 (14 (15 (16 (17 [18 (19051228

Geographic F.O. (G-F.O.)
~graphic F.O. (G-F.O.)
Non-Register Voter F.O. (V-F.O)
No Male in ~usek~ld (~I4)
No Fm~tale in ~.asehold (NF)

19 0513 29
19 0614 30
19 0615 31
19 0616 32
19 0517 33

[11 [12 (13 [14 (15 (16 (17(18 (19051834

(11(12(13(14 (15 (16 (17(18 [19051935

Ot~r Disp. (write in)
(No Eng., I~af, etc.)

DESIC~IATED II.~ER

Original Call

Phone Ro~u:

L~4G'flI OF INT~VILW:____

V2 41-42

Tin Started: Tim Ended:

(11 [12 [13 (14 (15 (16 (17 (18
[11 (12 (13 (14 (15 (16 [17 (18

19 0520 36
19 0621 37

NO. CALLS ~D ~MPL~~E
VI 38-39

Fa.rmington. . . . . . . 4 (40)
Livonia . . . 0 0 6 0 5

I~TE: t~D1Th: V3 (43-44)

___________________V4 (45-46)

OF 0500 16
0601 17

UUWU 16 317
F~flV'H:

[19 0602
(19 0603
[19 0504

19 0505
19 0606
19 0507
19 0608
19 0609
19 0610



U.S. Nat ional S~zvey

IF ~ AT tHE OtHER END fEEl'S
YWR MALE/FU4ALE ~DTh

Hello, I'm calling from t~troit
for Market Opinion flinsard~
Cczupany. we're doing a (short)
public cpinion.JtLIdy in y~iar area
and I'd like wry nuch to have yuw
opiniors.

a~ ~ there wi 18-24 year old Cmsle/fmle)
who is a citizen of ti's United States
living at this ed&~ess?

No (00 '100.18) . . . . .2
Refused/NA. . . . . . . .9

'q a. May I speak with hizuvher?

Yes, 18-24 year old because - I
respondent (00100.1). * 1 I

Yes, I inu(GO10Q.l)...2
No (GO 00.18)...... 31
Ref used/NA..... .0.091

O lB. Are ~vu a citizen of the United States
over 18 yeare of ~je living at this
address? -

Yes (GO ID 1) . . . . . .1

Refused/NA. . . . . . . .9

a. Is there any male/female who is a
citizen of tie United States living
at this eddress?

May I speak with hinVher? (After
y~i have ascertained that he/she is
an edult citizen of the United
States living at that aidress.

(GO ID 0.1)

No (TER4INATE). . . . . .2
Refused/NA. . . . . . . .9

IF VOICE AT ThE OtHER WES NCYF MEET
~JR MALE/FDIALE OIX)TA

Hello, I'm calling from
t~troit foT~~EThpifliOn Researd~
Cau~any. we're doing a (short)
p~blic opinion study in ~vur area
and I'd like wry nuch to have the
opiniors of a aule/fenale who ~r
18 yeazu of ~e and a citizen of ti's
United States living at this aidress.

A. I* there an 18-24 year old nule/
female ~ is a citizen of ti's United
States living at this aidress?

0 0 0 0 ~ 0 00 0 0 0 0 1
No (00 0 0.18) . . . . . . 2
Refuss~/NA. . 6 0 6 0 0 0 0 9

OA
1.02

103

lB. Is there any edult (marVwouan) who is
a citizen of the United States living
at this aidress available at this tints?

Yes . . . . . . . . . . . . 1. CB
No (TER1I~TE). . . . . . . 2 104
Refused/NA. . . . . . . . . 9

a. After y~x have ascertained that (he!
she) is an aiult citizen of the United
States living at this aidress (GO ID I
1)

QBa
105

106-144 = EXTRA
145-153 SPECIAL
EH40 VARIABLES
(V18) 156-160 ~'EIGiTS

0

a. May I speak with hiWtsr?

00'101 e.g

Yes, 18-24 year old becomesI yI'~(0O 0Q.1):....:2
I No(GOIOQ.IB).........3

Refused/NA...........9
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U.S. National #2 - Omnibus Study

feel things in this country we
generally goTng in the right direction
or cb you feel things have ~retty
seriously ~tten off on the wrong
track?

Right direction
Wrong track .

K~n't mae. .

R.fusedAA.

00 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 .2
O 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1.
* 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 .8
* 0 0 0 0 00 0 0 .9

2. G.iwrally speaking, ~yo~ think air ~~i1iing fairly~ll . . . . . . . . 2
political systan ar~ ~v.rrinnt we - Need significant danges. . . . . . I.
~rkingfair1yie1latthegesU~t I I~n'tImow. . *....... .0.8

tizr, or doyo.a think they need sig- Refused/NA. 0000**** 0.0.9

nit icant changes? I
V

3. I~at kinds of changes ~ ~aa think need to be z~e? (~5 FOR AT IZAST 'IWO

REm)

Q3Ml
Q3M2
Q3M3

~Q3M4

4. I~ you approve or disapprov. of the strongly approve. . . . . . . . . . 4
way~na1dReaganishard1inghisjob Saoewhatapprove.. .0.0.0.03

as Pros ident? (1'AIT FOR RE3RNSE AND Saiwwhat disapprove . . . . . . . . 2
ASK:) Would that be strongly Strongly disapprove * . . . * I.
(approve/disapprove) or just scz~hat E~nt kn~. . * * * * * * * * 8
(approve/disapprove)? Refused/NA. 0 * * * * * * * . 9

5. [~ you approve or disapprove of the Strongly approve. * . * * * * * 4
wayGeorgeBushishwKilinghisjob Sczuewhatapprove........ 0.3

as Vice-President? (lAIT FOR RES~4SE Sawwhat disapprove **000000 2
AND ASK:) Would that be strongly Strongly disapprove * * * * * * * * I.
(approve/disapprove) or just scz~tiat D~nt kr~. 0 * * * * .~oeo *. 8
(approve/disapprove)? Refused/NA. 0 * * * * * * * * * * * 9

0

0

i
0
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Now Pd like to read you sm~ statements about various issues in the country. For eah a~ 1 pirne tell me if
you stroncjly ajree, scm~what ajree, scunewhat disa~jree, or strcnLJly disaijree.

Neither Ai~~ee
Strongly Scuswhat Nor Uisaijree ScNswhat StrcngI~ I~t Rot

6. '11w United States should rever send troops
to Eight in a civil wer in another country.
evenifaccuuwnisttdwr~werisllkely. 5 4 3 2 1 8 9

7. b~ should help only countries which are for
usa mthelpthosewhichareagainstLs. 5 4 3 2 1 8 9

8. It is all right for public schools to
starteachdaywithaprayer. 5 .4 3 2 . 1 8 9

9. If cities ad t~ns around the auntry reed
tinar~ial help to imprcwe their schools1 the
government in ~hington ought to give than
the money they reed. 5 4 3 2 1 8 S

10. Clams about welfare abuses are ~eatly ex-
aggerated; most people receiving welfare
assistancetrulyrsedit. 5 4 3 2 1 8 S

II. Labor unions have becane too big and ~xwerful
fort.he~xxictthecountry. 5 4 3 2 1

12. Black people in the country should be given
special consideration for new jobs because Ct
past discrimination ajairst than. 5 4 3 2 1 8

4/
.1

S

8-

I
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Thinking about foreign trade for a nauwnt. .

13. A4linall,~~Jtbinjcthattradewith
other countries, both biying and selling
gcods, helps the United States' economy
or h.arts thelinited States' economy?

Helps * * * * . . .
Neither (~JVLLWJ'1WED)
Hurts . . . . . . .

Refused/NA. . . . .

14. ~er the nextseveral Years, doy~j More. *....... 0.6.06.3think our o~untry 'odd be better oft Akx~.at the sans. . . . . . . . . . . 2withucretrade, less trade, or~ut Less. *.......... 6.0.1the em trade, ~, with foreign I~n't know. . . . . . . . . . . . . 8
R.fuesd/NA. . . . . . . . . . . . . 9

15. ~yaknowofaIyspscifjcbasjrmeseg Yes.... *......... 0.2iflyirareathathav.beenhjrtby No.. *..........

Refused/NA. . . . . a * * * * . * . 9
16 ~*~ich of the following three d~oices ~ y~u think ebould be oar country 'a foreign

trade policy?

(RANOt~4IZE)

a. Have r~ restrictions on foreign imports so hnsricans
can have the widest cboice possible on

what to tuy at the lomst possible price . * * * * * * * * I

b. Restrict foreign imports fran any country which
restricts our products and trade freely with all
ot?~r cx~untries. . . . . . . . * * * * . . . . . . . . . . 2

c. Restrict any foreign in~orts which threaten Aiisrican
jobs wen if they are fran a country which ~esn 't
restrict our products. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3

Ref used,/NA . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 9

4/
Q13

Q14

QiS

Q16

0
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(READ S~LY)
As y~i nay 3c~, ~tM have a foreign trade deficit. This mans that ~a are buying
nore frau foreign o~mtries than w are selling to thuu. ftc each of the
foll~ixq, please taIl urn h~, nuch y~a think it has ~ntr~i.ated to the trade
deficj.t - a...great deal, a fair ~g&t, ~y little or ~t at all. First,
~ nuch ~ y~.i think (READ ITDI) has contribated to the trade deficit?

17. ~or pluming and usnmguwnt by
U.S. ~anim

18. Wage dids by ~aricm labor
unions.

19. Better qiality ci foreign ro~xts

20. Unfair trade p~liciee ci foreign

countries

21. Cusp labor in foreign countries

22. '1tw selling of goods at less than
cost by foreign ooq~ianies

0

A (keat A Fair Vecy Not ~nt Rsf./

4 3 2 1 8 9 Q17

2 1. 8 9 01.8

2 1 8 9 Q19

2 1 8 9 Q20

2 1 8 9 Q21

2 1 8 9 Q22



7A -

HALF SN4PLE A

23A. ~ich ~ Urn ~oUoving s~atinmnta s cl~.st to y~ar ~inion:

(I~)ThTE)

a. 11w Jq~ans.. ar oouptir~ w~-

fairly with Aurican irxlustria. .j

OR

b. Aurican ir~tri ~. blami~
tts Jqanm Cor th.ir
nanquu.nt aiU accsiv labor
C~tS. * * * * * * * * . * . . . .2

Rsfug.d/N& * . . . * * * * * * * * .9

qQ
m



- 73

- HALF SNtFLE B
238. tich c~ tt bglovlng stateusuts ~iw. cbzest to yvur minion:

(~TE)
a. ltw Luropears are ~up.tir~ w~-

fairly with Aisrican industries. .1~

OR
b. Ausrican industries are blmiing

tlu ELr~am for tkwtr ~i hI" Q233
mnagamnt Utd excessiVe labor
ocets. . . * . . . . . . . . . . .2

Refused/HA . . . . . . . * * * * *

0

zr~
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24. Over the ruxt several ~are9 do y~u
think our country would be l*ttr oft
allowing ~re, ~ or ~out the sine
atount of foreign iztports, - g~,
into the country?

More . . . . 0 0 0 0 0

About the sew . . . .

Lass. . . . S S 0 0 0

~n t kr~ . . . . 0 0

Ref used/NA . . . 0 0 0

* . . . . . .3
* 0 6 0 0 * .2
* . 6 0 0 0 .1
* . * . . . .8
**o*.e .9

125. Ifs. allovf.werfor.ignor~ Avoidingatrde~r.......*~
into ~ir country, other countriss Allowing tower Jzt~orts into country.i

may allow fewer Ct our products into 1~.tt )mow . * * * . . . . . . . .their country. This is ti RefuSed/NA . . . . . . . . . . . . .9s~l1ec1 a trade war. ~rU~ich ~ y~athink is tore Inportant (~ThT3:
avoidiN a trade war or allowing
fewer foreign iuuports into our
country?)

Q24

Q25



~31137~ I3I5~

Here are some statements ~out other issues in the axantry. F'or ~i ciw ple. tell ma if you strongly
agree, scuwwhat agree, somewhat disagree, or strongly disagree.

Neither A~Fee
Strongly Somewhat Ncr Disagree. S~hat Strcmgly Lbn't ~
~jree ~ (WJLA.IrI'KIRED) !~i~ ~ Kz~ ta(RANLUNIZE)

26. (kir econcumy a~t security ~Kuld sutfer
it wa did mt ise military troops to
protect our interests in other parts
of the world.

27. (kir country has a nKral cbligation to
help people in other parts of the
world, even those in rmutral or un-
friendly countries.

28. A ~usan should have the legal right
to have an ~ort ion if she wants one.

29. 'Ihe cpvernnent in Washington should
see to it that every person has a job
and a god standard of living.

30. Tighter controls are nseded in the
federal food staiw? progr~u. many people
r~ receiving food st~s dn't ~erve
them.

31. Labor unions are very v~cessary to pro-
tect the working man.

5 4

5 4

5 4

1 8 9 926

1 8 9 Q21

1 8 9 QZS

1 8 9 929

3 2

1 8 9 Q30

1 8 9 Q3l

@9
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International terrorism is arother issue which h been in tim news
recently.

Not nuch gov't can do

32. Sm people Say that there really Is rot
itmich the U.S. govexturat cm do to re-
duce terrorism. Others say the U.S.
govermnt can significantly reduce
terrorism. ~aich opinion Is closest to
your om?

Gcw't can significantly

Ret~. . . .

. . . .

reduce.
. . . .

. . . .

~u favor or oppos. the United States Favor . . .CW 'fl) Q.35) . . . . . . 2
action agairwt terror- - Oppose. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1

-Refuae4/~a. *0 * * * *e * *. . .9
V

Ibzldycufavoror~pm.military Favror...(GOIVQ.35)...... I
actionqairutterrorists~I~ Oppcue...(UODQ.3S)......1
killed ~rican citisers? r~n't kr~.(GO ID Q.38) * * * * * * I

Retused/t&.(QO ID Q.38) . . . . . . 9

Q3 2

Q33

Q~4

(ASK Q.35-37 OLY IF FA~ Q.33 (~ Q.34)
35. ~ild you favor or cwos. military

action against terrorist ~ if
innocent people in the ~s are likely
to be killed or ~m~d in the attack?

Oppose. . . . . .

Ref used/NA. . . . .

36. ~ald you favor military Favor ~ainst si. ected terrorists. 2
action agairat terrorists wt~ are aim- Favor only as retaliation . . . . 1
pected of plazudng an attack or only Favor neither . . ............................ 3
as retaliation against terrorists ~ ~n't know. . . . . ...................... 8
have actually carried out a~ attack? Refused/NA. . . . . . . . . . . 9

37. ~k~ild you favor or ~os military Favor . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2
action against nverrwusnts which help Oppose.......................1
train and finance terrorists, wen if [~n't know. . . . ........................... 8
thatiiwansriskir~alarger~r? Refused/NA . . . . . .9

(ASK ALL)
38. When terrorists are tvldir~j Ausricans Sixxild negotiate. . . . . . . . . . 2

~x~stage, do you think oar goverrmwnt Refuse to negotiate . . . . . . . . 1
st~uld negotiate with the terrorists I~nt know. . . . . . . . . . . . . 8
for their release or refuse to Refused/NA. . . . . . . . . . . . . 9
negotiate with the terrorists?

39. I~ you believe terrorist acts are IndividUal5/~D5ll groups. . . . . . 1
largely the acts of individuals ar~I ' Foreign goverrunent. . . . . . . . . 2

of them are beig~ backed ~r soap Refused/NA. . . . . . . . . . . . . 9
foreign goverruimnt?

Q36

Q37

Q3 8

Q3 9
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Now I'd like you to rate ~uzr feelings toward am ps~le in ~litics using a
zero to a ki.ana~d scale -- with 100 meaning a wry ~mrm, favorable feeling,
zero neaning a wry cold, tuifavorable feeling, aid 50 meaning rot particularly
warm or cold.

If you bi'thave U' Iuitession about or have never haard of the person, just
tell us aid w'll g~ onto the text m.

fle first person is (READ RID ~ How ~ you feel about (hiuVher) using a
zero to one kindred scale?

(ICR IW~VI36U'S USE)

17in1 /
10 30 40 1501 60 70 80 90 100

I -F- I
V V V

Very Cold, Not Particularly Very Warm,
I Ikif evocable ftelino Warm or Cold Favorable ftelina

L~'NC. (RAII~IZE) (I8flE IN tUrnER CR aRa.E 998 CR 999:

CO NOT USE FRAcrIQU)
40. Ronald Reagan ____________ IX~n't know. .998

o (RE(XRD tUSER) Refused/NA. .999

416 George Bush _____________ [Xrit know. .998

Refused/NA. .999
42. Robert I~le _____________ ~it know. .998

(RE~RD WtSER) Refused/NA. .999

43. Howard B~er ____________ I~n't know. .998

(RECORD ItJt~ER) Refused/NA. .999
44. Jack Keap _____________ L~n't know. .998

(RECORD !4JIEER) Refused/NA. .999

45. Pat Robertson ______________ Cknt know. .998
(RECORD NUtBER) Refused/NA. .999

46. Jearm Kirkpatrick _____________ I~nt know. .998
(RECORD t4JPSER) Refused/NA. .999

47. Walter Mondale ______________ EXn't know. .998
(RECORD NIlSER) Refused/NA. .999

486 lbd Kennedy ______________ L~n't know. .998
(RECORD NIJSER) Refused/NA. .999

49. Tip O'Neill ______________ ~'t know. .998
(RECORD tuBER) Refused/NA. .999

(CONTINUED ON ?~CT P~E)

0

Q40

Q4 I.

Q4 2

Q43

044

043

Q46

Q4 7

Q48

Q4 9
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(COWrINuED)

(FOR IWIWIU'S C)

~ iso! 6~
v 90

I I__ VParticularly Very Warm,Favorable ftelina
(RAhID~gXZe) (~ITE IN MRS~ ~ ~ 998 (R 999:~ ~er LEE VRACIIQIB)

51. Mario CLam~ (GD-MO) ______________ [~rat know. .998
(REc~aD M~~) Refused/la. .999

52. Gary Hart 
______________ r~n't know. .998
(REX)RD ~OUER) Ref used/NA. .999

53. Geraldine Ferraro (FIM-jwg-~I) _____________ ~n't know. .998
(RE~RD MJIUER) Refused/la. .999

54. John Glenn 
______________ r~n't know. .998
(REWRD MJt'SER) Refused/NA. .999

55. Jane Fc~da 
______________ I)m't know. .998
(REa~RD ~&J1'S~) Refused/NA. .999

56. Jerry Falvell 
____________ ~'t know. .998
(REWRD tIN'SER) Refused/NA. .999

57. Gerald F~d _____________ ~n't know. .998
(REC)RD ~JtEER) Refused/NA. .999

58. Jimny Carter 
____________ C~n't know. .998
(RE~RD I~IJI'9ER) Refused/NA. .999

59. George Wallace _____________ L~n't know. .998
(REXXRD ~U.9~) Refused/NA. .999

60. Lee lacocca (EYE-A-~KE-A) ______________ Don't know. .998
(RE~.D MJIEER) Refused/NA. .999

C,

0

C,

*1

Q50

Q5t

Q52

Q53

Q54

Q35

Q56

Q57

Q58

Q59

Q60

w
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I also have soin ~oupe c~ people to ~t ~vur feelings about. Tt~ first ~
(is/are) * How ~ ~ua reel about than using a zero to one I~ndrd scale?
(FVR IN~1rnm*s rm~i

'I10 20

Very Q~ld,
Lk~favorabl. ftelino

,~IQC~ (RANI~OMzzE~

~1i
61. Dw Republican F

62. Th ~'ocratic P

63. Liberals

64. Conservatives

/ r71 /30 4~) 1501 60 70 80 90 100

iiV VNot Particularly Very Wanu,I~mZm or (bld Favorable Nelirig

(~Ii! IN MISER OR C~.E 998 OR 999:~ NOr L5E FRACrICIE)

arty 
______________ ~fl't knOw. .998
(RE~RD NLISER) Refused/NA. .999

arty 
____________ C~~nt know. .998
(RECORD MISER) Refused/NA. .999

Cknt know. .998(RECORD MJISER) Refused/NA. .999

D~nt know. .998(RECORD MJf'BER) Refused/NA. .999

'V

U,

0

0

~1m

Cf

Q6 I

Q62

Q63

Q64

0
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Ronald Reagan is serving his second term as President ad cannot wn for a
third term.

65. Of the following Characteristics, please tell us which ~ y~.a thlnJ~p is nost 1zt~,ortant for the rsxt president to have?

(0.65) (0.66)
Pint Second66. Ittiich one ~uld you choose second? Mention(RAZCGUZE)a. Corservative L 1b. Respected by foreign leaders 2 2c. Is in ~verruwnt r~d. Has ~rked with Ronald Reagan 3

4 4e. Has held a variety of goverrmn~ positiOns 5None 6No second nwnt ion 
7[~flt kIOV 8 8Refused/NA 

9 9N

67. I will briefly describe four presidential, candidates ad I'd like ~ou totell us which one nest ~peals to you.
~ C),. (read below)

'fls ss~nd (read below)
The third (read below)
And the fourth (read below)

(RAND~4IZE)

a. Has the best personal qualificatior~ for the job. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .1
b. Would step-i~ the pace Ct reducing goverrunent spending and strengthening our
ci. Considers reducing the federal ~zzd~jet deficits, the oountrys rLu~ter one

None (VCiUNTEEI~D) . (c~)roQ.69). . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .5 Q67L~n 't kr~i......... (GO TO 0.69). . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .8Refused/NA. . . . . (GO TO Q.69). . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .9
(IF ~ A FII~T ~~OICE, ASK:)

68. Which a~ ~ald you Choose second?

(REPEAT IF NECZSSARY/RANDOMIZE)

~ a. Has the best personal qualifications for the job. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .1
r b. Would step-up the pace of reducing governuient spending and strengthening our

C. Isafighter formakingr~jor~~~ ingoverrwisnt . . . . . . . . . . . . . .3d. Considers reducing the federal bidget deficits, the country's n.mter ~ Q68
UNo second choice. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .5



- 15 -

Here we s~ people ~ might be elected Pros Went in 1986, and I 'd like yvuto rate I~e g~o~ a Pros ident y~a think ach one ~ald aske. ~* 11 'me a Zero-to-tenscale ~twre mo maw tI.s person ~a1d nake the '~cst possible Pros Went ~ tenmeai~ the pe~pai ~ald n~ke the ~t possible p~.sident.

If y~A ~nt know the person just tell "a.

flu first person Is NAME. How g~od a President
on a zero-to-ten sca1T' (k) ~vu think he 'a.ald nake

(FVR ZN'IUVIDtR'S USE)

I 171 / / I2 3 J~J 6 9 101

VtI ~ssible 7 BestPresident Mi~int frusident I

(RANDcJ.uZ1)

69. George Bush

(RECORD M*BER)

rk~n't know.
Refused/NA..

* . . . . 98
* 0 S 0 0 99

70. Jack Kaip I~n t know. . . . . . . 98
Refused/NA. . 6 0 0 6 0 99(RE~D NWBER)

71. Ted Kennedy I~n 't know. . . . . . . 98
Refused/NA. . 0 0 0 0 0 99(RECORD ~USER)

72. Gary Hart ~' 't know. . . . . . . 98
Refused/NA. . . . . . . 99

(RECORD ~J~9ER)

4*

~~Pr

Q69

Q70

071

Q7Z
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73. In the presidential primary elections in - Republican.
1988 to select eCh party's candidate I ~ratic.
for Preside*, Usuming yQar state hint I Neither one
ora, ~ald y~a be esre likely to ~te in J rx~n't ~.the (W~T3s -Republican or ~crat Ic) I Ref used/NA.
primary or neither one?

* . 0 ~ ~ . . . . 0 0

(GO 10 Q.77). . . .

(00 10 Q.78). . . *

(GO 10 0.78). . . .

(00 10 0.78). . . .

74. If the primary election to select the a. George kwh . . . . (00 10 0.75). *
!~~whdidateCorPr.sidsnt b. Bob t~1@. . . . . . (00 10 0.75). * 2C.H~rGB&er....(QO100.75). .3dat~ge (MtC~NZZgNANm), 'oald d. JwkICe~* *... (00100.75). .4be ~ting for (MP~A? [MT tWt~ e. Jeans Kirkpatrick . (00 10 0.75). * 5IN ~Z ~ ~ know. . . . . . . * * . . . . N

I- Refused/ta. . . . . * * * * * . . . N
V

I a. ~ ~day- -a. G.orgekwh. *.*...... .. I.I toward (MPIATPULLt~I~IN~JIZ I-b. Dob~le. . . . . . . . . . . . . .2~fl~)? 
- C. H~rd B~er. *..*.... 00941I 
- e. Jeans Kirkpatrick.. *......

*o ~uld be yo~r second d~ice? ~ri'tknow. .... (00100.78). .8I Refused/NA..... (00100.78). .9

(I~PfAT 1W4E~ IF NC~SARY)

(Go TO Q.78)

George kash . .

Bob ~le. . .

Howard B&er. .

J~k Kemp . . .

Jeans Kirkpatrick
~ 't know. . .

Refused/NA. . .

O ~ 0 ~ g . ~ . .

2
. . . . . . . . . 3
O ~ ~ . * ~ ~ . .4
O 0 0 ~ o o ~ ~ 5 j
* . . . . . . . . ~

O ~ * . * . . . .9

(Q.76 ~'bt Mked)

.2

.3
.8
.9

(P

Q 73

Q74

. 75.
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77. If the primary election to select the
I~cratic ow~idste for President~E~5~j iwiA today aid the wuli-
datee ware (RANVONIZE ~W4ES), ~aald
y~a be voti~ for (MPFAT LAST NAM
IN SAME (PrER)?

a. ~ Kennedy
b. Gary Hart
C. Mario Qniw~
d. Iae lacocca

- I~n't know.
I- Refused/NA.
V

a. tichway~culeanin~todaym a.~dIC.nrmdy............j
toward (REPEAT FULL Z~ES IN SMIE b. *..... .0.21

C: ~ : : :00....... 3J
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 *. 0 0 04

Refused/NA. . . . . . . . *.. . .9

Here are maus general election races for President that o~uld be on the
ballot in 1968. For each cm, p1cm. tell urn ~*~o ~ ~ald ~te for ifthe election ware being held today a~2 the people I £w~thon ware the
candidates.
a. ~ich way b y~.a lean c~ today - toward (REPEAT FULL ~ES IN

bAME C~~ER)?

(RANJ~4IZE PAC~Es/RyrA1E lW4ES)

78. George Bush, Thd Kennedy, I~n't know. . . . . . . . . . . . . 8
Republican ~ir~crat Refused/NA. ............9

2 1

79. George Bush, Gary Hart, ~n't know. . . * * . * . * 8
Republican ~uv~crat Refused/NA. . . . . . . . . . . . . 9

2 1

80. George Bush, Lee lacocca, ~n't know. * *...............................8

Republican I:~rK~crat Refused/NA. 0000 000.00.09

2 1

rjfk
Q77

078

Q79

Q80
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Thinking out George ~Sh ~r a nt. .

ASL. fr~ all that you have tward, read a~ know about him, 'Ast are earns of the
things you ~ about George Sish? (1~SI ~R AT LEAST 110 R~RHSES)

AQB~ ~Ml
ftQSl ?t2
AQ8l )13
AQSl ?f4
ftQ8l AS

- A62. Again, fru all that you have heard, read ail know about him, *iat re ~u of
the things you d~i t like about George ~mh? (~SE ~R AT LEAST 110 R~R~ISES)

ft~e2 Mi
AQ82LM2

~ ftQ82 .M3
AQ82 44

.- ~ AQ82M5

a. (IF 'T KNC~V (R ~flhING, ASK:) Is there anythir~ at all about George &zsh
that ~noerris ~ bothers ~vu? (What?)



us 181 -

-j

W O~Bi . U Gsocg. DiSh lwcainm Pmidmt
~i1d w~1* particularly wil?

*Q8ibtiI QS1bN2
Q8IbN3
Q8lbN4
QSLbKS

In 19B6~ ~*~at w tkwU~.1z~~ you think lu
(g ~R SMCIEIC M5W~iNSIM)

82 3tat arin tlu things y~i think tw might hardle ~cly?
KSR~6)

~Q82 Ni
1Q82 M2
*Q82 N3
*Q82 N4
*Q82 M5

(~SE ~JR SPECIFIC

0
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I'm going to iaG a 3.1st ct ius~s to ~vu a~, ~or each cm, plain tell pg
it ~j think Gsa~ge ~aIa ~c.ald hgidle that ~NU. pretty m~h - ~nald Reagan
has, ~a1d kw~1* it utter, ~' ~*14 r~t I~dI* it ~.ll.

Wc~alG Wcaild
NwS3.e Hw~le Ct As Not Ka~dle O~nt Ref./

(RW~4XZE) It btt5~ It As 1*13. ~... NA

83. Oar zelations with tiw Soviet 3 2 1 8 9
Union

11w t.d.ral badget ~f joLt

mm

A~rtion

iblic1ss waosrning mInorities

1*zmsn's rights

National eoon~ic policy

Q8 3

Q84

Q85

Q86

Q8 7

Q88

Q89

84.

85.

86.

87.

88.

89.

4,

0

i



0
- 20

hera we character traits id I'm going to eak you t~ nujch thros ~1l-
knovn pscpla ~35IUS ct~ aw. ~ will use a zero to ten scale where
ten tins ~Iw p51300 poesesses th. trelt - much - ~ pereon ~ssibly can,
end zero ins tis parsen ~esn't posSess it at all.
[at's start with (WAIT). hI~ ~ald you rate (NNIE) a' this trait?

(FVR I3IYI~,S UK)

1 2' 3/ 4 15! 6 7 8 10

7
V Aaiv ~rscnAll Mi~oint I~ssiblv Can

(RMIDCNIZE 'WAIWK)Th~E ~ (~SI'2 IN tum~a C~ CRCLE 98 A 99:
~ N~? LIE W~~ICNS)

~IRtmw4rfIgxN

90. ~nald Reagan

91. George Bush

92. Thd Kennedy

C~NCERN

930 Ronald Reagan

94. George Bush

(RECORD )

(RECORD ~USER)

(RECORD ~ER)

(RECORD 1~KJf~SER)

(RECORD ~IJ~SER)

95. Ted Kennedy ________________

(RECORD ~USER)

LZXu't know.
Refused/NA..

I~nt know.
Refused/NA.

D~nt know.
Refused/NA.

L~n't know.
Refused/NA.

E~r~'t know.
Refused/NA.

Dx~'t know.
Refused/NA.

98
0 99

Q90

Q91.

Q92

Q93

Q94

98
99 Q95

(cCm~NUED 01 ~T ~)

F~F
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~X~N2!NUED)

(FOR IW1inflin'R rmui

-I / 17m1
J

3

V
Mldooint

6 7 8 9 10

I
MJd~R:ess4s As

@1 ~
01

V

II'OSSSSS It At All

(RMIIXmIZE 'mAI1S/~rATE IWIES
WIDIIN D04 ThAIT) (II~ IN tUSW ~R ~RCLE 98 OR 99:

ID i~r LUE FRACTIONS)
LEADENSIIP

96. Ronald Reagan

97. George Bush

98. Thd Kennedy

CONPE~CE

99. Ronald Reagan

100. George Bush

101. Ted Kennedy

~7

(RECORD MJ~ER)

(RECORD M.ThDER)

(RECORD NUtER)

(RECORD ~I*SER)

(RECORD ~SER)

~I*t know. . 98
Refused/NA. . 99

1~r~t know. . 98
Refused/NA. . 99

D~n't know. 98
Refused/NA. .

~'t know. * 98
Refused/NA. . 99

I~n't know. 98
Refused/NA. * 99

[bn't know. . 98

Refused/NA. . 99

C,
~9AJe~

'~7m

Q96

Q9 7

Q98

Q99

QICO

QiOI.
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102. ~ rmt political issues, ~uld you
descrjbe yourself a liberal, a
conservative, or a uodsrate? (SIT ~)R
RESKMSE ~ID MIC:) i~ ~ua tend ~ be~)C, extreuwly (U.bsral/cons.rvativ.), fairly
(liberal/conservative), or just slightly
(liberal/conservatjv.)?

Extreuusly liberal . .
Fairly liberal. .
Slightly liberal. . .
Moderate. . . . . . .
Slightly conservative
Fairly couwervative .
£xtrenwly conservative.

Refused/ta. . . . .

9* 0 0

(~TE 0.103 MID 0.104)

103. How 'culd you describe Ronald Reagan -

a liberal, .a conservative or a
n~derate? (ASK:) Would you.a say tss
extreiruly C liberal/conservative),

y (liberal/conservative) or justfairllightly (liberal/conservative)?

~ctresruly liberal . .
Fairly liberal. . . .
Slightly liberal. . .
Moderate. * . . * .* .
Slightly conservative
Fairly conservatIve .

Extressly conservative.
t know. . . . * .

Refused/NA. . . . . .

104. How 'culd you describe ~ -

as a liberal, a conservati~ij
rr~derate? Would you say lms
extrenely (liberal/conservative),
fairly (liberal/conservative) or just
slightly (liberal/conservative)?
(1 ibera 1/conservative)?

E~ctrenwly liberal . .
Fairly liberal. .
Slightly liberal.
Moderate. . . . .
Slightly conservative
Fairly conservative
£xtre~ely conservative.

Refused/NA. . . . . .

Q104

. . . . * .8

. 0 ~ 0 6 09

1
* 0 0

* . . 2
* 0 0 3

4
* 0 0
* 6 0

* . . 6

* 0 7
* . * 8

Q1OZ

'--V

fh

Q103

0



Now, a few questions foc statistical parpos.s. .

Di. G.iwrally q~eaking, ~ you think Ropublican. .
of yourself ~ ~ a [-in'---- ~crat. . .

~iocrat, m iD~~7~ what? j Independent

4~
kri~.

vv

* 0 0 6 * 0 0 0 0 0 1.
* 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 S 0 2 ~'r~r~
* 0 * 0 0 0 * * * .3 51
* 0 0 0 0 * 0 0 0 @ 4
* 0 0 0 0 0 0 * * 05

* 6 6 0 0 0 0 0 * .8
* . 0 0 0 0 0 6 0 .9

a. ~ald yua osIl yourself a
or a

~~Mma~m1b

Z~t ~y strong . . . . . . . .2
~i St ~. . . ~ * ~ * ~ * . .8
Rofused . . . . . . . * . . . .9

CloSer ~ tRw 3~ubltcan or
tRw ~orat1o ~ty?

Neitlur * . . . . . * . . .
~n 't iu~. . * . . 0 0

R~uggi

~I.
.0.1

so . 2
* 0 * 3
. 6 6 8
0 ~ * 9

SP9CIAL VARIABLE: sPeCIAL r81cc;MJ;~c (VS) BWW ~ JC/~caw. 'ei:

0

N



~. tn ~ Iat ganural election in t*dch
you ~ej, Idlicta aw~r ~et ~cribee
I~v ~sa i.*~ Ear ~.a a~ local ci-CV6) floss wok - y~Ivwum~r ai~ eu~tor?
(~D 0101
me ~ Wrw~4OTI~N ID IDW)

Straight I~svacratic . . .

A few var, ~crats than
Reublicarw . . . . . .

A~zt qually for ~th
part iss * * * * * 0 * *

A few avare R~jbUcauu
than ~rats. . . . .

* . . .01
* 0 0 .02

vo'trtyp~
* 0 0 .03 57-58

0 0 0 .04

.05

.06

.07
Otkwr

t~ ~te4 0 0 0 0 0

RhI'in4f3~. 00000 .99
E~o We A~ you wmptly mglStAreIS ~ jot.

~ yaw ~mset ~eee? * *
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

~gister.~ lsewture.
~ t Iu'i~. 0 0 0 0 0

R.f'm.d/,a. 0 0 0 0 0

.2 RK;Is'r~
.l 59
.3
.8
09

SPUCIAL VARIABLE IUftIOUT ~IGWIS 65-68
(V7)

SPECIAL VMIMLI (X2CLAPSED 'DJRk2n 69-72
(V8)

77-Joi~ [D
78-du JUB ~

.09
.98



'ES. *iat Is yaw qpraut. age?

(~~10)
18-24 years
25-29 yeats
30-34 y.azu
35-39 years
40-44 years
45-49 yea'.
50-54 yeags
55-59 years
60-64 ~=
65-74 yeags
75 ad mr
~uusd.. * 0 *000.... .99

* 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 .15
* 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 * .20
* 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 * .25 ,~

* 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 .30 85-86
* 6 * 0 0 0 0 * 0 0 .35
* 0 0 0 0 * 0 0 0 0 .40
* 0 0 0 0 0 0 00 0 045

* 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 .50
* S 00og.*** .55
* **0*..... .60
* 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 * .65

-. ~ Is Urn lt ~ed ~ ~u1 yas-o

D1O. A'. yaa owrently. . . .(~AD i-Si 03
MUm OCX)

~Ub edwol ~ lam (~ 1-6).

S~ ~1ls,. - 2 yemu ~ line...S~ ~1lagS - m thai 2 years.
Greduated ~11.gs * * *
~tgreduat. ~Ek. * * . . . .Rsfussd * . * * 00. 0 00 0 0

bplci,.d aid ~~kLn full-tin..
~1oyd aid working gart-tizw.

Retired 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

i~~ugwif* * * * 0 * * * *

* .L

0.2

003

004

0.5Tai~orari1y laid off (LVUM1~z~. 6

Other ________________________ 7
(SPECIFY)

Refused/NA.. . . . . . . . * * * * * 9

N

0

87

~CRKIW
89



DII. fmt is y~ir gceeent marital status?

~1
DUadZV SMIW) Zs yuw ~ue wmntly

so .(MAD l~53 05 NW 01.?)

Sit~1e. . 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 6 6 6 0 1.
-~-Married 000 00000 *eeee.2

D±~rCSd. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3
Separated 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4
Wi~v/Wido~sr * * * * * * * 0 * * * 5
~fl 't k~. * 0 0 0 0 * * 0 * 0 * .
Refuined/IS. . ****oo..

3e~ ad ~mkiq fuLltlu.. .
~is~ei ad ~king part-tima. * * 2
LUuepJA~ed. . 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3
Retired . . . 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 * * 4
~.useife @000000000e..5

'I~wily laid ~f ('wa!1). 6

O~ur7

~n't ~. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 8
Refused/3m. 00000000000.9

D13 * ft~ tarn miiowi~ list. 'Ast "aald ~i
say is Urn ~~~stia~ ~ Urn ~r1inzy
~s earner lii y~r Emily?

(V13~

DIS. i~ms a~~m in y~ir t~ueivld cb aiy
tw'4 ng?

Salaried ~lqes (umugur, salesi,
aowlntant) 0 * * * * * * * 0 0 .01

Self-~ioyed 0 * 0 * 0 * * * * * .02
we .03

CM).04
Tredgem. (carpenter, ftr~,

z~hinist). 0 * 0 * * * * * * * .05
~anaztiw (~r'porate ~ficar) * . .06
H~cer * * * 0 0 0 * * * 0 0 * .07
Services critrue, police, military) .08
Hc~trly ~cker (la~rer, typist) . .09
Studsrat 0 * 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 010
E4~ation (t~trnr, ~mns.lor). . .11.
Ottr 0 * 0 * 6 0 0 * 0 0 0 * 0 * .12
~n't kn~. 0 0 0 * 0 * 0 * * * * .98
Refused/ta. * * * 6 0 0 0 0 * * .99

Respondent. 0 * 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1.
Otkrnr n~er ~ tcuseI~ld . . . . . 2
Both. * * * * * * 0 0 0 * * 3

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4
~'i't iuiw. 0 **0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 .8

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 09

VABX'rA~

92

93

-I

N ~.cu94

FAR4
100



DISC Is yaw ~k or Uiyoinw Ira yoir b~U5hOld
in tJ LiOli d boeltib, ducation, or
social ~lf. Weviom?

Respondent. .

Othr nur ce
9~.h. . . . . S

t~w. . . . . 0

~a't Iu~v. *

Refused.. . 0

* 0 5 0 S 0 * 5 *

?~useI'~Id * . . . . 2 HEW
* . . . * * . . . .3 103
000 ***

000 See *.e* 8
ego

D19. ~ee myam In yaw I~usIml4 bic,~ ~o labor wdon or tsohscs' sociation?(~KZa A ~C O~m WE ~~init flU 03W ~SUU) ~fI 106
RU 104 OtZ~

L~r i.uiimi.. *@e.e.ee *ooe.e.. e.g 1 1~~rsinsootatia,. S.. *****. 2 2

. S *oe**.e ****.*.*. 3 331U4/SIEl r IDmiDid. . . . . . . . . . . 9 9



D21. IS ~ar ~e1igious tackgrow~ Protes- Protestant (e.g, Baptist,
~ui CBtI~io1ic, Jewish ~' Methodist, etc.). * * * * * * . . ISCUtUthi~J.8?(W8~S~UIflIQ ELSE ~inCatk~1ic. so. *.e.o .

Is Jewish...........****3  110that a Qar±stim dutch? I-rn- Other Ctristian . . . . . . . . . * 4
Other Ncn-Ckvistiwi/

Liupecified .... 6,0.0 0.5

~ ***.**** .0.....?
~ngt ~* * 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 8I Mfimd. * see...... .0.9

V
~lX. ~a14 ~a eq that ~a ~ ~ cb.uz~h . . . Every ~k. . . . . . . . . . . . . 5(~D CC). Ai~st ry liIi 0000o*g e o 4

or wies amnth . . . . . . . 3A~mt1inayur. 00** 00 0 .2
*0000000000 *ooo

~i't ~. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 8
~uued 000000000.....9

~5. h4~Sch ~ tim frAJoueing iu~s ~~ups Under $10,000 . . . . * . . . . . .0 tw~gnginclu~s y~w 'V~L N~MuUID DI~ $IO,000-$15,000 (14,999). . . . . .1 119in 1964 imtom turns? (Jist stcp 1w $15,000-$20,000 (19.999)..... .2when I raed ttm ~rrect category) $20,000-$25,000 (2999)~ * * . . .3
$25,000-$30,000 ~ * .4
$30,000-'$40,000 (~~999)~ * * . .5
$40,000-$50,O00 (49~999)~ * . . . .6
$50,000 and ~ * * * . . . . . .7

~fusd . * * 0 * * * * .9

D26. (IPMVU E~M ~WrIC*4ALIIY ~ ASK:) Is White * * . . . . . . . * * * * . .1your racial or ethnic heritage whit., Black * * * * * * * * . . . . . . .2 RACIblack, hispanic or what? Hispanic/Spanish Azerican/ 12U
Oiicano . . * . * * * * * * . .3

~ieritaJ.. * * * * * * . . . .4
Aisrican Indian . * * * * . . . . .5
Oti~r 0 5 0 0 0 * * . . . .6Not incartairwl 0 0 0 * * * * * * .9



4'

O~7. KastJ~, tiiat Is ~aar zip ood pl.a.? ____

C,

D26. bit (SI ~)

0

0

SPEZAL VMIADLZ, S~A1~3 ~AflmIcAL Th~R ~UPS
127 / 128

SPEZAL VARZAIL3: PAMYD~N0~ DC~ ~
(V17) 129-130 /(V1S) 131-132/ 133

SPU~IAL VARIABLE: INTUIT - 134

U

SP~IAL VARIAKZ: I~f1~Y * 135

ZIP
121-

. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 S 0 S 0 0 .1 s~
0 0 0 0 * 0 * * * * * . . . .2 126



e
h

4? PROCEDURE *R COST BREAKDOWN AMONG MULTIPLE VENTS

1. A total cost estimate will be made of the entire study according to ourstandard work code. and departuene: functions.

The latest billable rates will be used (Updates are made periodically toreflect changes in pay rates etc.)

cost estimate will be divided into FOUR major groups as follows

1. Polling-survey .. Includes all standard costs needed to
perform basic study

2. Coding

3. Analysis and
Delivery.. 'gee..

4. Data Processing
Computer0 ...... 0

Applies only when open ended questions
are used

Costs are in direct relation to size of
analysis to be witten. Delivery is a
client/NOR decision factor

Costs are in direct relation to number of
I'couputer"tables to be developed for client's
question responses

Should only a "flash/marginal" of data be
desired no charge will, be made to client

3. Within each of the four major group costs THE CLIENT COSTS was distributed
by

I. Polling-survey .. By number of responses EACH CLIENT is asking
on questionnaire and will receive data or flash
for such responses

If multiple distribution on response percentage
breakdown is on total responses being
distributed

2. Coding.......

3. Analysis and
Delivery.......

4. Data Processing..

Allocated by the number of open ended questions
or responses each client will need coded or verbatirns
taken

Based on size of analysis written for each client
and delivery

Allocated by number of responses (Assumes eachclient will receive same number of passes or
data breaks)

4 The final percentages for each client derived from total costs per client againstthe total estimate should be used in dividing the Selling Price should it differfrom the estimate figure.

F ~ic two.

2. The total



RULES

1. Record each and every response

~-> 2. Ballots - Count each race as a response

3. Self administered scales ... Count each item as a response including
the test scale

4. Respondent selection

Count each response
Distri~te to all clients UNLESS vs have miltiple

clients desiring different respondent selections

5. Demographics

WILL NOT BE included in response totals
only special demographics asked by certain
clients will be treated as responses

o demographics are necessary to study to check

6. Pre coded open ends

will be treated as closed ended questions/requireno coding

7. Half Samples

C
We will list each response from all 1/2 s~pled pages
and count in total

Assumes each response whether on half of the interviews
or net will be tabulated and results supplied

8. Approval open end probe *.. Counted as one open end

9. First thing open end and good/bad closed ... Count as one open and one closed
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MARKET OPINION RESEARCH

Cost Allocation
U.S. National ~nn1bus #2
Job no. P85040
September, 1986

Total Project
Cost
Percentage

Pi~iIi1nW

Cost
Percentage
Variables*

Coding
Cost
Percentage
Number

Analysis

Cost
Percentage

Total

$70,000
100%

$48,088
100%
108

$ 2,591
100%
5

$19,321
100%

RNC

52,3go
74.8

33,839
70.370
76

518
20. 000

1

18,033**
93. 333

FFAF

4,996
7.1

2,672
5.556

6

1,036
40.000

2

NA

12,614
18.0

11,577
24.074
26

1,036
40.000

2

1,288
6.667

*There are more variables than question numbers due to filtered questions which
are given a question number but are not asked of all respondents.

**Includes the cost of producing and analyzing the perceptual maps.
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Republican
Nafion~
Committee
William L Gmwmr, III
Deputy Chief of Staff
for Political OperatIons January 9, 1966

Mr. Robert Teeter
Market Opinion Research
550 Washington Blvd.
10th Floor
Detroit, MI 48226

Dear Bob:

I am in receipt of a bill from Market Opinion Research for
$70,000 f or the recent national survey of voter attitudes

O conducted for the RUC by MOR.

As you know, there has been some past confusion surrounding
this poll and the questions within it. Further, both of us
agree that the RNC in no instance authorized questions

o pertaining to the 1988 presidential contest and we do not
intend to pay for those questions.

Will you please advise me as to what the cost of the poll
is for those questions on voter attitudes toward the parties
and issue and major political figures is, excluding the 1988
questions, and we will pay you accordingly.

Thanks for the extensive briefing. You can believe it will
be a useful part of our Achievement '86 planning.

I look forward to seeing you next time you're in town.

Very truly yours,

William I. Greener, III

CC: Robin H. Cane
E. Mark Braden
Jay Banning WA~"' 45.~9a__ (74fl~)
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* DRAFT: GREENER, III~7F LETTER TO POTENTIAL PRES~ANDIDATES (12-4-85)

Dear ___________________

As you know, there has been a great deal of discussion as to the

~ proper role of the Republican National Committee (Rk4C) With potential

V -~

candidates for the GOP nominatioz~ in 1988. In fact, I have discussed

this subject wit~ you that we might take the first steps

towards insuring both the ItNC$b aetral~Iyand at the same time pro-

viding our Party leaders with appropriate information and resources

available from the COmmittee.

You and I agree our focus during the next year ought not to be

0 1988, but rather the important elections of 1986. The stakes have

0~

never been higher. It is absolutely essential that we retain control

of the U.S. Senate and achieve all other levels.
4~'4 iAqI4E~Afm~A 2~ *M* AA~MAthW7

~ "'~k :n L~jji~.unpr.e 5it~uaUuai Las c~ria~..n~MAimistaken im-i ~ £ ~* ib~
p ression liaca bz.zr. ~rat~ that the RNC ~d a poll exclusively for

q~ys~) *~ '~y~ ~ w~e4tS ~m@~I5~ ~ fiw3~ SI A~~S~S&Ob

C) one presidential candidate. Simpl~ .Lmt.w~3, Zhis i~ not the ~va.

The fact is that we conducte one of our ordinary natiO 1 voter
QW@hIIO')

surveys and allowed the Vice Pr ide t's people to "piggy-b ck" some

questions of interest to t1~%n. We ave seen neither t~,/'questiOn5 or
/ /

the results on the pigg ~back" ques ions. We have never been asked to/
pay for these questi ns. In fact1/as of this dat~4', we have not seen

the results on t questions paid to ~ve asked.

The na ure of the problem s a simple clerical error. When the
/

~ pollster epared the books cont ining the questions of particular and

V ('V~)
politi al interest to those wor in~A~ith the Vice President, a sentence

/
md cating the study had been d e for the RNC was contained. As noted

earlier, this just is not the truth.

O;3~
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DRAFT: GREENER, XXI, F? LETTER, (12-4-85). PAGE 2

~1 our paa± ~r;~s.Li~,iiw, w~ "'~v* A1~pupp~ you designat~
iad*~te~m'l who ~buld mi~~I i2 ~I~%:r. sb tL. RNC. You indicated ~

that _________________ was who you would prefer be included. ~UILA.
., I~v

Obviously, it is time for first m.eting. We must make sue
certain all a the energies the RNC are aims t the 1986 election.
At the same tim you serve to be conf e that the RNC is being
strictly nuetral matters pertaining t e 88 nomination.

If you want to con ct someon other than ______________________

~, please me know at your ea iest convenience.

All of us at the RNC look forward to working with you in the
upcoming months. Together we can assure the goals we share for the

1986 election are reached.

A44sA~ 11&4.4,sIU 4~~aU)AL Sincerely,

0 FF

I
a: '~ ~ c~Me~i~ ,~

0

I

~i
~
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flDZ3AI. ELICT1OUS CONI4ZSS 1031
MUR 21))

AFFIDAVI! 0? ROIIRI 11. ThUR

STATE OF MICRIGAS 3
) SS.

COUVTY OF WAYNE

~, Robert K. reeter~ being first duly sworn, state:

Ok
1. I am the President of Market Opinion Research, Inc.

0 (£401).

2. I have been an Officer of MOR since 1968.

3. ?401, a company with its principal offices in Detroit,

O Michigan, is in the business of conducting political aziUcommercial

public opinion polls.

4. Early in 1985, I was contacted in my capacity as the
cr

President of 1401 by Frank Fahrenkopf, Jr., the Chairman of the

Republican National Committee (RNC), a long-standing client of 140R,

and asked to conduct a poll for the ~NC. I was told by Fahrenkopf
TALL.

to follow up on the details of the poll with W -3+sii~ Phillips,

Fahrenkopf's Chief of Staff at the P&JC. I was also told by

* Fahronkopf that the po11 should include issues of interest to Vice

President Bush, and that I should talk to the Vice President's

staff for input for the poll. The design of the questionnaire and

the specific question. to be used to cover tt~e subjects were left

to the eKpertise and judgment of 1401. IQ
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5. Zn s~sbs.qtaent discussions with Phillips, it was ag~O*~
that the poll in general was to identify and define the lepublican
and Democratic coalitions approximately one year after the electi~
and measure voter attitudes on national issues and major political

figures.
6. A couple of veeks or so after my mentioned conversations

with Fahrenkopf and Phillips, Lee Atvater (then a Volunteer advisor
to the Vice President), Phillips and I met to discuss a variety ofOk
item., including the poll. Phillips agreed with my suggestion that

o we delay doing the poll until the fall so that any lingering et-
fects from the 1934 campaign or election would be gone.

N 7. 11CR had no further discussions about the pol~ until the

late summer when I called William Greener, the RNC's Deputy Chief
V

of Staff for Political Operations, to advise the ~ZIC that I thought
it was time to go ahead and do the poll. Greener agreed.

8. At about this time, I called Craig Fuller, the Vice
President's Chief of Staff, to ask him what issues the Vice Presi-
dent might like to include in the poll. Fuller replied that the
Vice President would like the poll to cover the issues of trade and

terrorism. No other questions were requested by Fuller or the Vice
President's staff. The Vice President himself did not request any

questions.

9. Also about this tune I had a conversation with Atwater,
who had by then become associated with the Fund for America's
Future (FFAF), in which he asked that the poll include the per-
ception of the Vice President.
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10. it was at about thiS point, WhiCh V55 in *arly September

1985. that I *s~*d the NOR staff to start drSftiT~9 the questionu'.

naire for the poll, with the fol1.oVifl9 objectives. tO

(a) Measure the PepubliCVh and DeflbocatiC coalitiOns one year

after the campaign.

(b) Measure the general attitudes toward and perception of

the Republiosfi Party i.nclU44IIW 
the dev.l0p3Bi~t of perceptual maps.

Cc) Measure the national issue agenda includifli the specific

issues of trade and terrorism.

(8) Determine awareness, approval and perception of major

political figures.

Ce) Determine the approval. perception 
and political support

of Vice president lush.

11. During this questionnaire duigfl stage. I had a meeting

with Fuller in WashingtOfl. 
At this meeting, among other 

nonrelated

znatters, we disc~55*8 the specific 
draft questions on the trade 

and

terrorism isSilOS, which the NOR staff had prepared 
and which I had

brought with me to show Fuller. Fuller called me a day or two

later and said he had thought about 
the questiOfls I had shown 

him

and had some suggestiOnS. which 
NOR adopted.

12. MOR completed drafting of the questionnaire and deter~

mined the cost for the poll 
using NOR's usual and normal rates. i

called Greener and told him 
that the cost for the entire poll would

be $70,000. Greener agreed.

13. Except for the diSCU55iOfl5 ~oncerfling the trade and

terrorism questions at no time did the IWC, the FF1?, the Vici

President or, in tact, anyone outside NOR, review the question

naire, approve it or. ask for any specific questions. 
the question

and questionnaire having been 
left to NOR'S expertise.
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14. The areas in the poll relating to the 1988 election, Sn
'lb

cluding the head on head' questions, were included by NOR because,

based on my experience and judgment and that of the NOR staff, xoa
believed that the questions end approach used were within the broad

authority granted to NOR to conduct the poll, although aduitedly

neither the RUC nor the TWA? had specifically requested questions

relating to the 1988 electi@n.

15 * The interviews for the poll were conducted by NOR from

September 17, 1985 through September 25, 1965. When the poll vas

completed NOR staff wrote separate analyses of the poll, one for

the FFAF (the FFAF Analysis) and one for the RNC (the RUC

Analysis). The FYAF Analysis, the Foreword to which erroneously

stated that it was for the RUC, emphasized the public's percept4-np

of the Vice President, the 1988 election and the national issues of

trade and terrorism. The RUC Analysis emphasized the public's at-

titude on, national issues, the Republican and Democratic Parties,

and major political figures and it included perceptual maps re-

lating to those issues.

16. Copies of the FFAF Analysis were delivered to. Atwater,

for the FYAF, Fuller and the Vice President. Several copies of the

MC Analysis were, some time later, delivered to Greener for the

MC.

17. NOR was subsequently advised by the MC that it would pay

only for those portion. of the poll on voter attitudes towards the

issues, parties and major political figure. and that the MC would

not pay for that portion of the poll relating to the 1988 election,

since the MC had not authorized those questions. NOR also was
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advised by the rF~F at about this time 
that the hAT would pay for

those portions of the poll. on the perception of the Vice ?resident

but that it would not pay for those 
portiOnS of the poll relating

to the 1968 election since the IFAF had not authOriZed those 
quesw

tions. ~t this same time, DOOR was asked by the FYAF to rewrite 
the

analysis with tne purposS of showing 
how the Vice President might

best help iepubhican candidates aM the RepubliCan party in the

1986 election campaign.

16. It was evident that there was a serious but good faith

O diaagt@Cment between i4OR and the ~Z4C 
and the FFAT as to what was or

was not to be covered in the poll. 
This kind of aisundestafldiflg

occasiotiallY occurs in our business. Factors which contributed to

0
the u~isunderstafldifl9 in this situation were that the~specifiC areas

to be covered in the poll were determined through discussions

rather than in writing, and the poll came about over a relatively

long period of time with input from 
several sources.

19. FolloWing its customary practices to reSOlVe business

disputeS with it clients by direct negotiations. 140R had several.

negotiating sessions with each client. 
MOR propOSe& to settle

the bill of $70,000 for the poll by agreeing with the 
R~4C for it to

pay $52,390, (a 74.8% portion of the poll), covering only those

queutiofls that the I.NC agreed it had asked t40R to poll and by

agreeing with the FF~F for it to pay $4996, (a 7.1% portion of the

poll) covering only those questioflS which FFA? agreed it had.

authorized MOR to poll. The balance of the $70,000 bill, $12,614

(an 18.1% portion of the poll) will have to be absorbed by 140K.

MOR used its normal and custolsary method of ~lloCatiflg costs in
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unilti-client polls in making these allocationS and this settlement

of NOR. bill is consistent vith NOR's normal business ptactice in

resolving disputed work or charges with its clients, both political.

nd coercial.

20. I have attached to this Affidavit a copY of the questio~-

naire noting on the questionnaire which questions were allocated to

the RUC. which questions were allocated to the PTA?, and which were

not allocated to either client.

Subscribed and sworn to before
me this day of March 1986.

* Notary Pu~1ic
~~OUfltYu Michigan

My cozr~mission expires:
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AFFIDAVIT OF ROBERT N. TEETER

STATE OF MICHIGAN )
)SS.

COUNTY OF WAYNE )

I Robert N. Teeter, being first duly sworn, depose and say:

1. I am tie President of Market Opinion Research, Inc.

(NOR).

o 2. I have been an Officer of NOR since 1968.

3. NOR, a corporation with its principal offices in Detroit,

0 Michigan, is in the business of conducting political and commercial

j public opinion polls.

4. Early in 1985, I was contacted in my capacity as the

president of NOR by Frank Fahrenkopf (the Chairman of the

Republican National Committee (RNC))and asked to conduct a poll for

the RNC. The RNC is a long-standing client of NOR. I was told by

a:
FahrenkOpf to follow up on the issues and details of the poll with

Bill Phillips, FahrenkopVs Chief ot Staff at the RNC. 
I was also

told by..FahrenkOpf that the poll should include issues of interest

to the Vice president, and that I should talk to the Vice

President's staff for input for the poll.

5. Several days earlier, in a conversation I was having with

Vice President George Bush, he made a brief comment that I should

expect such a call from Fahrenkopf, who was going to 
commission MOR

to do a poll which would include questions of interest to the Vice

President. The Vice President did not say anything that indicated

F~C~- H



F

0 0

La any vay that he, himselt, was commissioning the pa11 or that it

had been commissioned at his request.

6. In subsequent discussions with Phillips, it was agreed

that the poll should identify and define the Republican and

Democratic coalitions approximately one year after the election,

measure voter attitudes on national issues and measure the

awareness and perception of major political figures. The design of

the questionnaire and the questions to be used were left to the

expertise and judgment of NOR.
0

7. A couple of weeks or so after my mentioned discussions

o with Fahrenkopf and Phillips, I met with Lee Atwater (a volunteer

* adviser to the Vice President) and Phillips to discuss a variety of

items, including the poll. Phillips agreed with my suggestion that
0

we delay doing the poll until the Fall so that any lingering ef-
tects from the 1984 campaign or election would be gone.

8. NOR had no further discussions about the poll until the

late Summer when I called William Greener, the RNC's Deputy Chief

of Staff for Political Operations, to advise the RNC that I thought

it was time to go ahead and do the poll. Greener agreed.

9. At about this same time and pursuant to my mentioned dis-

cussion with Fahrenkopf, I called Craig Fuller, the Vice Presi-

* dent's Chief of Staff, and asked him what issues he wanted to

include in the poll. Fuller replied that the poll should cover the

issues of trade and terrorism.
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10. Also about this time I had a conversation 
with Atwater,

who had by then also become associated (as an unpaid political

consultant) with the Fund for America's Future (FYAF), in which he

asked that the poll include whatever questions I thought would 
be

appropriate to cover the perception of 
the Vice President.

11. It was at about this point, which vas in early September

19859 that I asked the 1103 staff to start drafting the question-

naire for the poll with the following issues:

0 (a) to measure the Republican and Democratic coalitions 
one

o year after the campaign.

(b) to measure the general attitudes toward 
and perception of

the Republican Party including the development 
of perceptual maps.

0
Cc) to measure the national issue agenda including the

specific issues of trade and terrorism.

(d) to determine awareness, approval and perception of major

o political figures.

Ce) to determine the approval, perception and political sup-

port of Vice President Bush.

12. During this questionnaire design stage, I gave a copy of

the draft questionnaire to Fuller, and he and I discussed the ques-

tionnaire with a focus on the trade and terrorism issues. A few

days later, Fuller suggested to 140R that it make three changes to

the questionnaire. These were a suggested change to a trade

questiOn. the addition of names to the list of names 
on a question

0 which assessed the public's attitude on 
various public figures, and

suggested changes to a question which measured 
the qualities sought

in the-next president. Some of these suggestions were accepted 
by

140R.
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13. NOR completed the drafting of the questionnaire, and I

S called Greener and told him that the poll would coat $70,000.

Greener approved this charge. The charge was determined by NOR in

its normal business manner using its customary rates.

14. Except for the discussions vith Fuller described in

paragraph 12, neither the RNC, the FFAF, the Vice President or, in

fact, anyone outside NOR, approved the questionnaire - the design

of the specific questionnaire having been left to NOR's expertise.

15. The questions in the poll relating to the 1988 election,

0 including the "head on head questions, were included by NOR be-

cause, based on my experience and judgment and that of the NOR

* staff, NOR believed them to be appropriate. NOR aLsQ believe*that

a13. of the questions NOR used including the 1988 election ques-

C tions were within tha authority granted to NOR to conduct the poll,

although admittedly neither the RIIC nor the FFAF had specifically

asked for questions,. rslM4uy,~temthe 1988 election.

16. The interviews for the pa11 were conducted by MOR from

September 17, 1985, through September 25, 1985.

17. On September 19, 1985, NOR invoiced the RNC $70,000, the

agreed on cost for the poll. Nothing has been paid by the RNC on

the invoice and reminder invoices for the $70,000 have been sent to

it. The stage of NOR's work on the poll at which the invoice was

sent to the ENC is in accordance with NOR's normal business prac-

tice.

18. When the poll was completed NOR staff wrote two separate

analyses of-the~ poIl~ The firs~an.ky.m~baia4~ the perception
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6?
of the..~.~Mce President, the 1988 election, the trade and terrorism

~g.

issue~aai~~,~iationaL issues. The second analysis emphasized

voter attitudes on national issues, the Republican and Democratic

Parties, and major political figures and it included perceptual

maps relating to those issues. It is not unusual for NOR to

prepare multiple analyses of polling data to cover the various

interests of parties involved in the poll.

19. The first analysis was presented by me at a meeting on

November 13, 1985, which was one of a number of meetings I was hay-
C

ing at this time with the Vice President, his Chief of Staff

O (Fuller) and Atwater, and copies of the analys.euwre qiveftL to-/

tUh~Copies of the second analysis were delivered to Greener on

December 19 1985.

20. In December, 1985, NOR was advised by the RNC that it

would pay only for those portions of the poll on voter attitudes

towards the issues, parties and major political figures and that

the RNC would not pay for that portion of the po11 relating to the

1988 election since the RNC had not authorized those questions.

21. MOR wa also advised by the FFAF at about this time that

th.~XyA~Wrp&yr for those portions of the poll on the perception

of th~Vi~,~resident but that it would. not pay for those portions

* of the poll relating to the 1988 election since the FFAF had not

authorized those questions. This was the first time NOR became

aware that the FFAF would be paying anything for the poll. At this

same time NOR was asked by the FFAF to prepare a revised analysis



to show how the Vice President might best help Republican

candidates and the Republican party in the 1986 election campaign.

22. It was evident to NOR that there was a serious disagree-

ment between NOR and the RNC as to what questions should or should

not have been included in the poll. This kind of misunderstanding

occasionally occurs in our business. Factors which contributed to

the misunderstanding in this particular situation were that the

issues to be covered in the poll were determined through discus-

sions rather than in writing, and the poll came about over a rela-
0

tively long period of time with input from several sources.

o 23. Following its customary practice to resolve business dia-

* putes with it clients by direct negotiations, NOR had negotiating

N sessions with both the RNC and the FFAF. As a result, NOR has pro-

0 posed to settle the bill of $70,000 for the poll by agreeing with

V
the RNC for it to pay $52,390, (a 74.8% portion of the poll),

C
covering only those questions which the RNC agreed it had autho-

rized MOR to p011, and by agreeing with the FFAF for it to pay

$4996, (a 7.1% portion of the poll), covering only those questions

concerning~ the perception of the Vice President. The balance of

the $70,000 bill, $12,614, (a 18.1% portion of the poll),

apparently will have to be absorbed by MOR. In making these

allocations, MOR used its normal and customary method of allocating

costs for multi-client polls. This settlement of MOR's bill is

consistent with NOR's normal and customary business practice in

resolving disputed work or charges with its clients, both political

and commercial. This poll was done by NOR in the regular course of



its business with the intent to be paid in full for its work. The

proposed settlement of the bill was for business reasons. xOa had

no intent that there be a contribution by it to anybody.

Subscribed and sworn to before
me this ~ day of March 1986.

TRACY PACIOR6K
Nisy Public. Mincsub County. Mlch~j 4 c~ j~~ii.Au)

~uug WI ~VJIW WFUU7
______________ ~~tary Public
______________ Michigan
My coission expires:__________
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DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA )

AFFIDAVIT OF LU ATWATER

Leo Atwater, being first duly sworn, deposes and says:
1. I am Lee Atwater, Chairman of The Fund for America's

Future ("The Fund").

2. The Fund is a multi-candidat, political action
__ cwuuittee founded by Vice President George Bush in May 1985 to

assist Republican candidates and the Republican Party during

the 1986 election cycle.

3. I have served in the position of Chairman since
* January 1, 1986. Prior to becoming Chairman of The Fund, I was

an unpaid political consultant to The Fund.
0

4. In late Swuuer 1985 in my capacity as unpaid

C-, political consultant to The Fund, I asked Mr. Robert Teeter,

0'~ President of Market Opinion Research, to include some questions

relating to public perceptions of the Vice President on a poll

commissioned by the Republican National Committee ("The RNC").

At this same time, I notified Mr. William Greener of The RNC of

this request. These public perceptions are useful to The Fund

in planning appearances by the Vice President on behalf of

Republican candidates and The Party during 1986. At no time

did I specify, request or authorize polling regarding the 1988

Presidential elections by Market Opinion Research. Rather, I

relied upon the expertise of Market Opinion Research to

formulate questions concerning the Vice President appropriate

to The Fund's activities. ~ I~2N



5. I was not furnished a copy of the poll questions nor

did I discuss the questions asked in the poll with Mr. Teeter

or anyone from Market Opinion Research prior to the taking of. the poll.

6. In November 1965, I received a copy of the poll

results from Mr. Teeter which on its cover specified that it

was conducted for The RNC. Mr. Teeter briefed me on the poll

results which included analysis relating to 1988 Presidential

election questions as well as questions requested by me for The

Fund concerning the public perception of the Vice President.

7. As a political consultant, I am often briefed by

pollsters on the results of polls commissioned by political
cv

groups which assesses the 1988 Presidential race. Because my
~ copy of the poll results stated it was conducted for The RNC, I

assumed that the questions concerning the 1988 Presidential

C' election had been commissioned by the The RNC. It was not

until December 1985 that I learned The RNC had not commissioned

these questions either.

8. At that time, I informed Mr. Teeter that The Fund

would not pay for questions which were unauthorized concerning

the 1988 Presidential elections and have requested that he

submit to The Fund a revised analysis and a bill only for those

questions authorized and relating to public perceptions of the

Vice President. As of this time, The Fund has not received a

O bill from Market Opinion Research or submitted payment for the

poll, but it has agreed to settle this dispute with MOR by

paying $4,996 which sum MOR has determined consitutes The

Fund's pro rata portion of the questionnaire.



CITY 01 WASHINGTON )
)

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA )

AFFIDAVIT OF LEE ATWATER

Lee Atwater, being first duly sworn, deposes and says:

1. I am Lee Atwater, Chairman of The Fund for America's

Future ("The Fund").

2. The Fund is a multi-candidate political action

committee founded by Vice President George Bush in May 1985 to

assist Republican candidates and the Republican Party during

the 1986 election cycle.

3. I have served in the position of Chairman since

January 1, 1986. Prior to becoming Chairman of The Fund, I was

* an unpaid political consultant to The Fund.

4. In late Summer 1985, in my capat~ity as a consultant

to Vice President Bush, I was informed that Mr. Robert Teeter,

President of Market Opinion Research ("MOR"), was preparing a

poll for the Republican National Committee ("RNC") at the

request of Mr. Frank Fahrenkopf, Chairman of the RNC, and that

Mr. Fahrenkopf was interested in including some questions

relating to public perceptions of the Vice President. These

public perceptions are useful to The Fund in planning appear-

ances by the Vice President on behalf of Republican candidates

' and The Party during 1986.

5. Mr. Teeter and I discussed the possibility of

inc1ud:r-~g ~uestioris concerni~ the p~biiC perception. of the

Vice President, but at no time did I specify, request or
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authorize polling regarding the 1988 Presidential elections by

* MOR. Rather, I relied upon the expertise of NOR to formulate

questions concerning the Vice President consistent with RNCs

purpose in commissioning the poll.

6. At this same time, I notified Mr. William Greener of

the RNC of these discussions. He indicated some concern that

the Vice President and his staff had been invited by Mr.

Fahrenkopf to add issues to an RNC poll, fearing that it might

later prove politically awkward for the RNC. I therefore

indicated to Mr. Greener that The Fund might be able to pay for
0 a portion of this RNC poll if the inclusion of questions of

I) interest to the Vice President turned out to create political

problems for the RNC. By this I meant questions concerning
0

terrorism and trade, and the public perception of leading

Republicans, including the Vice President. At no time did I

specify, request or authorize the RNC to undertake polling

regarding the 1988 presidential elections. It remained my

understanding following this conversation with Mr. Greener that

this was an RNC poll, that the RNC was planning to pay the full

cost, and that the RNC, for its own reasons, wanted to include

questions on issues of interest to the Vice President.

7. I was not furnished a copy of the poll questions, nor

did I discuss the questions asked in the poll with Mr. Teeter

or anyone from MOR prior to the taking of the poll.

8. In November 1985, I received a copy of the poll

results from Mr. Teeter which on its cove: specified that it
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was conducted for the RNC. Mr. Teeter briefed me on the poll

results, which included analysis relating to the 1988 Presiden-

tial election questions1 as well as questions concerning the

public perception of the Vice President and trade and terrorism

issues.

9. As a political consultant, I am often briefed by

pollsters on the results of polls commissioned by political

groups which assess the 1988 Presidential race. Because it was

an RNC poll, and because the questions concerning the 1988

Presidential election had never been discussed with me, I
0

assumed they had been commissioned by the RNC. It was not

~ until December 1985 that I learned that the RNC had not

o commissioned these questions.

10. Also in December, the RNC requested that the Fund pay

for those questions in the poll which had been developed by MOR

as a result of discussions between Fund officials and Mr.

Teeter, and which related to public perceptions of the Vice

President.

11. I informed Mr. Teeter that The Fund had agreed with

the RNC to pay him directly for certain of the qustions in the

poll, but that it would not pay for any questions concerning

the 1988 presidential elections because The Fund had neither

suggested, reviewed nor authorized such questions. I requested

that he submit to The Fund a b:11 on~v for those c~estions
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relating to public perceptions of the Vice President, for which

* The Fund had volunteered to pay as a favor to the RNC.

12. As of this time, The Fund has not received a bill

from MOR or submitted payment for the poll, but it has agreed

to settle this dispute with MOR by paying $4,996, which sum NOR

has determined constitutes The Fund's pro rata portion of the

questionnaire.

13. The Vice President has publically stated and person-
~0

ally informed the officials of The Fund for America's Future,

including me, that he is not a candidate for any public office

o and has not authorized anyone to take actions which might cause

~ him to become one.

Sworn to nd subscribed b fore me
thi sj~!~ day of , 1986.

My Commission expires:
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1 PROCEEDING S (9:04 a.m.j

2 Whereupon,

3 HARVEY LEROY ATWATER

4 a witness called for examination and, having been first duly

5 sworn by the Notary Public, was examined and testified as

6 follows:

7 EXAMINATION

8 BY MR. LEVIN:

9 Q State your name please, for the record.

- 10 A Harvey Leroy Atwater.

11 Q And your business address?

12 A 18th Street, Washington, D.C.
0

13 Q And your present position?

14 A Political consultant.

0
15 Q Do you work for a firm on 18th Street?

V

16 A No, I'm self-employed.

17 Q Mr. Atwater, have you ever been deposed before?

Ct

18 A Yes.
19 Q Then you'll understand. I'm going to ask you a

20 series of questions. If at any time you do not understand a

21 question I ask, tell me that you do not understand it, and I

22 will either repeat the question or try to rephrase the
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1 question so that you can understand it. If you fail to tell

2 me that you don't understand a question, I'll assume that you

3 understand it. Is that clear?

4 A Yes.

5 Q Are you represented by counsel here today?

6 A Yes.

7 Q And would you state counsel's name, for the record?

8 A Jan Saran, Ede Holiday and Trevor Potter.

9 Q And they are representing you personally?

10 A Yes.
N

11 Q Have you spoken with anybody as to your testimony
N

12 today?

13 A Yes.

N 14 Q And with whom?

0
15 A My attorneys.

V

16 Q Have you spoken with anyone else?

17 A Yes.

(-f.

18 Q And with whom did you speak?
19 A Would you repeat the question?

20 Q With whom did you speak?

21 A To, the original question.

22 Q Have you spoken with anyone else as to your



1 testimony today other than your attorneys?

2 A Do you mean the details or just the fact that I'm

3 testifying today?

4 Q Either one. Both of them, as a matter of fact.

5 A Well, not the details, but several people know that

6 I'm going to testify today.

7 Q And what did you say to these people? Let me ask

8 you this first, who are these people?

9 A Craig Fuller, Bob Teeter, Nicholas Brady, my wife,

10 my little girl. And I believe that's all.
N

11 Q What did you say to Mr. Fuller with respect to this
N

12 conversation?

13 A No specifics, just that I was going to testify here

14 today.

15 Q Nothing beyond that you were going to testify here
V

16 today?

17 A Well, only that we didn't think it was wise to

18 discuss anything about it.

19 Q And the second person that you mentioned was whom --

20 other than Mr. Brady? Mr. Teeter.

21 A Mr. Teeter -- the same.

22 Q And what did you say to Mr. Brady?



1 A The same, basically the same. I told them all that

2 I was going to do this and that it would probably be unwise to

3 discuss any details.

4 Q Who is Nicholas Brady?

5 A He is an advisor to our political action committee.

6 Q And how long has he been an advisor to the political

7 action committee?

B A Since its inception or creation in the spring of

9 1985.

10 Q What political action committee are we talking

11 about?

12 A The Fund for America's Future.

N 13 Q What is the Fund for America's Future?

14 A It's a political action committee.
0

15 Q And what is its function?

16 A To coordinate political activities on behalf of the

17 Vice President of the United States.

18 Q And what sort of activities -- what sort of

19 political activities?

20 A Primarily 1986 scheduling campaign activities.

21 Q When you say primarily, are there any other

22 functions that the Fund for America's Future has?



1 A YB5.

2 Q And what are those?

3 A General schedul±uig, coordinating with his scheduling

4 office.

5 Q The Vice President's scheduling office?

6 A Right. But again, those are primarily dealing with

7 1986.

8 Q Any years beyond 1986?

9 A No.

10 Q What is your position ~- do you have a position with

11 the Fund for America's Future?

12 A Yes.

13 Q And what is that position?

14 A Chairman.
0

15 Q And how long have you been chairman of the Fund for

16 America's Future?

17 A Since January 1, 1986.

18 Q Were you involved with the Fund for America's Future

19 prior to that?

20 A Yes.

21 Q And what was the nature of that involvement?

22 A Volunteer consultant.



I Q How many hours a week would you say you put in as

2 volunteer consultant to the Fund for America's Future?

3 A Ten to 15, and as time moved on I spent more.

4 Q When was the Fund for America's Future formed?

5 A Spring of 1985.

6 Q Around April?

7 A I think it was later than that. It could have been

S later, but it seems like it was -- seems like it could have

9 even been early summer. I don't remember.

0 10 Q Other than your position as chairman of the Fund for

N 11 America's Future and as volunteer consultant to the committee
N

12 prior to that, have you had any other association with the

N 13 Vice President of the United States?

N 14 A Yes.

0

15 Q And what is that association?
16 A Well, I worked at the White House for three years.

17 Q And what did you do at the White House?

18 A Political advisor to the President.

19 Q Were you also political advisor to the Vice

20 President at that time?

21 A No.

22 Q Have you ever been a political advisor to the Vice



1 President?

2 A Prior to this involvement with Fund for America's

3 Future?

4 Q Yes, prior to April, or the spring of 1985?

5 A No.

6 Q Since the spring of 1985 have you been an advisor to

7 the Vice President on any political matters other than the

8 functions of Fund for America's Future?

9 A Yes.

10 Q And what were those matters?

11 A General day-to-day matters.

12 Q Could you be more specific than that?

13 A Well, again scheduling, general politics.

14 Q Have you ever given advice to the Vice President or

15 talked to the Vice President about any possible run by the

16 Vice President for the Presidency in 1988?

17 A Yes.

18 Q And when have you done that?

19 A From time to time.

20 Q What is from to time? How often is that?

21 A It's hard to say.

22 Q Are we talking about once a week?



1 A No.

2 Q A couple times a month? Is that more accurate?

3 A I would say overall, probably yes that would be more

4 accurate.

5 Q Is there any written memoranda or notes exchanged in

6 this process?

7 A Could you elaborate a little bit on what you really

8 mean?

9 Q Do you put your advice in writing? Does the Vice

10 President put his responses to your advice in writing?

11 A I've written some rather general pieces,

12 particularly before I got involved with the Fund for America's

13 Future. I remember one specifically. But he doesn't put

14 anything in writing to me.

15 Q What is the Vice President's exploratory account?

16 A That is an account that was established in July.

17 Q Of 1986?

18 A Of this year.

19 Q And what is that account for?

20 A It was an account we established to pay -- to fund

21 candidates who are in contested delegate races in a political

22 process that took place in Michigan on August 5th.



1 Q Does anyone administer this account, have control

2 over this account?

3 A Yes.

4 Q And who is that?

5 A Bobby Holt, Robert Holt.

6 Q Andwhoishe?

7 A He is from Texas.

8 Q That's where he's from. What is he?

9 A He is the treasurer of the account.

10 Q He is the treasurer of the account?

11 A Right.

12 Q Who established this account?
0

13 A Bobby Holt.

14 Q Did you consult with Mr. Holt or talk to Mr. Holt in
0

15 the process of establishing this account?

16 A Yes.

17 Q Did anyone else do that?

18 A Yes.

19 Q And who were those people?

20 A Mr. Teeter.

21 Q Anyone else?

22 A Not that I'm sure of.
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Q Now you spoke to Mr. Holt while this account was

being established. What was said by both you and Mr. Holt?

A Well, I expressed to him a general need for us to

establish such an account if we were going to actually

participate in contested delegate races.

Q What was the need? In other words, why did you have

to do that?

A Well, I'm not an attorney, but my layman/common

sense understanding of the law and of what's right is that

party-building -- as long as what we were involved in in

Michigan would fall into the category of party-building --

that it could be paid for from the Fund for America's Future.

And so anything that involved bringing new people

into the party as delegates, there's a -- it's a right

complicated process that elaborate only if you want me to.

But anything that involved people coming into the process as

delegates was appropriate. But if we contested existing

delegates, I couldn't understand how we could consider that

party-building and that we ought to establish an account --

some sort of account. And we deemed it necessary to set up

this exploratory account.

Q What were your discussions with Mr. Teeter then, or



1 what were the discussions with Mr. Teeter that you know of

2 involving the establishment of the exploratory account?

3 A Same general discussions.

4 Q And what did Mr. Teeter say to that?

5 A He agreed.

6 Q Anything more than that?

7 A More than agreeing?

8 Q Yes.

9 A No.

10 Q Did anyone have any discussions with the Vice

11 President about the establishment of an exploratory account?

12 A Yes.

13 Q And who was that?

14 A I'm not sure. I could figure that out, but I'm just

15 not sure.

16 Q Did you hear anything about such discussions?

17 MR. BAPAN: I object. The question calls for
C-

18 hearsay evidence.

19 MR. LEVIN: The witness can answer subject to

20 counsel's objection.

21 MR. BARAN: I will instruct the witness to respond

22 to any questions that asks about his firsthand knowledge, but
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1 not about hearsay testimony. If you'd like to ask Mr. Atwater

2 any question about any discussions that he participated in, he

3 viii be glad to testify to that.

4 MS. LE~NER: As you know, this is an investigatory

5 deposition and all answers are taken subject to your

6 investigations. And we would direct the witness to answer the

7 question at this time.

8 MR. BARAN: I would ask you to rephrase the question

9 so that he can respond to his direct knowledge.

10 MS. LERNER: We'll try rephrasing it and we'll see

t~)
11 what happens.

N

12 BY MR. LEVIN:

13 Q What is your knowledge of those conversations?

14 You've stated that you don't know who discussed the
0

15 exploratory account with the Vice President. But what is your

16 knowledge of those conversations?

17 A That the Vice President was informed of this, and in
(V.

18 some form or fashion agreed, and was cognizant of what was

19 being done and agreed.

20 Q Do you know of anything more that the Vice President

21 responded to on that?

22 A No.
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Q And where --

A Let me add something. Now that I say that, there

was another party who knew of this, too, that I've discussed

this with and that was Craig Fuller.

Q And you discussed that with Craig Fuller?

A Yes.

Q And what did Mr. Fuller say?

A He was in agreement.

Q And who gave you the information about the Vice

President's reaction to the establishment of the exploratory

account?

A Craig Fuller. That's what made me remember that I'd

discussed it with Craig Fuller.

Q Who has the right to clear expenditures from the

exploratory account? In other words, to approve, is a better

word -- approve expenditures from the exploratory account?

A Bobby Holt.

Q Do you have that right?

A Informally. I've never tried to -- our attorneys,

particularly Ms. Holiday, are going to have to sit down and

figure out what will be paid for out of that account and what

will be paid for out of the other account.



1 Q The Fund for America's Future?

2 A Right.

3 Q I'm curious as to your last reference. You were

4 trying to figure out what Fund for America's Future would pay

5 for and what the exploratory account would pay for. Does the

6 exploratory account get different funds than the Fund for

7 America's Future?

S A Yes.

9 Q And what are those funds?

4 10 A What do you mean, what are those funds?

11 Q I mean, are they different kinds of funds?

12 A Yes, there's two actual committees set up and two

13 different accounts, two different ways of raising the money.

14 They're two separate entities.
0

15 Q What kinds of funds are you talking about for
V

16 the exploratory account?

17 A What do you mean, what kind of funds?

18 Q What's the origin of those funds?

19 A Well, they're raised by supporters.

20 Q I don't know if we cleared up, who else would have

21 the right, besides Mr. Holt, to approve expenditures from the

22 exploratory account?



1 MR. BAPAN: it you don't know, Mr. Atwater, you can

2 state you don't know.

3 THE WITNESS: I just don't know.

4 BY MR. LEVIN:

5 Q Does anyone have the responsibility for soliciting'

6 contributions for the exploratory?

7 A Yes.

8 Q And who are those people?

9 A Bobby Holt.

10 Q Anyone else?

11 A I don't know.
(V

12 Q Who has the drawing rights, can write checks on the

4 13 exploratory account?

14 A I don't know.
0

15 Q Does Hr. Holt?

16 A I'm just he must, but I don't --

17 MR. BARAN: Do you know, Mr. Atwater?

18 THE WITNESS: No, I don't.

19 BY MR. LEVIN:

20 Q You know that you don't?

21 A No, I don't.

22 MS. LERNER: I think we need to clear that up. I'm



1 not sure that Johnny understood your comment * Am I correct

2 that YOU asked the witness, did he know who had the drawing

3 rights, and his response was, he did not; is that correct?

4 KR. SARAN: Is that your testimony, HZ'. Atwater?

5 THE WITNESS: Right, I do not. I do know that.

6 BY MR. LEVIN:

7 Q You know that you do not?

8 A Right.

9 Q The questions to come will refer to the poll

0 10 conducted by Market Opinion Research from September 17th

11 through the 25th for the Republican National Committee, and

12 perhaps for the Fund for America's Future, which has been the

13 subject of this matter, unless the question specifically

N 14 indicates otherwise. Is that clear?

a
15 A Yes.

V
16 Q What was the first conversation that you know of

17 pertaining to the poll?

18 A A brief discussion that I had with the Vice

19 President in the spring of 1985.

20 Q And what was said in that discussion?

21 A He said that he -~ the Vice President said that he

22 had had lunch with Fahrenkopf and Fahrenkopf had offered to
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1 include him or some questions about him on an upcoming

2 national poll.

3 Q Do you know what questions he was talking about when

4 you say him or questions about him?

5 A No.

6 Q Let me try to be more specific. Would they have

7 been questions that compared the Vice president to other

8 political figures?

9 A No, he didn't say.

10 Q He didn't say?

11 A No, I told you that4

12 Q Let me just ask one more than. Did he ask -- were

13 the issues of trade and terrorism mentioned?

14 A No.

0
15 Q Did the Vice President mention a conversation he had

16 had with Bob Teeter of Market Opinion Research?

17 A No.

18 Q When you say spring of 1985, when in the spring are

19 we talking about?

20 A April or May.

21 Q What else did the Vice President say about this

22 possible poll?
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1 A That was it.

2 Q Did he give you any instructions or tell you to do

3 anything?

4 A No.

5 Q Did he say why then he was referring to this

6 conversation with Mr. Fahrenkopf, why he was telling you about

7 it?

8 A We were just having a general conversation and he

9 mentioned it in passing in the conversation. Actually, we

10 were jogging together and he had had lunch with Fahrenkopf

11 that day or the day before, something like that. So that was

12 it.

13 Q So how long are we talking about in terms of the

N 14 part of your conversation that referred to the poll?

0

15 A Minute, minute and-a-half. That was my first
16 knowledge that there was such a poll.

17 Q Well, what is your first knowledge that there was

Ct
18 such a poll?

19 A That was it.

20 Q That was it?

21 A Yes. I mean, in other words --

22 Q And what is the next conversation that you heard



W W 22

1 about with reference to this poll? It doesn't have to have

2 involved you.

3 A The next conversation was a conversation with Bob

4 Teeter and Bill Phillips.

5 Q Were you in that conversation?

6 A Yes.

7 Q And when was that conversation?

B A Summer 1985.

9 Q Was that a phone conversation?

10 A No.

11 Q Where was this conversation?
N

12 A Capitol Hill Club in Washington, D.C.

13 Q And what was said during this conversation?

14 A General discussion that such a poll was being

15 conducted. Very general discussion on the nature of the poll,

16 and general discussion on -- Mr. Phillips expressed concern

17 about possible political fallout from Mr. FahrenkOpf, who was

18 his boss. And I said that if there was a problem that I would

19 try to get the Fund for America's Future to pay part of the

20 poll.

21 Q What did he mean by possible political fallout?

22 What was he referring to?
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1 A He didn't say. I mean, that's all he said.

2 Q Well, you did refer to a possible solution though.

3 A Right.

4 Q So what is this a solution to?

5 A As a professional politician I assumed -- and I

6 think rightfully so -- that he was worried that Mr. Fahrenkopf

7 could be criticized by other politicians for doing a poll

8 predominantly for one potential 1988 candidate.

9 Q Was there a concern that there were questions there

10 that pertained to a potential 1988 candidate?

11 A There was no mention of that one way or the other.

12 This was very general. It was just what I said.

13 Q Now when you said that you offered to have the Fund

14 pay for questions. I know you said this was a general

15 conversation. Did you say what types of questions the Fund

16 would pay for?

17 A No. But I meant, without saying m ~ mean, I

18 clearly would never mm ~ mean, they're certain types of

19 questions that the Fund could not pay for. So by definition I

20 wouldn't be offering to pay for -- or offering to try to get

21 the Fund to pay for anything that was not appropriate. And I

22 clearly knew that there were certain types that we couldn't
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pay for.

Q What were those types?

A Anything dealing specifically with the 1988

pre5idential sweepstakes.

Q Was any mention made of Mr. Teeter during this

conversation?

A Well, Mr. Teeter was there.

Q Mr. Teeter was there. So it's you and Bill Phillips

and--

A And Teeter.

Q -- Teeter. Was any mention made of Bill Greener of

the Republican National Committee?

A I don't recall. Not that I recall, is a better way

to put it.

Q Was there any discussion as to the purpose of this

poll during this conversation?

A I don't recall.

Q Did you discuss this conversation with Mr. Greener?

A No.

(Pause.

A I don't recall. I had a later discussion with

Mr. Greener and I don't recall whether this discussion was



1 made reference to or not.

2 Q Did you discuss this conversation with the Vice

3 President?

4 A No.

5 Q Did you discuss this conversation with anyone else?

6 A No.

7 Q What was the next conversation that you know of

8 pertaining to this poll?

9 A A meeting with Bill Greener and Bob Teeter.

10 Q And when was that?

11 A Fall of 1985.

12 Q When in the fall?

13 A I don't know, early fall -- football season.

14 Q So this was before the poll was taken?
C

15 A When was the poll actually taken?
V

16 Q The 17th to the 25th of September.

17 A This could have been before or after the poll.
ci:

18 MR. BARAN: Do you know, Mr. Atwater?

19 THE WITNESS: I don't know.

20 BY MR. LEVIN:

21 Q Where was this conversation?

22 A Golden Palace on H Street -- actually, the corner of



1 H and something.

2 Q And what went on during that conversation pertaining

3 to the poll?

4 A General conversation, very similar to the one --

5 Q Who said what?

6 A I don't recall specifically. I do recall that

7 Greener and I had an interchange similar to the one Phillips

8 and I had.

9 Q What do you mean by that? Please elaborate.

10 A That if we needed to -- that if the Fund for

11 America's Future needed to fund some of the questions, you
(V

12 know, we would.

13 Q Did Mr. Greener mm and this is your impression.

14 don't want you to read his mind, but did he seem concerned to
C,

15 you about the prospect of the inclusion of these questions?

16 The questions that we're referring to.

17 A Well, we never talked about questions.

18 MR. BARAN: I object. If you could rephrase.

19 MR. LEVIN: I want the witness' impression.

20 THE WITNESS: Well, we never discussed questions.

21 BY MR. LEVIN:

22 Q Did he seem concerned over the issue of who would



1 pay for the questions?

2 A I don't recall.

3 Q Had Kr. Phillips seemed concerned in that prior

4 conversation?

5 A Yes.

6 Q Does that make you recall anything else that he

7 might have said? I mean, what gave you cause to feel he was

8 concerned?

9 A Well, he expressed concern. Specifically said he

10 was -- as I said earlier.

11 Q Were you aware of any conversation that took place
(V

12 in which a decision was made to delay doing the poll?

4 13 A No.

14 Q If I told you that it was between Bob Teeter and
C

15 Bill Greener, would that remind you? Do you recall hearing of

16 any such conversation?

17 A About what?

18 Q About a delay in doing the poll?

19 A No, I don't. I've never heard -- I specifically

20 don't remember. This is the first I've heard the term delay

21 used.

22 Q Did you have any contact about the poll with persons
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1 at Market Opinion Research other than Mr. Teeter?

2 A No.

3 Q You don't recall speaking to a Mr. Fred Steeper?

4 A No.

5 Q Is it possible that you may have spoken to

6 Mr. Steeper?

7 MR. BARAN: I object. Anything's possible.

8 THE WITNESS: Anything's possible, but I certainly

9 don't recall. I know him and I've talked to him over the

10 years, but I don't remember talking to him on this poll.

11 BY MR. LEVIN:

12 Q In these conversations that you had with

13 Mr. Phillips and Mr. Greener, the last two conversations that

14 we've discussed, why were you being -- why do you think you

15 were being talked to about this poll?

16 A Well, because I was acknowledged as being a

17 consultant, which I was, to the Fund for America's Future and

18 an advisor to the Vice President. Both of these settings were

19 social settings and the poll was, in both instances, not

20 central to the setting.

21 Q I want to make sure you understood my questions when

22 I said conversations that you know of. They didn't have to



1 involve you. And now we've gone into the fall. I was

2 wondering if there are any other conversations up to that time

3 that you were not involved in?

4 A I don't recall.

5 Q What was your next conversation, after the last one

6 you mentioned, the one with Kr. Greener and Mr. Teeter, you

7 said perhaps in the fall? What was your next --

8 A The next one I recall was the presentation of the

9 poll by Mr. Teeter.

0 10 Q Do you know of any other conversations prior to

11 that that you were not involved in that pertained to the poll?

12 A No, not that I recall.
'9 13 MR. LEVIN: I'm handing the reporter a document to

14 be marked as FEC Exhibit No. 1, and handing that document to
0

15 witness and counsel. It's headed, a memorandum for Mary

16 Lukens from Kathy Smith. And I'll give the witness and

17 counsel time to look at this document.

18 (FEC Exhibit No. 1 was

19 marked for identification.)

20 BY MR. LEVIN:

21 Q Have you seen FEC Exhibit No. 1 before?

22 A Yes.
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Q Have you seen the first page of FEC Exhibit No. 1

before?

A I don't recall.

Q You don't recall if you have seen it or not?

A No. I think I have.

Q Have you seen the next nine pages, marked page 1

through 9?

A Yes.

Q When did you see the first page of this exhibit

before, the one that -m

A That I don't recall whether I've seen?

Q You say that you may have, you said.

A Well, when I saw this other document was in spring

or early summer '86. So if I saw it, it would be at the same

time.

Q Do you know what the first page is? What these

comments are?

MR. BARAN: Hr. Levin, I believe the document speaks

for itself.

MR. LEVIN: I'm unclear as to -- I want him -- I

don't know what he's saying as far as what he's seen.

MR. BARAN: Well, I think he's testified he doesn't

q~.

N

0

C
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recall seeing page one, but believes he has seen pages 1

through 9.

~. LEVIN: He said he may have seen page 1.

HR. SARAN: Let's clarify that issue. Do you have a

specific recollection of having seen page 1?

THE WITNESS: No.

MR. LEVIN: Let me ask these questions, Jan, and

maybe he can clarify in his mind whether he has seen it or

not.

BY HR. LEVIN:

Q Do you recall Craig Fuller discussing these comments

with you?

A No.

Q The comments on the first page of the document, of

Exhibit No. 1. That's what I was referring to when I asked if

you recalled Craig Fuller discussing that.

A No.

Q When did you see those second -- the second through

the 10th page, that marked page 1 through 9 on Exhibit 1?

MR. BARAN: Mr. Atwater's already responded to that,

given testimony. He said it was in the spring or summer of

1986.



1 BY ~ffl. LEVIN:

2 Q And were pages 1 through 9 mailed to you?

3 A No.

4 Q How did you see them? Under what circumstances?

5 A My attorneys.

6 Q This is the spring of summer of what year now we're

7 talking about?

8 A Just last spring.

9 Q Do you recall ever having been told -- once you had

27' 10 read the document, do you recall ever having been told what

11 was in this document prior to that point?

12 A No, because I was surprised to see the document --

13 surprised that I hadn't seen it before or knew anything about

14 it before.
C

15 Q Why were you surprised about that?

16 A Well, I was just surprised that a document like

17 this was floating that I didn't ever see or know about.

18 Q Mr. Fuller never discussed pages marked 1 through 9

19 with you? We've already established he didn't discuss his

20 comments. Did he ever discuss those second through 10th

21 pages?

22 A No.



1 Q Do you know if he discussed it with anybody else?

2 A Well, I can read this.

3 Q But beyond that you have no knowledge?

4 A No.

5 Q To your knowledge -- let me ask you this. Have you

6 seen poll analyses before?

7 A Yes.

8 Q And have you seen draft poll questionnaires before?

9 A Yes.

10 Q To your knowledge, is it usual for the RNC to review

11 a poll questionnaire before it goes out?
(V

12 A Repeat the question.
C)

13 Q Is it usual for the Republican National Committee to

14 review a poll questionnaire before it goes out?

15 A I don't know.

16 Q Who does usually review poll questionnaires that go

17 out from the Republican National Committee, people outside the

C,
18 RNC?

19 A I don't know.

20 Q Moving away from this document, let me ask you a

21 question going back to the conversations prior to -- the one

22 including the fall, the one with Greener and Teeter and the
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1 one with Mr. Phillips prior to that, those casual

2 conversations you referred to.

3 When you made the offer to possibly pay, were you

4 doing this on anyone's behalf or on any entity's behalf?

5 A No.

6 Q Were you doing it on behalf of the Vice President?

7 A No.

S Q Were you doing it on behalf of Fund for America's

9 Future?

- 10 A I hadn't discussed it with anybody there.

11 Q Who were you saying would pay for these questions?

12 A I was inferring the Fund for America's Future, but I0
13 was speaking on my own. What I was inferring was that I would

14 use any influence I had there, in the event they needed to, to
0

15 try to get it paid for. But nothing ever came of it and I

16 wasn't further contacted by either Phillips or Greener so I

17 didn't think anymore about it.

C: 18 Q Now you stated that y~u don't know who would review

19 the drafts of a poll before it goes out?

20 A Right.

21 Q Why were you surprised that then -- let's refer back

22 to Exhibit No. 1. Why were you surprised that this was
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1 floating around without your having seen it? I mean, that you

2 hadn't been shown it, why did that surprise you?

3 A Because I see my name here.

4 Q Do you usually get shown poll questionnaires?

5 A Well, this is a one-time deal, so there's no

6 precedent for it. But since I had been in on two

7 conversations involving such a poll and I saw a document this

S summer with my name in it, I must say I commented to whoever I

9 was with -- I think it might have been Ed. -- that I was

10 surprised I hadn't seen the poll, but I didn't know anything

11 about it.
N

12 Q So then you're saying you were surprised because you
13 saw your name there. So you do know that you have seen this

14 before, this first page of Exhibit 1?

15 A I can't remember whether I saw my name there or
V

16 whether they told me that it was in there.

17 Q Who told you?

18 A I think it was Ede that I was talking to. Ede was

19 the first person who asked me did I know of such a document.

20 And as I said, I don't recall actually seeing this, but I

21 could have seen it. If I didn't see it, I do know that it was

22 discussed -- that my name was discussed in connection with



I such a document. And I just don't recall the specifics.

2 Q But that was the first time you had heard about it?

3 A That's right.

4 Q Do you recall the date upon which you received the

5 poll analysis?

6 A No.

7 Q Does midmNoveuber sound correct to you?

8 A Could be. It was in the fall.

9 Q Between the time that the survey was being conducted

10 and the time of your receipt of the poll analysis, did you

11 have any contact with anyone pertaining to the poll?

12 A Not that I recall.

13 MR. BAPAN: I object, to the extent that I believe

14 Mr. Atwater's testimony indicated that meeting with

15 Mr. Greener and Mr. Teeter could have been after the poll was

16 conducted.

17 BY MR. LEVIN:

18 Q Okay. So between that meeting with Mr. Greener and

19 Mr. Teeter and the time that you received the poll analysis,

20 do you recall --

21 A Not that I recall.

22 Q Do you know of any other conversations that others
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1 would have had with respect to the poll?

2 A Not that I recall.

3 Q You don't remember any conversations with

4 Mr. Teeter?

5 A I recall discussing the poll generally with

6 Mr. Teeter. I think it was at one or both of those meetings.

7 I do not recall discussing it with him outside of those two

8 meetings. But I have so much contact with Mr. Teeter, it is a

9 possibility. But not that I recall.

10 (Pause.)

11 A But I specifically recall never seeing a

12 questionnaire, never knowing anything about specific

13 questions.

14 Q During the fall of 1985, did you and Mr. Fuller and

15 the Vice President ever get together outside of the receipt of

16 the poll analysis?

17 A Repeat the question.

18 Q Did you and Mr. Fuller and Mr. Teeter and the Vice

19 President ever get together?

20 A Other than that one time?

21 Q Other than that one time.

22 A I can't recall if that specific combination got



1 together other than that one time.

2 Q How about the combination without Mr. Teeter?

3 A Yes, I'm sure.

4 Q And when was that?

5 A I don't recall specific dates.

6 MR. LEVIN: I'm handing the reporter a document to

7 be marked as FEC Exhibit 2. And I'm handing a copy of FEC

S Exhibit 2 to witness and counsel. You can take time to look

9 at it, if you wish.

10 (FEC Exhibit No. 2 was

11 marked for identification.]

12 BY MR. LEVIN:

13 Q Have you ever seen FEC Exhibit 2 before?

14 A Yes.

15 Q And what is FEC Exhibit 2?

16 A The poll analysis from Mr. Teeter's poll.

17 Q And when did you see FEC Exhibit 2 before?

18 A In that meeting with the Vice President, Fuller,

19 Teeter and myself.

20 Q Had you seen the poll analysis prior to that?

21 A No.

22 Q It had not been mailed to you prior to the meeting?



1 A No, handed to me at the meeting.

2 Q And where was this meeting?

3 A At the Vice President's office.

4 Q The Vice President's office?

5 A Right.

6 Q Which office is this? At the White House?

7 A It was either in the White House or the EOB, I can't

8 remember which one. But it was in one of his two -- he's got

9 two offices over there. One's in 175 in the EOB and one's in

0 10 the White House, and I frankly don't remember which office it

LI,
11 was in.

12 Q Do you know when it was first determined that the

13 Vice President or representatives of the Vice President would

14 be receiving a poll analysis from Market Opinion Research?
C

15 A Could you elaborate?

16 Q Well, when was that you and the Vice President -- or

17 let's say, when was it decided that the Vice President would

18 be receiving a poll analysis?

19 A I don't know.

20 Q Was that assumed all along?

21 A I don't know.

22 Q How was it determined that this meeting would --
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1 that at tl~is meetinq you'd be there, Mr. Fuller would be

2 there, and the Vice President? How was that decided?

3 A I don't remember.

4 Q Why were you there?

5 A Well, because I was invited. I mean, but I don't

6 remember the details. My secretary just told me we have a

7 meeting and we were going to discuss Teeter's survey.

8 Q Who invited you?

9 A Whoever called my secretary. So I would assume -- I

10 don't know.

11 Q Did someone from Market Opinion Research invite you?

12 A I don't know.

4 13 MR. BARAN: I object. He's testified and said he

N 14 does not know.

15 MR. LEVIN: Well, if I mention specific names he

16 might remember, he might recall.

17 MR. BARAN: You can repeat the question 100 times.
C..

18 THE WITNESS: I don't know.

19 BY MR. LEVIN:

20 Q Was there any other reason that you were thinking of

21 why you were there? Only what you were thinking of.

22 MR. BARAN: I object. You're asking Mr. Atwater to
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said what

No.

Do you know if anyone had received a copy of this

prior to the meeting?

I don't know.

You didn't see anybody walking in with a copy of the

other than Mr. Teeter?

Not that I remember.

What went on at this meeting? I mean, tell me who

A Well, Mr. Teeter did most of the talking and he

revealed the results of the poll.

Q And what was he saying? Was he walking through the

poll?

A Yes, that's a good way to put it.

speculate.

MR. LEVIN: It's not speculating because I'm asking

what he was thinking as to ifliy he was invited.

MR. SARAN: That would constitut. speculation,

because he doesn't know why he was invited.

THE WITNESS: I don't know.

BY MR. LEVIN:

Q You don't know?
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1 Q Did the Vice President say anything to Hr. Teeter?

2 Let's put it this way, did the Vice President say anything

3 during this meeting?

4 A Yes.

5 Q And what did he say?

6 A I don't remember.

7 Q Do you recall generally what he said?

8 A He was generally upbeat about what Mr. Teeter wqas

9 saying, but I don't recall any details.

10 Q Did Hr. Fuller say anything during this meeting?

11 A I don't remember any specifics. I'm sure he did.

12 Q And what was the general gist of what he was saying?

13 A As I remember, he was mainly inquiring about how the

14 Vice President should be scheduled over the next several

15 months as based on -- as a result of this.

16 Q And who was giving advice on that?

17 A Teeter, and I was involved in discussing that, too.

18 Q Who were you speaking on behalf of when you were

19 involved in the discussion of the scheduling?

20 A I was giving my own judgment.

21 Q Were you speaking on behalf of the Fund for

22 America's Future?
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1 A Not particularly. I was giving my own observations,

2 my own judgment.

3 Q Was Bill Phillips with the Fund at this point?

4 A No, I don't think so.

5 Q He was still with the Republican National Committee?

6 A To the best of my recollection.

7 Q What did you say during this meeting other than the

8 advice you were giving on scheduling?

9 A That's all I can really recall.

10 (Pause.]

11 A Well, no, we did have a general discussion on
N

12 foreign policy, trade, terrorism, and I participated in that.
0

13 But I don't remember any specific things that anybody said.

14 Q Did anyone comment on the fact that there were

15 questions related to the Vice President and possible prospects

16 for '88 in the poll?

17 A Well, that was certainly discussed. The '88 portion

18 of the poll was discussed.

19 Q And what was said about that?

20 A Well, that he looked -- that he was out ahead of

21 everyone and looked pretty good.

22 Q Anyone asked why these questions were in the poll?



1 A No.

2 Q I'm going to refer you in FEC Exhibit 2 to the fifth

3 sheet. It's marked at the bottom I.

4 A Yes.

5 Q Did anyone say anything about the foreward?

6 A No.

7 Q Did you ever receive a bill or an invoice or any

8 kind of letter that would constitute a bill or an invoice from

9 Market Opinion Research for the poll or the poll analysis?

- 10 A Not at that point.

11 Q When did you receive that?

12 A One may have come in sometime after the poll

13 so-called controversy erupted, but I don't know.

14 Q Would that have been a bill sent to the Fund for
0

15 America's Future?
~q.
C' 16 MR. BARAN: Do you know?

17 THE WITNESS: I don't know.

18 BY MR. LEVIN:

19 Q Do you recall seeing one?

20 A I don't know. I don't recall seeing one.

21 Q Did someone tell you about one -- a bill sent to you

22 or to the Fund for America's Future?
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A I don't recall.

Q Now I believe you stated before -- or maybe you

didn't. Have you seen poll analyses before? Have you

received them?

A Yes.

Q And how often have you received them?

A Well, you mean ju5t in general?

Q Just in general.

A Well, I've been fooling with polls for 15 years and

seen them.

Q Have you ever received one with the Vice President

in a meeting at the same time?

A Not of this nature.

Q What do you mean by not of this nature?

A We had discussed and seen polls. I mean, every week

or so a bunch of new polls come out and we talk about them and

look at them.

Q We're talking about the analyses of the type that's

in Exhibit 2. In other words, it's something from a pollster,

as opposed to a newspaper story, that's what I'm saying. Is

that what you're addressing?

A Well, we get copies of polls when polling firms do

0

>1

0

47
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1 them and we discuss them.

2 Q I didn't quite get what you meant by not of this

3 nature.

4 A Well, that is the only instance in which Mr. Teeter

5 has briefed this group on one of his polls.

6 Q But is there something different about this poll,

7 when you say not of this nature?

8 A Well, the difference in the poll is that Mr. Teeter

9 conducted this poll and he was briefing this particular

10 group. That's the only time that has happened.

11 Q So this group of you and the Vice President and
cv

12 Mr. Fuller hadn't met before to receive a poll from

13 Mr. Teeter?

14 A Right.

15 Q Had you met before to receive a poll from anyone

16 else? You and the Vice President and Mr. Fuller?

17 A Not formally.

C..
18 Q What do you mean by that?

19 A Well, I mean, I'll get a copy of a poll. Gallup

20 will do a poll, I'll get a copy of it, and I'll go over and

21 show it to him.

22 Q Did you know that the Republican National Committee



1 would also be receiving an analysis from Market

2 Opinion Research?

3 A I had assumed that. I didn't know it.

4 Q On what basis did you assume that?

5 A Just the general gist of the two conversations I had

6 been in with Greener and Phillips.

7 Q But do you know of any discussions in which it was

8 stated that the Republican National committee would be

9 receiving it?

10 A No.

11 Q What's the next contact or conversation that you

12 know of involving the poll or circumstances surrounding the

'4 13 poll?

14 A A phone conversation with a reporter.
C:)

15 Q And when was that?

16 A December of '86.

cr 17 Q Was that early December?

18 A Seems like it was like the first week in December.

19 Q Is this when the story broke in the newspapers?

20 A Right.

21 Q Could you tell me what happened in those

22 circumstances? You started out with a phone conversation.
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1 Let me ask you this ~- I'm sorry.

2 Was that the first you had heard of it? In other

3 words, had you heard of a story breaking before this phone

4 conversation?

5 A No.

6 Q Proceed to tell me -- if you can go on to tell me

7 the events, including this phone conversation, the events the

8 proceeded from there?

9 A I was called by Tom Edsel of the Washington Post,

10 who said that he had received a copy of a poll from an agent

11 of Mr. Dole's, who said Dole had received a copy of this poll
cv

12 on his doorstep at the Watergate Hotel with a handwritten note

13 from an anonymous, disgruntled GOPer who had said, it's not

14 fair for them to be doing a poll for Bush, do something about

15 this. And evidently, the something they did about it was to

16 get some agent to go to Tom Edsel with a copy of the poll, who

17 called me and wanted to know what was going on.

18 Q And what happened next?

19 A I said, well, let me check it out and I'll call you

20 back.

21 Q Okay. And what happened next?

22 A Well, he kept calling.



1 Q Mr. Eduel kept calling?

2 A Yes.

3 Q Proceed. Keep telling me what's going on here.

4 A Well, I called Mr. Fuller and Mr. Teeter and told

5 them about the call. And I don't remember the exact sequence

6 of events, but I also called Mr. Greener. So the four of us

7 talked, and I was going to Mr. Fuller's office anyhow about

8 something else, so I went over there and we -- in the

9 meantime, Edeel kept calling.

o 10 And so it was clear to me that no one person, the

11 way that this whole thing had unfolded, that no one person
cv

12 actually knew all the events that transpired with regards to
C,

13 this poll. Because the more I was talking to people, the more

14 I was finding out people didn't know things that I assumed

15 they should know. And so we had an hour or so discussion

16 between those four people.

17 Q Was that face-to-face?

18 A No, no, no. I was talking to -- I don't even know

19 -- I don't know if Fuller talked to anybody other than me.

20 But I talked to Teeter on the phone, I talked to Fuller on the

21 phone, I talked to Fuller.

22 And we began to try to piece the events together.



1 And by late that afternoon we had, and we all ended up talking

2 to Edmel.

3 Q What did people say in these conversations?

4 A Well, basically we constructed most of the things

5 that we just said -- that I've gone over here in the last

6 hour.

7 Q Did you ever have a group phone conversation? In

a other word,, more than two people on the phone -- the four of

9 you?

10 A I don't believe so. Because Fuller had to leave and

11 go somewhere and I just stayed in his office. I believe it

12 was me talking to the three of them. I don't remember a

13 conference call.

14 Q Was the Vice President involved in any of these

15 conversations?

16 A No.

17 Q Who were you speaking for in these conversations?

18 A Well, at the time, I did not -- I must say, I never

19 thought of it in those terms.

20 Q Did anyone discuss during these conversations who

21 was to make payment for the poll?

22 A Yes, that was discussed.
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1 Q And who discussed that?

2 A Myself and Greener and Teeter.

3 Q And what was said?

4 A Basically, without going through a bunch of long

5 details, the tact that I had discussed generally with both

6 Greener and Phillips that if there was a portion we needed to

7 pay for, we would. And we decided that Teeter should go ahead

8 and figure out how to bill it and send us all a bill.

9 Q Did Mr. Greener say that the RNC wouldn't pay for

10 certain questions?

11 A I don't think we discussed specific questions.

12 Q Did you or anyone from the Fund say that the Fund

13 wouldn't pay for certain questions?

14 A Yes.

15 Q And what did you say?

16 A That we couldn't pay for any of the '88 stuff out of

17 the Fund.

18 Q Was Mr. Phillips involved in these conversations?

19 A I don't believe so.

20 Q Was he with the Fund for America's Future at that

21 time?

22 A T rj~y~~j- m1~~i~ A~~e- i....



1 with the Fund for America's Future. I can check on that.

2 Q But he was either with the RNC or the Fund for

3 America's Future?

4 A Yes, he was always with one or the other.

5 Q Did anybody say anything about -m let me ask you

6 this. Did you assume up until this point that the RNC would

7 be paying for the poll?

8 A Yes. I hadn't heard anymore from anybody about it.

9 Q Did anyone seem surprised, express surprise -- or

10 put it this way, did anyone express surprise or any concern or

11 any opinion with respect to the fact that you and Mr. Fuller

12 and Vice President already received an analysis?

13 A Yes.

14 Q And who said that?

15 A Mr. Greener.

16 Q What did he say?

17 A That they hadn't received an analysis or a copy of

18 the questionnaire or anything.

19 Q And what else did he say? Did he go on and --

20 A I don't remember.

21 Q I mean, did he say that -- was he surprised?

22 A Seemed to be.



1 Q When these people found out that you had received an

2 analysis, Mr. Greener did he ask whether the analysis was for

3 the Vice President or for the Fund?

4 A I don't remember that coming up one way or the

5 other.

6 Q Did he ask who the analysis was for?

7 A I don't remember.

8 Q Was there any discussion as to whether the RNC would

9 also receive an analysis?

10 A Yes.

11 Q And who said that?

12 A Teeter.

13 Q And what did he say?

14 A Well, Fahrenkopf and I think Greener, too, had been
0

15 on a 10-day tour of Israel, and that's why -- Teeter pointed

16 that out and said that's why they hadn't received their copy,

17 and that they would be getting a briefing the next week.

18 Q Did anyone during these discussions tell Mr. Teeter

19 or advise Mr. Teeter to exclude analysis pertaining to the

20 Vice President from the analysis he was going to present to

21 the Republican National Committee?

22 A I don't remember.
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1 Q You don't remember if, or you don't remember that

2 someone said that?

3 A Well, I don't remember if or that. I mean, I don't

4 remember that being discussed. So if that's if or that --

5 Q Did Mr. Teeter state what would be in the analysi~

6 that would go to the Republican National Committee during

7 these discussions?

8 A I don't remember.

9 Q What did Mr. Teeter state during these discussions?

- 10 A Well, we basically spent most of the time trying to

11 reconstruct what really had happened. And Mr. Teeter did

12 state, as I said earlier, that he had not given an analysis to

13 the RNC because Fahrenkopf -- and I believe Greener -- had

14 been on a 10-day foray through Israel, and that he had planned
0

15 to give theirs to them the next week.

16 Q Is there anything else we've missed as far as the

17 discussions that went on this day?

18 A No.

19 Q Did you talk to him that evening, for instance?

20 A Well, that evening I called Edsel back and I assume

21 -- and I think Edsel wound up talking to all three of us.

22 Q When the story did -- now did stories appear in the
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1 newspaper the next day?

2 A Yes.

3 Q And were there any discussions once the stories had

4 broken that you know of?

5 A Yes.

6 Q And what were those?

7 A Well, we had general discussions the next couple

8 days because several of the papers, reporters from other

9 papers were calling and so on and so forth.

10 Q And what were said in those discussions?

N
11 A The same general -- I mean, all in the same general

12 vein.

13 Q Prior to the point of this story breaking, had you

14 or Mr. Fuller or Mr. Phillips or the Vice President, to your
C

15 knowledge, discussed the analysis that you received with the

16 Republican National Committee?

17 A No.

18 Q What was the next contact that you know of with

19 respect to the poll and the circumstances surrounding it? The

20 next conversation that you know of. It doesn't have to have

21 involved you.

22 A Well, I mean, it was a right lively topic around
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1 there for the next couple of weeks. And then I went home a

2 couple of weeks for Christmas and that was that.

3 Q Did you discuss any allocation of questions with

4 anyone in the weeks following?

5 A I'm sure we did.

6 MR. LEVIN: I'm asking the reporter to mark this

7 document FEC Exhibit No. 3, and I'm showing a copy to the

8 witness and counsel. It is from Market Opinion Research and

9 it's a poll questionnaire marked "Office Copy."

10 (FEC Exhibit No. 3 was

11 marked for identification. J

12 BY MR. LEVIN:

13 Q Have you seen this document before?

14 A Not that I recall.

15 Q Have you seen any document that contained poll

16 questions and an allocation of those poll questions? In other

17 words, designating who would pay for -- or who might pay for

18 what?

19 A No.

20 Q Did you discuss with Mr. Teeter how questions would

21 be allocated?

22 A In general terms.



1 Q And when was that?

2 A In that same time period.

3 Q This is in December?

4 A Yes, and I think -- I'm sure we discus5ed it when we

5 got back in January, too, after the Christmas period.

6 Q And what were these discussions? What went on?

7 A Well, that we in the Fund could not pay for any

8 presidential questions. That we'd be glad to pay for any

9 questions that related to the Vice President's political

10 interests other than 1988, and that were allowed by law. And

11 that for him to just figure all that out with the attorneys

12 and send us a bill.

13 Q Did you go over any specific questions with

14 Mr. Teeter?

15 A No.

16 Q Do you recall going over any questions -- let me see

17 if this reminds you -- do you recall going over any questions

18 that would have referred to the Vice President but not to

19 1988?

20 A I don't believe -- I don't remember discussing

21 specific questions, period.

22 Q Did Mr. Phillips meet with Mr. Teeter that you know



1 of?

2 A I don't know.

3 Q Did you hear of any meeting that Kr. Phillips would

4 have had with Hr. Teeter?

5 A Notthatlknowof.

6 Q Do you know if anybody met with Hr. Teeter about the

7 allocation of questions or spoke with Mr. Teeter?

8 A I don't know.

9 Q When Mr. Teeter spoke to you about the allocations,

10 who were you acting on behalf of?

11 A Fund for America's Future.

12 Q Were you acting on behalf of the Vice President at

13 all?

14 A Not specifically. I was acting on behalf of the

15 Fund for America's Future.

16 Q Did Mr. Teeter ever show you any allocation of

17 figures? In other words, any specific figure that the Fund

18 for America's Future might pay?

19 A I don't remember specifically seeing any. But I

20 must say, my attorneys -- I basically told him to deal with

21 the attorneys and I'd accept basically whatever they came up

22 with.



1 Q Did you ever discuss any figure with anyone, any

2 specific figure that might have been offered to you?

3 A At some point I did, and I don't remember whether

4 that was before Christmas or after Christmas. At some point a

S $4,900 figure came about.

6 Q And when was that?

7 A I don't remember.

S MR. SARAN: Mr. Levin, would you like some time?

9 Can we take a break? Let the record reflect that several

10 minutes have passed here while you were conferring with the

11 Assistant General Counsel and referring to your papers.

12 MS. LERNER: Just one moment, please.

13 MR. LEVIN: I'm handing the reporter three documents

14 to be marked as FEC Exhibit -- well, the first one is to be

r 15 marked as FEC Exhibit 4.
16 (FEC Exhibit No. 4 was

*1

17 marked for identification.]
18 MR. LEVIN: I'm handing a copy of FEC -- it's a

19 draft affidavit of Lee Atwater, date of March 4th, 1986 in the

20 top right.-hand corner, unsigned.

21 MR. BARAN: I object to the description. The

22 documents will speak for themselves unless you wish to
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1 continuing testifying.

2 MS. LERNER: I believe he can describe what the

3 document is for the record so that there is no confusion at a

4 later point.

5 MR. BA~AN: I assume that the reporter will be

6 marking the document with a number and that it will be

7 referred to by the number, and will be in the transcript.

8 MS. LERNER: Your objection is noted, but he'll

9 continue to describe the documents.

10 MR. LEVIN: I'm handing a copy of Exhibit 4 to
N

11 witness and counsel. I'm handing the reporter FEC Exhibit 5,

12 and unsigned copy of an affidavit of Lee Atwater, dated in the

NI 13 top right-hand corner, March 5th, 1986. And I'm handing a

14 copy to witness and counsel.
0

15 [FEC Exhibit No. 5 was

16 marked for identification.)

17 MR. LEVIN: And I'm handing the reporter a document

18 to be marked as FEC Exhibit No. 6, which is a signed copy of

19 an affidavit of Lee Atwater. And I'm handing a copy to

20 witness and counsel.

21 [FEC Exhibit No.6 was

22 marked for identification.)
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1 MR. LEVIN: I'll give witness and counsel a chance

2 to look at these documents.

3 BY MR. LEVflI:

4 Q Mr. Atwater, have you seen Exhibit 4 before?

5 A Possibly.

6 Q Have you seen Exhibit 5 before?

7 A I have seen at least one of those. I'm not sure

8 which one.

9 Q When you say at least one of those, you're referring

'V 10 to 4, 5 and 6?

11 A No, no. Out of these two, I've seen at least one of
('I

12 them, and I'm not sure which one.

13 Q At least one out of 4 or S you definitely have seen?

N 14 A Right, yes.

C,
15 Q Have you seen FEC Exhibit 6 before?

V
16 A Yes.

17 Q When did you see these, either 4 or 5 and FEC
Cs

18 Exhibit 6 before?

19 A Well, I saw them all in March, I guess. I mean,

20 according to this, I assunie it was March.

21 MR. BARAN: Do you recall?

22 THE WITNESS: March.



1 BY MR. LEVIN:

2 Q Hr. Atwater, were these exhibits submitted to

3 anyone, these draft affidavits submitted to anyone other than

4 counsel before being sent to the FEC?

5 A I didn't. I just gave them to counsel.

6 Q Excuse me.

7 A I only gave them to counsel.

8 Q Do you recall changing the drafting?

9 A These, yes, I do.

10 Q Let me ask you about Exhibits 4 and 5. In paragraph
N

11 four, you've eliminated the phrase piggyback.
(V

12 A Right.

N 13 Q You've talked instead about including the questions

14 relating to public perceptions. Why did you make that change?
C)

15 A Because the piggyback term never came into being
V

16 until I talked to a reporter in December.

17 Q Let's look at the last paragraph on Exhibit 5 and

18 FEC Exhibit 6. Now on FEC Exhibit 6 -- and I'll give you a

19 chance to look at this -- page 2 there is a paragraph six, the

20 contents of which are largely not included in the previous

21 affidavits.

22 A Right.



1 Q Why is that?

2 A Well, these were drafted for me by my attorneys

3 based on information I had given them. When they shoved it to

4 me, I was not satisfied that they had accurately played back

5 the information. There were several things in here that I did

6 not an accurate depiction of what happened, including

7 paragraph six. And there were several other things in here

8 that weren't accurate, so I accordingly asked them to change

9 the affidavit to reflect what I thought the facts were as I

10 recalled them.

11 Q So the changes you made -- I'm sorry.

12 A And I was not prepared to swear under oath on either

13 one of these other documents.

14 Q Were any of these draft affidavits submitted to the

15 Republican National Committee before being sent to the Federal

16 Election Commission?

17 A My attorneys would know that. I didn't -- all that

18 was attorney to attorney. I don't know what they did.

19 MR. LEVIN: Do you have any questions, Jan?

20 MR. BARAN: Are you finished?

21 MR. LEVIN: Yes, I'm finished. Do you have any

22 questions?
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1 HR. SARAN: Can we take a break so that counsel can

2 confer with Kr. Atwater?

3 MR. LEVIN: Sure.

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

o 12

13

14
C,

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22



65

1 EXAMINATION

2 BY MR. BARAN:

3 Q Mr. Atwater, there's been reference in your

4 deposition testimony to the Vice President's exploratory

5 account. Is this exploratory account, what you understand to

6 be what's called a testing-the-waters account?

7 A Yes.

8 Q Is this account separate from the Fund for America's

9 Future?

10 A Yes.

11 Q Is it funded by the Fund for America's Future?

12 A No.

13 Q Does it have separate fundraising activities?

14 A Yes.

15 Q Is it your understanding that the exploratory

16 account receives contributions subject to contribution limits

17 under the Federal Election Campaign Act?

18 A Repeat the question.

19 Q Is it your understanding the exploratory account

20 accepts contributions subject to election law limits?

21 A Yes.

22 Q You have also referred in your deposition testimony



1 to several meetings where you participated in discussions

2 regarding the poll.

3 A Right.

4 Q With respect to the Capitol Hill Club meeting with

5 Mr. Phillips and Hr. Teeter, how long was that meeting?

6 A Hour.

7 Q How much of that hour was spent discussing this

B poll?

9 A Five, ten minutes, max.

10 Q With respect to the meeting at the Golden Palace

11 with Hr. Greener and Mr. Teeter, how long was that meeting?

12 A Two hours.

13 Q How much of that two hours was spent discussing this

14 poll?
0

15 A Five or ten minutes.

16 Q With respect to the meeting with the Vice President

17 and Mr. Fuller and Mr. Teeter, how long was that meeting?

18 A Hour and-a-half.

19 Q How much of that meeting was spent discussing this

20 poll?

21 A Forty-five minutes to an hour.

22 Q To your knowledge, Mr. Atwater, did you or anyone
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1 else discuss the poll after the meeting in the Vice

2 President's office and before you received the press inquiry

3 from Rir. Edsel?

4 A No.

5 Q Mr. Levin asked you earlier in the deposition how

6 often you reviewed polls with the Vice President. I don't

7 believe that -~ I believe that there was another question that

8 followed that and there wasn't an answer to that. Could you

9 state for the record how often you review polls with the Vice

10 President?

11 A Well, sometimes -- whenever polls come out --

(V
12 generally anytime a poll is published by one of the large poll

13 organizations, which would include Roper, Gallup, Harris,

14 Finkelstein, Terrence and so forth, if I obtain a copy of it,
C

15 I'll discuss it with him. So sometimes that's as many times
V

16 as three a week. Sometimes we'll go three weeks, four weeks

17 without any polls coming out -- but frequently.

C-
18 Q In the past year, how often would you say you talked

19 with the Vice President?

20 A Two or three times a week at least.

21 Q And how often would you say you talked with

22 Mr. Fuller?
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A Twice a day.

Q Are there any other discussions that you've had with

the Vice President Qr Mr. Fuller, other than those that you

have testified to today in which you discussed the poll?

A No.

Q You have also been asked questions regarding

Exhibits 4 and 5. To your knowledge, who drafted Exhibits 4

and 5?

A My attorneys.

Q Itihy did you make changes in those drafts?

A Well, because they didn't accurately reflect what I

thought happened and what I tried to explain to them, and I

didn't want to sign a document that I did not think reflected

the truth.

Q Is the affidavit which you submitted to the Federal

Election Commission under oath and signed, your accurate

testimony?

A Yes.

Q To your knowledge, Mr. Atwater, has the Vice

President ever requested a poll be taken on his behalf since

1984?

(1

N

0

N

0

cr~

0

A No.
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1 Q Let me clarity. The reason I asked that is because,

2 as you know, the Vice President was a candidate for Vice

3 President in 1984, 50 it's not a trick question.

4 To your knowledge, did the Vice President review the

5 questionnaire of the poll at issue in this case?

6 A No, I know he didn't.

7 Q What value is it to you and the Vice President to

8 discuss polls?

9 A Well, as a sitting Vice President and an ongoing

10 politician, the Vice President constantly has an interest and

11 the need to know his political standing in the country. And

12 so it's an ongoing *- there's an ongoing need.

'1 13 Q How is that information utilized by you and the Vice

14 President?
0

15 A Scheduling, what things he's talking about as he

16 moves around the country, where he goes, what groups he's

17 speaking to, things like that.

18 Q What does he do when he travels around the country?

19 A Speaks on behalf of candidates, speaks to various

20 groups, speaks out on various issues, and polling is useful in

21 all these areas.

22 MR. BARAN: Thank you, I have no further questions.



1 (Pause.]

2 MR. BARAN: May I just clarify one thing. When I

3 asked Mr. Atwater about an affidavit that he has submitted to

4 the Commission under oath and signed, I wish the record to

5 reflect that I am not referring to Exhibit No. 6.

6 MS. LERNER: Let me make sure that I'm clear on what

7 you just said. Are you indicating that Exhibit No. 6 is not

8 the affidavit that Mr. Atwater signed and submitted to the

9 Federal Election Commission? It is not a copy of the one he

10 signed and submitted?

11 MR. BARAN: Let me state that there were filings

12 subsequent to Exhibit No. 6 which referred to this docwuent

13 and which, therefore, modified this document.

14 MS. LERNER: But was this document itself submitted
0

15 on behalf --

~I.
16 MR. BARAN: Yes, along with other subsequent

17 documents.

18 Can we go of f the record?

19 MS. LERNER: Yes.

20 [Discussion off the record.]

21

22
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1 EXAMINATION

2 BY MS * LE1~NER:

3 Q Mr. Atwater, Mr. Saran asked you if, to your

4 knowledge, the Vice President reviewed the questions that were

5 contained in the poll that we've been discussing. And I

6 believe your answer was, no, to your knowledge, he did not.

7 Can you clarify whether you meant he has never reviewed them,

8 or whether that was only prior to the time the poll was taken?

9 To your knowledge, has the Vice President ever seen

10 the questions that constituted the poll that we've been

11 discussing?

12 A Well, on the day of the poll presentation and that's

'1 13 it.

14 Q As far as you know, he had never seen them prior to
0

15 that time?
V
o 16 A Yes. And he specifically told me in the aftermath

17 of all this that he had never seen them. So he specifically

18 said he hadn't seen them.

19 MS. LERNER: Thank you.

20 Does your client wish to waive signature?

21 MR. BARAN: No, he does not.

22 MR. LEVIN: I want to remind everyone in this room
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1 that this is part of an ongoing investigation by the Federal

2 Election Commission and is subject to the confidentiality

3 requirements of 2 Usc Section 437(G) (a) (4) and (a)(12). We

4 are all bound by those sections.

5 I also want to -* I am presenting the witness,

6 Mr. Atwater with his witness fee.

7 This deposition is adjourned.

8 (Whereupon, at 11:06 a.m., the taking of the

9 deposition was concluded.]

10
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CERTIFICATE OF DEPONENT

I, HARVEY LEROY ATWATER, do hereby certify that I have

read the foregoing transcript of my deposition testimony, and,

with the exception of additions and corrections, if any,

hereto, find it to be a true and accurate transcription

thereof.

HARVEY LEROY ATWATER

DATE

CERTIFICATE OF NOTARY PUBLIC

Sworn and subscribed to before me, this the

dayof __________,19

NOTARY PUBLIC IN AND FOR

My commission expires:

10

0

N

0

0

21

22
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1 CERTIFICATE OF NOTARY PUBLIC

2

3 I, PAMElA BRIGGLE, the officer before whom the foregoing

4 deposition was taken, do hereby certify that the witness whose

5 testimony appears in the foregoing deposition was duly sworn

6 by me; that the testimony of said witness was taken by me and

7 thereafter reduced to typewriting by me or under my direction;

8 that said deposition is a true record of the testimony given

9 by the witness; that I am neither counsel for, related to, nor

10 employed by any of the parties to the action in which this

11 deposition was taken; and further, that I am not a relative or

12 employee of any attorney or counsel employed by the parties

13 hereto, nor financially or otherwise interested in the outcome

14 of the action.

15

16 7 ~

17 PAMELA BRIGGLE

18 Notary Public in and for the

19 District of Columbia

20

21 My Commission expires: May 14, 1990.

22
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MEMORANDUM FOR MARY LUKERS

FROM: KATHY SMITE

Craig Fuller has th. following coements to Mr. Teeter's
questionnaires
1. A great questionnaire.

2. Page 2, Item 16:

Please consider substituting u.s. companies are not
competitive with foreign manufacturers.

3. Page 5:

Please consider adding to the list of names Peter
Uberroth and Pat Robertson.

0
4. Page 6:

I know you are reluctant to add any additional
questions, but I would like you to consider a slightly

O different approach to the successor line of questioning.
Something like the following:
Since RR cannot serve a third term, some people are

0 considering who best could follow RR. Please tell us
whether you agree or disagree that the next President
should be:

1. Experienced in federal government;

2. Conservatives

3. Able to articulate new ideas~

4. Respected by foreign leadersg

5. Someone now in governmenti

6. Someone who worked with RRv

7. Someone who would keep America competitive;

8. Someone who woulS strengthen U.S. defense
capabilitiesi

9. Someone who would spend more to help to poor;
10. Someone who whould provide more help to farmers;

(There may be more or better questions. Perhaps you and Lee
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U.S. National #2 - Omnibus
Draft Questionnaire #1

l.::f eel things in this country are
generally goingin the right direction or do you feel things havepretty seriously gotten off on the wrong track?

2. Generally speaking, ou think our political systemand government are vor fairly well at the present
time, or do you think it needs significant changes?
3. (IF MUDS CEANGES, ASK:) What kinds of changes do

you think need to be made? (11033 FOR AT LEAST TWO
SMCIFZC 335103535)

4. Do you approve or disapprove of the way Ronald Reaganis handling his job as President? (WAIT FOR 33510353
AND ASK:) Would that be strongly (approve/disapprove)or just somewhat (approve/disapprove)? 

£

0 5. Do you approve or disapprove of the way George Bush is
N handling his job as Vice-president? (WAIT FOR RESPONSE

AND ASK:) Would that be strongly (approve/disapprove)N or just somewhat (approve/disapprove)?

0 Now I 'd like to read you some statements about variousV issues in the country. For each one, please tell me if youstrongly agree, somewhat agree, somewhat disagree, or
o strongly disagree.
or, RANDOMIZE

6. The United States should flhyg~ send troops to fight
in a civil war in another country, even if acommunist takeover is likely.

7. We should hlep ~ countries which are for us and
not help those which are against us.S. It is all right for the public schools to start
each day with a prayer.

9. If cities and towns around the country need
financial help to improve their schools, the
government in Washington ought to give them the
money they need.

10. Claims about welfare abuses are greatly
exaggerated~ most people receiving welfare
assistance truly need it.11. Labor unions have become too big and powerful for
the good of thee country.

12. Black people in the country should be given special
consideration for new jobs because of past
discrimination against them.



*
~ ~ U.S. R~ationa1 Draft #i

'ado for a moment. .

hink that trade with otherLnq and selling goods, helps themy or hurts the United States'

a foreign countries hut the economy
wiped your local economy, or hasn't
a?

4~e e~u~~a ~ w~inw - Lug three choices do y~a thinli
should be our country's foreign trade p.licy?
3A300K153

a. Have no restrictions on foreign impOrts so American
cossumers can have the videst choice possible ona tihat to buy

b. Restrict foreign imports from any country which
o restricts our products and trade freely with all

other countries
c. Restrict any foreign imports which threatenN

American jobs even if they are from a country whicho doesn't restrict our products
As you may know, we have a foreign trade deficit. This meansthat we are buying more from foreign countries than we areC selling to them. I'm going to read you some things, and foreach one, please tell me hov much you think each one hascontributed to the trade deficit a great deal, a fair
amount, very little, or not at all.

RANDOMIZE
-. p~4S ~ ~.a* C 4~~1~d'4 ~iinJ~&~% ~44i~hm~

160 ~Poor planning and management by U * S. companies17. Wage demands by American labor unions
15. letter quality of foreign products19. Unfair trade policies of foreign countries
20. Cheap labor in foreign countries
21. The selling of goods at less than cost by some

foreign companies
22. Do you think our limits on foreign imports should begreater, about the same, or less than they are now?
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23. Which of the following statements comes Closest to your
opinion:

ROTATZ.

a. The Japanese are competing unfairly with American
industries

OR
b. American industries are blazing the Japanese for

their own mismanagement and excessive labor costs
Here are some statements about other issues in the country.For each one please tell me if you strongly agree, somewhatagree, somewhat disagree, or strongly disagree.

RANDOgEZZU
240 Our economy and security would suffer if we did notuse military troops to protect our interests in

o other parts of the world.
25. Our country has a moral obligation to help peoplein other parts of the world, even those in neutralN or unfriendly countries.

0 26. A woman should have the legal right to have anabortion if she wants one.
0 27. The government in Washington should see to it thatevery person has a job and a good standard of

living.

28. Tighter controls are needed in the federal foodstamp program, many people now receiving food
stamps don' t deserve them.

29. Labor unions are very necessary to protect the
working man.

International terrorism is another issue which has been inthe news recently...
30. Some people say that there really is not much the U.S.government can do to reduce terrorism. Others say theU.S. government can significantly reduceterrorism. Which opinion is closest to your own?

U
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31. Do1ou favor or oppose the United States taking
tary action against terrorists?

32. (ZN' 011053, AIX:) Would you favor 02' Oppose
- militay action a;ainst terrorists who had killed

citia
33. (IF FAVOR 31T1 31 OR 32, ASK:) Would you favor or

oppose military action against terrorist Camps if thechildren in the camps are likely to be killed or
wounded in the attack?

34. (ZN' FAVOR 3T1 31 OR 32, AIX:) Do you favor militaryaction against terrorists who are suspected of planning
an attack or only as retaliation against terrorists hohave actually carried out an attack? (3oth coded as aa volunteered response)

35. (ZN' FAVOR ZZTI 31 OR 32, AIX:) Would you favor or
oppose military action ainat governments which helptrain and finance terrorists, even if that meanso risking a larger war?

36 * When terrorists are holding Americans hostage, do you
N think our government should negotiate with theterrorists for their release or refuse to negotiate
o with the terrorists?
V 37. Do you believe that the recent hijacking of the TWAairliner and other recent terrorist acts are largelyC the acts of individuals or small groups, or do you

think that most of them are being backed by some
foreign government?
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NOV Z '4 like YOU to 1Ste 7@Ut fmUiWS to~~t4 5050 people j~
politics ueing a zero t@ @5 haiitei le vith 100
meaning a vexy vera tWCIbbl0 t*llag, 3010 UeBUhiig a very
cold, unfavorab~e f.eltfaV, SM SO meaning not PSXtiOUlarly
yam 0 cold.

If you don't have en lupr ins bsat @1 have fleVOt heard of
the person, just tell end ve'12 go mite the next name.

The first person is (33RD AND ~AU~ * Nov

about hi~#her using a zero t. .me ~xee u 2 lsfl teal

MUDOKZ33

36. Ronald Reagan
39. OSOEgS 3mb
40. Robert DSle
41. Noverd Deker
42. Jack Ne~
43. James !h~eos
440 Jeenne trick

- a
45 * Walter Umfiale AY~
46. Ted Kennedy 4'
47. Tip O'Neill
460 Jesse Jackson
49 * Mario Cuom ~k.Y
50. Gary Hart

o 51: Geraldine Ferraro

53. Jane Fonda
54. Jerry Falvell

O 55. Gerald Ford
56. Jimmy Carter
57. George Wallace
59. Lee Zacocca

I also have some groups of people to get your feelings
about. The first group (is/are) _______. Hay do you feel
about them using a zero to one hunded scale?

RANDOKIZI

60. The Republican Party
62 * The Democratic Party
63. Liberals
64. Conservatives

a
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Thinking ahead to 1986 for a moment. .

65. Ronald Reagan is serving his second term as Presilentand cannot run for a third term. Is there anyone, ini$Irticular, you would like to see be the next President
of the United States? (Who?)

660 As you may know, George Bush may be a candidate towPresident in 1968. On a aero to ten scale, WheWe Ugromeans you would fl consider voting for George 3~~hfor President and ten means you would definitely votefor George lush for President, where would you placeyourself on this scale?
67. In the presidential primary elections in 1955 to selecteach party's candidate for President, assuming yourstate had one, would you be more likely to Vote in the(ROTATE: Republican or Democratic) primary or neitherone?

66. IF RZPUDLICAM nniaar, ASK: it the primaryO election to select the Republican candidate forPresident were being held today and the candidateswere (RANDOMIZE MANES), would you be voting for(REPEAT LAST NAMES IN SANK ORDER)?
o RANDOMIZE

a. George Busho b. Bob Dole
c * Howard Baker
4. Jack Kemp
e. Jeane Kirkpatrick

a. IF DON'T KNOW OR REFUSED, ASK: Which way
do you lean as of today -~ toward (REPEAT
FULL NAMES IN SANK ORDER)?

69. IF DDOCRATIC P~ZNARY, ASK: It the primary
election to select the Democratic candidate forPresident were being held today and the candidateswere (RANDOMIzE NAMES), would you be voting for(REPEAT LAST MANES IN SANE ORDER)?

RANDOMIZE

a. Ted Kennedy
b. Gary Hart
C. Mario Cuomo
4. Lee Iacoc~a

a. IF DON'T KNOW OR REFUSED, ASK: Which way
do you lean as of today -~ toward (REPEAT
FULL MANES IN SANK ORDER)?
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Hors are acme general election races for Pteid*~t thatcould be on the ballot in 3966 * For each @ne, g~eas. tellme who you would vote for it the election vete ing heldtoday and the pople I ineation were the candidates.
a. IF DON'T, NIW OS REFUSED, ASK: Which way do youlean as of today -~ toward (REMA! NAtE AND PAm)?
RADIDOKEZE R&~/ROTA!E MANES
70. George Dash, OR Ted Usmiedy,

Republican Danocrat
71. George Dash, OR Gary' Mart,Republican Democrat
72. George Dash, OR Lee Za@@@oa,Republican Dems@rat

Thinking about George Dash for a moment. .

o (HALF iaiiiza A)
N 73A. From all that you have heard, read and know about him,what are some of the things you ~ about GeorgeBush. MODE FOE AT LEAST TWO RESPONSES
o 74A. Again, from all that you have heard, read and knowabout him, what are some of the things you 4~3jJ~5about George Dash? MODE FOR AT LEAST TWO RESPONSES

a. IF DON'T UON OR NOTNING, as:: Is there anythingat all about George Bush that concerns or bothers
you? (What?)

(HALF SAMPLE 3)
733. If George Bush became Presidant in 1966, what are theareas you think he would handle particularly

well? (MODE FOR SPECIFIC RESPONSES)
743. What are the areas you think he might handlepoorly? (MODE FOR SPECIFIC RESPONSES)
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I'm going to read a list of issues to you and, for each one,
rease tell me if you think George voul

pretty much as Ronald Reagan has, mid handl, it
better, or would not handle it as veil.

RAMDOKIZZ

75. Our relations vith the Soviet Union
76. The federal budget dot icit
77. Taxes
76. Abortion
790 Policies concerning minoritiee
600 women's rights
81. National economic policy

Here are some character traits and I'm going to ask you how
much three well-known people poesees each one. 10 viii use
a zero to one hundred scale where 100 meems the person

o possesses the trait as much as ~ pines possibly can, and
zero means the person doesn't possess it at all.
Let's start with (TRAIT). How would you rate (NANZ) on this

O trait?
RANDOXIZE TRAITS/ROTATE NA1S WITHIN RACE TRAIT

Honesty
0

82. ______ Ronald Reagan
83. _______ George Bush
846 ______ Ted Kennedy

Concern

85. ______ Ronald Reagan
86. George Bush
87 * ______ Ted Kennedy

Leadership

86. ______ Ronald Reagan
89. _______ George Bush
90. ______ Ted Kennedy

Competence

910 ______ Ronald Reagan
92. _______ George Bush
93. ______ Ted Kennedy

U
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Here are some statements concerning George lush, inprtioular, and for each one please tell 36 if YOU Stronglyree, somevhat agree, somevhat disagree, or Strongly
gre..

RIDOEZZE
940 Bush has the kind at personality a President ought

to have.
95. Bush looks like a President.96. Bush, as President, vould keep us out Of Var.97. Bush sounds like a President.96. BuSh, a5 President, vould keep our Country
99. Bush acts like a President.

- kakmunLggam~±a
0 100. Party identification

101. Past Party identification
102 * Past voting behavior 

8o 103. Registered voter
104. Ideology

'4 105. Age
1060 Education

N 107. Employment status
o 106. Occupation109. Health, education, velfare occupation

110. Marital status
111. Spouse employment statusO 112. Union/teacher household
113. Farm household
114. Religion
115. Frequency of church attendance
116. Reborn
117. Income
116. Race
119. Sex
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This ~irwy of ~Iults in the United States was conducted by Market
Opinion Research for the Republican National Coimuittee. The major
purposes of the sumy are:

lb assess personal and job-related perceptions ofGeorge Bush, and to compare public perceptions of
0 Bum~ with tk~se of President Reagan.
0 To investigate voter support for Viceapresident

George Bush in both the primary and general elec-
tions for President in 1988.To n.p the national issue agenda, especially withrespect to the inportant issues of foreign trade andinternational terrorism.

0

Research sign

C San~1e/Fie1d

C- r'~:teen ~r~dred (1500) telephone intervieds 4ere 3d~inistered to i

zLst~red, zrooability~proportionate..tosiz 
rando ~anp1e of

citizens, 18 years old or older living in the continental United
States. The interv~~~ing was conducted between Septer'~ber 17th and
25th, 1985.
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113 sm~le we stratifted by tiw nIne U.S. Census regions.

Sltm Fruw by Census ~oion

PPS SuVi.

Thtal Nw~
of Areas of Intrvj.ws

Census ~aion

New ~tgland 16 79
Mid-Atlantic 49 245
Last !4orth Central 55 265
Wt ~4orth Central 22 111
South Atlantic 51 257Last South Central 19 95~st South Central 32 1~8

Mountain 16 80Pacific 42 211

Totals 300 1500

Sample ~i~hts

The san~le was checked ~ainst census data and previous survey re-
suits. ~justzient ~eights 'were applied by party identification, age
and race within re~ons. The ~.eights ~re applied ~y the prc~r~rYt used
in t.he subsequent 3natysis, i.e. fr3ctional,'-,achine 4eighing. The

weighted ~J for the sar~pte is fifteen hundred (>4=i30tfl.

- ii
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MAAICITO6'I~4gON

RESEARCH
The u~1e error for a siqae ra~ 5~I. (NISOO) is 42.5% at the
95% level, of confidence. This 'sans that ninety-five ~at of one
hu~ed sIq~le rai~wm s~Is viii have their sauple estimat, within

plus or ninus 2.5% of the ~pulation Value.

~ta frocessing

'I1~ interviews wsre ocnducted, validated aid edited in fVRs telepI~ne
facilitie, in r~troit, Fanuir~ton, and Livonia, Michigan. The c~u-
pleted interviews wsre ~dSd aid keyed and the data nan in the hcmne

office of Market Opinion Reacch, C~troit, Michigan.

o Staff Part ici~at ion

I~s igrl/()iest ionna ire: Robert Teeter and Freder Lck Steeper
0 Analysis Report: Julie ~eks and Frederick Steeper

- ul -
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~scial Analysis Measures in the Pagort

Party identification in th. analysis tables refers to the folloving

data:

Generally speakina. do you think of yourself as a Regublican, a
~crat, an Indeoendent or what?
~~~call yourself a strong (R*y./Dg..) or a not very strong

Strong I~i~'ocrat
Weak Dsyiccra~
Independent I~'vcrat

Independent

Independent Republican
Weak Republican
Strong Republican

Other

Full
Scale

17%
17
12 ___

10

13
17
14

Collapsed

Scale

~u. 46%

mc!. 10%

Rep. 44%

1.

100%

-
iv -

fV~

0

0

q~T

C
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Status Gras* in the analysis tables Ester to the fOllOving data:

Fanily Inowin

Less than $15,000

$15,000-'$40,OO0

Over $40,000

Lass than high School S~ue College I~,stK.S. Grad. Graduate College ~ Graduates

am___ III _______fl frfl!LLIGWISIA

I H~Q~ Ih~

The above Classification excludes the ~re I~in~cratic social groups:
blacks, Hjspanjcs, and Jews. The latter groups are coded separately
in the scale and are shown in the analysis tables only if there are
enough cases for reliable analysis.

These status groups have been found to have Significantly different
issue interests and degrees of support for the Republican Party.

High incc~iw
Intelligentsia
Nliddle class
Lower end
Jews
Hispanics
Blacks
~'Jot ascertajnelj

Total

Distriout jOn
of tnciex

15%
11
31
19
4
4

11
7

100%

-v 
-

I'7

0

N

0
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~ c~~u £n the analysis tables is another soc io

dumgruphic sepuntation of the population based on religion, union

ership, and region. ~h ~oup is waitually euclusive, that is, a

person can only ba in ~

(White Northern) Protestant
(White Northrn) Catholic
(White Northern) Union

Southern '*iites
Jews
Blacks
Hispanics
All others

Total

Distribution
of Index

25%
13
14
26
4

11
4
3

1.00%

- vi -

0

0

C
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Several other analytical variables were created to aid in the
analysis. Unlike the ~wwios.s ~~ecial variables, these variables are
caqaosd of ~rceptual rather than dsu~graphic data.

The uP~resi~tial Ballot Swiutuy* is a combination of questions 78,
79, and 80. A Core Republican votes for Bush on all three ballots and
a Core E~n~crat votes for the £~n~cratic candidat, all three times.
Mti-(~4AmE) t~iiu~crats vote for the C~n~cratic candidate in all but the
(NAME) vs. ~zsh ballot. The pro-(NAME) Republicans vote for Bush in
all but the (NAME) vs. ~ish ballot.

Core ~mocratic
Ant i-Kennedy ~vcrats
Ant i-Hart I ~fTKcrats
Anti-lacocca ~mocrats
Pro-Kennedy Republicans
Prc,-Hart ~ezub1 icans
Pro-I~cocca Republicans
Core Repuolican
Others

Total

Distribution
of Index

24%
6
5
9

3
33

130%

- vii -

0
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1?UK . --- grotectiontum ig~ices. Ow is a simple omi~inat ion of

quusti~3 14 aii 240 In this smasure, free tradeus are those who

think tim wzitry ~aaJ.d ~ better off with iinre foreign trade ai~ ~vre

inorts. frotctioflits hew the opposite viev.

1 * Protectionist

Mixed

Free trader

Distribution
of Index

2811
47%

19

30

'ci
l00%Total

23%

The other index is a cc~i~ination of questions 13, 14, 16, 23, 24, and

25. tt yields the following distribution:

Core ~rztectionist

t.~ean protectionist

NeutralA4ixed

Lean anti..protectior~ ist

Core 3nti~protecti~ist

Total

Distribution
of Index

17%
42%

251

1.3

28'
45%

17~

100%

- viii -
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11w 'Nilitaxy MUon Zndsi is oc~tprised oe qasetions 33 to 37. Those

wAs b~r tim qasetions are onuntd to ~OUU a 0 tO 4 scalA. Vbters at

tIm 0 eu~ ~pose military action in all the situations presented to

ttum, tk~ee who are a 4 favor it in all the situations presented to

thin.

0 No n~ilitacy action
1
2
3
4 Militaxy action in all cases

Total

Distribation
of Ir~sx

161
25
28
23
9

100%

Seven "~ster attitudes" were uncovered in a past u.s. ~ational study.

They were replicated in this study. These attitudes have been found

to significantly divide the electorate. The questions used to make up

these scales are listed in the question results. The distribution of

the scales are listed below:

Liberal
Mixed
Conservative

Total

Seven Master Attitudes

Gunboat Tradi- GDv6t.
Diplo- Arerica tional Assis- Gov't. t'nion Black

First Values tance ~lfare ?~enda ?~enda

23% 25% 20% 42% 22% 35% 17%

33 41 51 26 21 23 23
44 33 29 32 58 42 60

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

- ix -
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Distri~3tiCfl of ~rtcu~ it*lic on Seven MaSter Attitude Scales

Qa*ost fr~i- ~ gte
Di~ hrica tional Assis- Qw't. Lk'ion Black

Total 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

1985-Ibtal Liectocate

Liberal position 23% 25% 20% 42% 22% 35% 17%

Mixed 33 41 51 26 21 23 23

Conservative position 44 33 29 32 58 42 60
a-fl

- 1983-Total Electorate

Liberal position 26 19 17 45 26 28 25

Mixed 19 27 34 18 19 24 30

o Conservative position 55 54 49 37 55 48 45

1985-~pub1ican Prii~ary
Electorate

o Liberal position 19 25 15 33 17 23
lixed 31 42 52 25 17 22 2()

V Conservative position 49 33 32 43 66 55



u.s. National Study
S~t~r, 1,85
ThtaI Results

1. I~ ~u teel things in this a~intcy are Right di
generally going in tiw Eight direction Wrong tiordo)u1fe.1thingshAw~.tty I~ntiu~seriously gotten ~f on ttw wong Retuse4~
track?

2. Generally q~.aking. do ~ua think o.tr
~1itica1 system aid gov.rrinnt ar
'~rking fairly bell at tI~ ~reeent.
tim, cc do ~ua think ttay need sig
nit icmt dianges?

.1~ta
Iiac

torat
cectiOf~ . . . 6 0 * * *

. 0 9 0 0 0 * * * * . .39
******~.e 00,10ta. . . . . . 0 9 * * * * * I

~rking fairly bell . . . . 0 0

0 0 0 0

fuse4/t4&. . . 0 0 0 6 0 * 0

.53

.43

.3
*

Li. Pruning
~ tiec-.

66%.
24
8
I

69 4

a

~*bat kinds of changes do y~.a think rwed
RESR~4S~S) to ~ trade? (~S3 ~)R AT LEAST 'I~

S~ ATI~Q~D TABlE

0
4. ~ you approve or disapprove of the

way Ronald Reagan is handling his Job
as President? (WAIT ~OR RESi~JNSE M4D
ASK:) Would that be strongly
(approve/disapprove) or Just somewhat
(approve/disapprove)?

Strongly approve.
Sa~ewhat approve.
Sanewhat disapprove
Strongly disapprove
Ebn't know. . . .

Refused/NA........

5. ~ you approve or iisapprove of tft Stror~1y approve.................22
way George Bush is handling his Job Sariewhat ~~prove.................35
as Vice-President? (WAIT EOR RESK*JSE Sa~ewhat lisapprove.............
AND ASK:) Would that be strongly Strongly ~3isapprove..............(approve/disapprove) or Just smewhat ~n't know................. . .23

.2

(approve/disa 4 prove)? Refused/NA.....................3

3.

. 34

.34

.12
15
.4
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(IF MEW SICZ4IFICAWr QIANGES IN 0.2:)

Q.3 ~.t icig~ of chanoes do you think need to be ziude? (~sponses of 2% or qore)

Total Thtal

The deficit/National debt/~duw the
deficit/Get our spending under
control/~ficit spending/Cut spending,.'
Spending less noewy

Taxesfrax systa~ax reforuVChiflgee in
taxestlax structure/Need fair tazation/
Taxes are ~y out of linefraxes need to
be re-icrked

Better leadershiI~ in goverruzwntA* need
new politicians/Change in goverriwant
officials/Different officials/Change
the people in office

More ooncern for the people/think ziore
ab~ut the people in the country/Start
looking out for people in this
country/Interaction with people

0 instead of issues
tess foreign aid/Stay out of foreign

countries/FOCUS on problems here,
rather than overseasftake care of
ourselves instead of other countries

0
The President/Need a new president/Need

a different president/Replace the
president

Better jobs/Create jobs/Need work/Need
joos for people/More Jobs

Changes in overnment should be b~' the
~eople(fl~ey should respond .-~re to Lt~.e
~.a~orities' ~p~nions,'~pu~ar vote
instead of e1ect~ral vote

~ur ~-ade poL~:y 3al3nce trade/Foreign
~de ~1a~ce 'Knock ~ut all .mports/
Too ~ny tz~orts/trnporting too rruch/
Should buy z~re Az!erican

More honesty in politics/~ozLe in office
need better ~ral values ,'R?:Jce
corruption in ~vernzTent

Social Security~ThangO5 in
Social Security/Social Security
sI~uld still be giventraking

7% norwy from Social Security/Not
fair to older people-Social
Security 2

The judicial systaw needs to be
4 changed/Suprel'W Court ~~erhaul

Farming/Farming policy/Need a
better fart' policy/Faruars
need help/Goverrhzwnt st~uld do

4 si~zwthinq for the farziinrs
~Jot enough for the poorA~elp

poor people/Concern for the poor/
Underprivileged citizens need
help/Concern for the ~r~eless

4 4eed changes in criminal taw/
Stystern of parolling convicts
is had/CrizTe

4 CXzr political systenV~4eed a new
system/Not a ~ll-balanced
system

>~ot enough for the middle class/
4 More needs to be done for middle

and lower class
4 Foreign policy/More concern for

fforej'2n affairs,'Our relation-

~sS cie:3 se leSs -cney on
3 defense/Less scending on ~2~e

rn~li:ar1~ ~U.h:ary budget snouL~
~e tr~r'~ed

All ot~er miscellaneous responses

kcn't (now
?efused/No answer

Corbined Pesoonses

Economic Tent ions
~'oreign policy mentions 13
£~fense./Forei~n policy
Systemic chances

Taxes 6

-2
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Q.6-12 t*~i 1d like to read you s'~ stdteuw3ntS about various issues in tRw crart1y,1pceacfrc~w, ~ile~ t;.i1 m

strongly agree, scmu3what agree, scuiiiwtiat disagree, or strongly disaqree.

Q. 26-31 ~k~re are sc~ staten~fltS about other issues in the axantry. Ibr each ~w pI.e t.H if you st~m1v wre..

scua~what agree, swm~what disagree, or strongly disagree.

Neither
Agree Nor

Stror~jly Scumwhat I)isajree ~what SLronijly Wnt IuE~ue/

Attitude Scale 01 ibta I ~ kjree (~L.) ~ ~ flmfusecg ~j~j

'fl~ United States .sI~xIl(1 rover SelKi I ~

to fiyht in a civil war in amther Qiuntry,

even if a c~iununist take~er is likely. 100% 22 19 4 25 -

(Air ecoliolily duLl ~ecuriLy ~xu1d sutter it

we did r~t use military trixips to protect

our interust~ in other parts ut the ~rld. 100% 41 32 1 13 10 3 .50

Attitude Scale 02

We sbould help i~.1x. countries which ar~ br

us and not hell) these which are apin~t us. 100% 41 21 4 19 ii 4 +32

(Air o)uIItry has a nr)rdl obliyatiorl U help
people in other parts ot the ~rld. evun

those in ru~utral or untriendly cuuniriei. 100% 22 34 2 17 22 3 +37

Attitude Scale 03

It is all riyht tor jAIbAIC ~ichxds Lu

start each day with a prayur. 11)0% 55 21) 3 1 13 1 *55

A ~~iiian ShL)Uld hc.tve the k~jd1 ri'jlut b

have an abortion is she wants ~ 100% 46 19 2 6 24 3 *36

(continued on Ib~Xt payu)



~~4Q7~Q3 19

Q.6-l2 Now 1 d like Lu read you sc~m~ stattm~n'1S about various issues in the a~un * ftr each cia- lme tell m it v~a

strongly agree, scm~what agree, sonuiwliat disagree, or stron~§1ly disa~ee.

U. 2b-31 Here are scm~ staten~nts about other issues in the countrY. Ibr each oiu plme tell m if yai stkuKalv wz.

scum~what ree samewbat di ree or stroni I dis ree.
Neither

(oant d)

Nttitude Scale 54

It cities arri towns iruonil the wuiilry IU~A.'d

tinarEial help to Improve their scIwxA~,

the iy)verlbflent in Wa'-diiltiJti)fl nijht Li) yiVe

theto the io)ni!y they iui~'J.

The cJ)v*JrIuuint iii W1c3SlUflIJLCN1 sbould Stit Lu

it that evL*ry person has a job aIKI a

standard A living.

Attitude Scale Sb

CIain~s about VAltare abuses jre gredtly
exayijerated; u~st people receiving weltjre

assistance truly reed it.

Tiyhter antrois are ri~eded in tk~e tud&rdi

toad staiq? prcxjra'fl. many people rnw

receiviny toad stan~s ckxit deserve LIiuu.

Attitude Scale b

Labor unions have lxcine 1cx. bly jiid

powertul tor the qod ot the uxantry.

Labour unions are ~&ry nicessary to

protect the ~rk my man.

bLrcrRLJl ~#
'1~ ta I

Nor
~kiuiMiat Disijroe ~hat Strongly I~n't kncM/

Ajree (~A.L.) ~ 2hI~EE bf used ...M4.eL.

32 933
LOO~

22 25I Ut)~

Iuu~

LUU~6

+3

*2

*59

IOU,'

100% 435



Q.6-12 Now 1d like to re stjteimmt.s atxxit various issues in tt~ count * Vbr each one lease tell se if
disagree, or strongly disafiree.

0.26-31 Here are sour statesu~nts ahsz'uU other issues in the country. For each one please tell se If y~ !VA~7.

~ disaqree. or sjjydi~ree.

(coot '(I)

Neither
A~jree Nor

Stronijly Soutu~what Disagree Saimidiat Strongly Wnt krca/

AlA itu'k Su.ih~ wl 'I'otal Ijr~~~ ~ (~X..) Disaiiree Disagree ~ ~jj

~jack j~opi~~ in the couiiLry should be ijiven
Sj~Cid1 considuralion tior r~w jobs because
')t l)iist tiscriuiflatiOfl a~jaiflSt them.

(C~nbi ned wi lb Jesse Jackson therwui~ter
rati;~j 10 bwni scale *7)

100% 25 45

(d)PI)I: i~urcuI1La4jC I)dtereiice Index ~. "Asjree" minus ~ I)isagree,

-44



Thinking about ~Ix~ei4% trade for a ~innt. .

13. All Ill, c~youthinkthmttradS'Vith
other oountr tee, hoth baying a~ selling
goods, tul~s the United States' econmy
or hirts the United States' eoo,~?

Hel~as . . . . 0 0 0 0 0

Neither (v0u3r3)
Hurts . * . . S

D~n't knw. .

Refused/NA. . 0

14* ~.rtkwr.xtseveralyeats,~~Z More. *....... *....e .31
think air a~antry ~caid be better c~f ~at the urns. . . . . . . . . . .28
with nore trade, lees trade, or out LesS. . . . . . * * * * . . . * * .34
the s trade. r~, with Coreign ~n't kr~. . . . . . . . . . . . . 7
countries? (See, also, Q.24) Refused/NA. . . . . . . . . . . . . 1.

15. ~you kn~of any ~ecific bisirweses Yes . . * . . . . . . . * . . . . .46
inyourarea that havebeen~iartby No. *....... *...... .51
foreign cx~etition? [bnt kn~. . . . . . . * . . * * * 2

Refused/NA. . . . . * . . * * * *

16. Which of the fo1lowir~ three choices ~ y~u think should be our country's torei~n

trade policy?

(RNDCt4IZ~)

a. Have no restrictions a~ foreign imports so Ai~wriCarS
can have the widest choice possible on
what tobiyat the lowest ,nssible price...............k6

~. Restrict foreign imports fr~ any country which
restricts our products and trade treely with all
~ti~er countries....................................

Restrict any foreign imports .~hic~ threaten ~erican
~obe even if they are fran a country ~rucn icesn't
restrict our prod~ts................... *....................27

~efusediNA .

-E -

0

Ii
Elec- I'

~

S

0

* S 0 6 0

* 0000

* 0 0 S 0

*

0.4

.. 36
0.5

* 0

61%
2
32
5

35
27
3L
6
L

48

2



2 2

.37-
f
U. 

- tell.
ar

~' ot

'Ibtal Electorate

a~ la~r in foreign ~untries

i~g ,~ t~y hiw~~c~ labor
uni@~g.

Its selling of gnods at lass thmt
~st by foreign x~mnies.

R3or planning a'~~ nm~agemsnt by
U.S. c~z~anies.

Better ~.aality of foreign products.

tk~fair trade policies of foreign

~xantries.

Republican Prw~ary Electorate

Cheap labor in foreign ~untries

Wage demands by ~Twrican lai~r
unions.

The selling of '))ods at less than
cost ~y foreign ccmpanies.

?~or planning and ~nager'ient ~y
U.S. cr~ipam.es.

Better quality of foreign products.

Unfair trade policies of fore ~gn
~untries.

A(~~at AFaig' Very ~tAt knoiv/

100% 66% 16% 8% 3%

100%

100%

100%

100%

100%

47 30 11
4 

7

47 27 12 s

37 31 15 4 11

A Great
~Ibtal r~al

100% 71%

1.00%

1.00%

1.00%

1.00%

1.00%

A Fair

Aim~unt

1.7%

Very

Little

7%

Not At

A.ll

1%

t
know!

Refused

3%

54 29 10 2 5

47 27 1.4 5 7

40 36 1.5 3

37 33 21 6

38 32 15 4 1.0

-7-
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0



(19 waicia o ~m .1@telng
me closest ~ ~uir ~1nion: a

*~n1 -

(~T3) 
~U4 ~ AZ
Elecmr~

a. ~ Japsnin. are O~ting w~-
fairly b'tt~ rloan lr~ustria. 32' 36~

CR

b. Ausrican industries are bimuing
tk~ Jqwiss. ~r tl~ir ~n mis-uanaginnt u~ ICms iv. labor
costs. . . * . . . . . * . . . . 58 58

~~'tkn~. *eee..*,* * 6.8 6

HALF' SAMPLE B

Rrb).

238. *dch oe th. following state~mnts ~mss closest ~ ~ar ~inion:

(~TE)
a. I~ Europearm are ~2upstlng i.X~-

fairly with Aiwrican lr~ustries 30

OR
b. ~ierican irdustries are blaming

the Europeans for tk~ir ~ mis-
~nagement and excessive labor

.............................................................55

Lor~'t (flOw.....................14
Ref used,'~A......................2

24. Overteext3everal~a~~~.j 
~ ore..........................9thinkour2untryld~~tteroff 
Atoutt~ies~,e...................ballowing nor., less, or a~,ut t~w S~ ~Les5...........................

amount of foreign 1m~orts, &5 row,~fltO t~ '~untcy? Ck~n't ~ .................... 3

0 6 S 125. tf we allow fewer foreign u~ports Avoiding a trace war............35into our Country, other x)untries Allowing fewer 1nl~rts LfltO ~Untr-j~8
y allow fewer of ~zr products into E)~n't know.....................

~ ~untry. This is sa'~etLeS Refused/NA....................... 
--

lIed a "trade war." Whic~-i ~o jouthink is rrore unportant (~?YL~Th:
avoiding a trade war or ali'~ing
fewer foreign in'~~orts into ulJr

-8-



Intarnat lanai terrorism lnother isam which lisa ~en in S ~
recantly. .

32. Sam peopl, say that there really is '~
imich the U.S. goverruent can ~ ~duce ~ariin. 0tIw~ t* U.S.goveriunt - *i~iif V
terrorism. *d~h q~inIai is c)inmt ~
your ~m?

macft g~vt can b . . . .

Qov't can slQniUcantly reduce.

R.tueed/1. **0 0000...

~tal
3lec- ~.

Elec~r.
37%.. 57 56
6
0

33. ~ £farorcppcaetwuit.istatss Favor. * .(QODQ.35). 0*e ..73taking 3ilitary tion qaitut tergor- ~ . * * . . . . . . . . . . .19
~nt know. . . . . . *0. * * * .7

~.m.mo~fUS6d/N&. . . . . . ** * * * Og I

34. ~bild y~i favor or oppca. 'military Favor . . .(GO '~ 0.35) . . . . 0.43action agairwt terrorists *I~ lied ~ . .(~ 'D 0.36) . . . . . .40killed American citizere? ~n'tknow.(aomo.3e). . . . . .15 1
Retuged/NA,(QC) RD 0.38) . . . . . . 3

(ASK Q.3S-37 OILY IF FA~ 0.33 (R Q.34)35. ~.ald you favor or oppose uuilitaiy Favor . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .35action qainst terrorist ca,~e if oppose. . . . . . . . . . . . . . .40innocent people in the cu~,s are likely Oppose all ndlitay action (033,34)16to bs killed or i.~undSd in the attack? r~n't know. . . . . . . . . . . . . 8
Ref used/NA.., . . * * . . . . . 1

5. ~uld you also favor military Favor ~ainst suspected terrorists. 28action ~ainst terrorists ~o are SUS- Favor only as retaliation . . . . .47pected of planning an attack or only Favor neit~ier . . . . . . . . . . . 4as retaliation ~ainst terrorists wt~ Oppose all (Q.33,34). . . . . . . .16have actually carried cut an attack? t~n't know............. . . . S
Refused/NA...................

37. ~uld you favor or cz~~pose military Favor...........................36act ion aainst governz~ents which help Oppose........................40
traLn and finance terrorists, even if Oppose all Q.33,34)..............16that means r~skLng a larger war? ~fl't~now.....................7

.......................................................................

(ASK ALL)
38. When terrorists are holding Americans Should negotiate...............t~tage, do you think air 'pvernuent Refuse to negotiate.............34should negotiate with the terrorists t~nt kflOW................................6fortheirreleasec-xretuseto Refused/'NA....................

negotiate with the terrorists?

39. Do you believe terrorist acts are
largely the acts of individuals and
~iall groups, or b jou think that m~ost
of them are being backed by sane
foreign governn~nt?

tndividua1s/~ll roups.
Foreign ~vernment. .

Y~nt know............
Refused/NA.............

-9-

77
16
7
L

46
38
L5
2

40
39
'.3
7
1.

33

:3

* 27
.66
.7
.1.



Ca ii in t a
- a a a
* wgm

a~ iina~ Ah~ - i ~, Feat a~i~ IhtmAerI ujitvi a ~ ~
trw KL~5~ ~gu w ~aw usw aw&~m,. .w'~ w vw U --

Lktfwable
Total (0'49)

Ronald Megan
Lee Zacocca
Jeazw Kirkpatrick
'flu Rpublican ftrty
EI~ard Baker

George Bush
The [~i~cratic
Robert I~1e
John Glenn
Gerald Ford

Party

Jack KaIV
Mario Cucuro
GaEy Hart
Tip o'Neill
Ted Kennedy

J iiiy Carter
Pat Robertson
Conservatives
Walter Mondale
Jesse Jackson

c;eraldine Ferraro
Jane Fonda
- ~era1s
Geor;e Wal1~ce
errj Faiwell

~utral
(SO)

100%
100%
100%
100%
100%

100%
100%
100%
100%
100%

100%
100%
100%
100%
100%

100%
100%
100%
100%
100%

100%
100%
100%
100%
100%

Favorable
(51400)

66
51
35
52
36

49
49
35
43
50

22
25
41
44
44

45
12
32
33
36

35
30
21
22

K~nt know/
Mfused Averaq

1
19
38
4
32

S
4
29
12
4

57
53
17
10
5

2
70
10
5
4

6
3

LI
10

68
64
62
60
60

59
59
58
58
58

57
56
55
55
54

53
53
50
4-,
46

4.5
43

40
33

- 10 -



0.65-66 Of t~ ~.U0him ChI**tiEt~0 p~am eal~. ~ ~*itc~ C*VOA

th1a~k is t ~attmit br U~ 1 ~ tO hew?

IS~ich - ~aald ~a dm55 iS~ui!

koo~Mset

Respected ~v IoreiU' I~

H held a variety ~ govtmnt
£,OSitiOIW

Is in pve~rinflt r~

Conse~VatiW

K ~rIwd with Fcnald Reagan

58%

45

26

25

20

Cv No second nunt ion
D~n 't know/Refused

32%

1.9

13

26%

26

13

3 3

100% 100%

~tsL

56%

39

27

32

29

62

1 100%

21
13

1.4

1.5

7

2

100%

67-68 I will briefly describe four presidential candidateS and I'd like

u to tell irw which one ziK~st appeals to you.

~ (read below), the second (read below), the third (read below) and the

~T fourth (read below) * (IF MADE A FIRST OIOICE, ASK:) Which one ~,uld you

choose second?
'1~nal Electorate

First Second
C~nbined Choice Choice- - -

Republican~ unarv Electorate

First Second
Conbined Choice Choice
- - -

Would step-up the race of

go'JerflrTeflt spending and s~ren~theflI.flQ
our posiitOfl in the ~rLd.

Cons iders reducing the federal ~iidget

deficits, the countr!~f'5 rm.in~er me
priority.

Has the best *rsonal qualifiCatL~)fls
for the job.

Is a fighter for ~king rr~jor zh.~r~jeS

in goverflfl~flt.

None
~ second choice

on 't know/Refused

60% 35% 26% 64%

60 27 35

36 20

34 15

16 37

19 29

1. --
- 2

2 1
-- 1
100% 100%

- 11 -

Mmxv LIectorat.

M~t t~t

teristics tez~istics

27% 28%

4Q% 25%

36

19 19

Li Id

I

100%

2
I

100%



- ~ '~n ~!Idfik 13 ~i44~Ko

Jack ~
Thd -
Gsrj Hart

Good
~.L (6-10)

100% 51
100% 18
100% 44
100% 43

Nwtral

20
13
16
21

Sal

26
17
38
25

I~n't ~/

3
51
2

10

Re~iblicwi frimezy Electorate

Good Neutral
- - -

George BushJack Kate

Ted Knnedy
Gary Hart

Sal(0-4)

100% 67 17
100% 25 13
100% 25 16
1.00% 35 23

D~n't IcnrJd/
Refused ~!g1~ A2:~

-
2 6.8 2.4

48 5.4 2.6
1. 3.6 3.1
9 4.8 2.7

AVq. - Averaqe on a zero to ten scale.

S.D. = Sta~dard ~ev~.au.on arotrid avera~.

S.D.

5.7
4.9
5.2
5.4

2.92.6
3.3
2.7



*D3taI

73. tntkwgws±dsntia1~tiasEyeIc~1au Lit ~pub1ican. * . . . . * * * * * *1966 tomlsotewhpszty'. cari1~te ~a~1c. (OO~Q.77). *. .. .40mming1 1 wistaw h~ NSltIm as (~ ~ 0.78).,..* .jp
to i~* in I~fl'tI~. (GO~Q.7S). * * .0.6

Oincntic) Refusal/Ia. (00 ~ 0.78).priua~y ~ rwith.r as?

74. Ittiw~ri y*lecttontog.3.ctUw a.Gsorg.aash. *....... . . .58Republican candidate 6~r P~esidsnt b. Bob ~I. . . . . . . . * * * * * .10're being ~ld today aid tkw Caidi- C. Hoia~l Sdcr. . . . . . . . . . . .12datesre(RMec~IZgNggs),~~g~g d.Ja~kK~. *..........8
~ *.JeansKirkpatrick. *000**,*7

INSAMEORCER)?(IF~H'TIQI~JII
REVUSED ~Aich V5~4 do y~j lean as RefUsed/Ia. *S0oegg* 0 *
of today - tcmard (REPEAkT FULL !W4ES
IN SAME OR~CR)?

~ W?~ ~uld be y~.ar second choice? George hash . . . . . . . . . . * .19
(REPEAT NAMES IF N~ESSARY) Bob ~J*. *0000egg**g* .22

9.) J Hovard8d~.r. .......... .17Jack Km~ . . . . . . . . . . . . .11(~) I Jean. Icirkpatrick.........l5 p

Refused/NA. . . . . . . . . . . . . L

(Q.76 ~t asked)
0

77. If the primary election to select the a. Ted Kennedy .................................... 44£eT~cratic candidate for President b. Gary Hart . . .............................. 22were ~ing held today and the candi- c. Mario Cuoyx~.....................
dates were (RAND(~'1IZE NAMES), '~o.zId d. tee tacocca......................A
you ~e voting for (REPEAT LAST NAMES L~n't now.......................
TN ~ME ORD~)? (IF ~ KNcM/REFUSED: Ref~sed,"A........................
ASK) Which ~ay do you lean as of
today -- tzwar~d (REPEAT F!JLL ~IMES EN
SAME ORDER)?

- 13 -



0
ItUSS*IIt thut o~a1d bs m thu baflot in

- ~ - lma - of t~ - ~4 (UWAT

Bush
~amudy

V~EL turn s~ cm)
~taL R~iabUcsn

~ ~
51% 83%
45 16
4 1

100%

Bush
~act
K~~n't knov/Rsf used

Bush
lacocca
i~n 't kn~u/PetuSd

0

100%

50%
45

5

100%

81%
16
2

100%

76%
22
2

1.00%

49%

7
100%

- 14 -



LIK3 DUST

R.egans £mnArbcrks with ~qaiv
Fo11o~u Nsagm's ~licim/
Philosophies

H~iest/Integrity/Sinosris/vat~
E~Cp~iencs, 8~k~oww3/~ islif led
btraightfolward/fttthzight/

Oits~
Intelligsnt/Shmrp/Uducat.d

Foreign affairs/I9or.ign policigs/
Foreign relations

Air ight/Ckay/Lbing a ~d ~ob
~fl-lntccumd/Icnowledg.abi.
Conservative
1~rsonak~1e/E~rsonal ity/Lik.abl./

Charismatic

Articulate/Talks ~ll
Vice-pros Ident
Issues/Views/~~licies/Phi1osophies
(kod person/Fine
Leadership quality/Strong leader

Held a variety of ~vernzient
positions (unsp.)

All other issue related responses
None/Nothing
2~n't know/~n't kr~w him
Refused/No answer

Conb med Responses

C~petent
Issues
Strong
Trust~rthy
P~ t &:ios It ions/Resume
personable
Concerned

DISLIKE -

Low gofile/In the tack-
groind/?~e In the llzns-
light/Needs n~re
experience

C~noxious/Superior attitude!
Arrognt/Pust~

I~her stup fcc Re~an/
Second hm~ -

Not ajgresslve et~4~/Not
forceful

*ak/Spin.less3
3 Not Presidential nst.rial/
3 Not qualified presi-

dent ial candidate
3 Not o.atspoken/D~m r~t take

a stand
2 Talks too ~uch4to nuich
2 talking/Talks, r~ ection/
2 Rits his foot In his n~uth

Conservative
All ,ther issue related

responses
All other miscellaneous

responses
Everything
None/Nothing

cn't <now/DOn't (fl(Y'.V hL~
Refused/No answer

16 ~nt~r~ed Responses
16
ii beak

7 Issues
5 Not j~rsonable
4 Not concerned
4 t~trustworthy

Past ins it ions/Resuire
I nc~pe tent

- 13 -

5'

3

3

3
3

2

2

2

2

2

3
1.

.1.

6
1.



kwh beeuin President in 1986

i~ . tiw tt~inos v~a think ? aiaht handle ,corlv? (Responses of 2% or
acre)

~NDLE W~L

Total

Foreign policy/Foreign affairs/
Foreign relations/International
affairsA~egotiations with
fore ign countries/Experienced
in foreign affairs

National deficit/Reduce federal
budget def Ic it/Budget/Balance
the badget deficit

Carrying out m of the
principles Reagan has insti-
tuted/Follows Reagan wsll/
Continue to do what Reagan
has done

Economy/Economics/Econc~uic
growth/Get economy moving

t~fense/Nat ional defense/I~fense
of our nation/Security -

military/Enforce the military!
Our military position/Strength-
ening the military

23%

12

5

4

4

Government spending/Federal
spending - reduce it/Bringing
hown gover~t~ent spending/Cutting
daste in government spending/
-inanc:al things

~:n2.str3tjon r~nagement/Competent
3~-2.s:r3tion for ~xareaucracy

tt .ng,'Or;anizat ion /Goverru!nent
as a whole, ~uld be a better
leader/i~iore experience

Foreign trade/Fore ign imports -

get the trade Qoin~ better!
Straighten out fore ~gn trade!
Trade deticit,/Thade ~ith China
and ndia

~nestic 3f:aLrs'Han~.e iornestic
policy ~tter than ?ea.;an

All other rmiscell3nec~us responses

EWICLE ~ORLY

Thtal

Foreign affairs/Foreign
relations/Foreign po3icy/
Foreign policy, detri-
rrntal to certain aides 12%

t~ficit/kadget deficit/
Reducing the deficit!
National dsbtA~t er~ugh
of an econceist to help
the deficit/Reduce
deficit spending/Finan-
cial affairs 8

t~fenseA4i1itaKy/NationaI
defense/~fense systenV
Concerns about disarm-
jmentA&,uld reducs the
'~ilitary 3

P~b1ic image, speaking
£~ility, motivation lacking/
Not making progress, doesn't
show for the ~ib1ic/Public
personality, doesn't come
across on television ~ll 3

lot strong enough/~es not
have strong L-age/Not
s trom enough personality
~ stand ~o for what he
e~e~es Tht sure he wouIc~

taKe ~ r-on.g stand/Not
3 3rOfl~ erson, not
forceful 2

conomy/Economics /t)~esn' t
;et publicity on economics!
~veryone pronises to get
the economy in order 2

E'orei;n trade/Trade policy 2
Social Security,'Cuts in
Soc.al Security 2

.~lfare/'rear..-~nt of
welfare people/The whole
country - ~lfare 2

:n~ploy!1ent~'Jobs - not
;etting :obs/~lo~'r~nt 2

(continued on next ~e)

16 -



'\81-625 '11.1.! ~~3* 3) If Giaras 3mb ~
ar ~?

4t are the thinos v~a think Is .ioht handle DoorlY?

(cont 'd)

~LE

'rotal

HANDLE P)ORLY

Thtal

Evezything/Entire off ice
Nothing/E~m't think Is does 'll/

~n't handle anything wil
I~n 't know/Refused

Crirtined ResponseS

Foreign policy
£cora~~ic issues
[~iestic/Socia1 policy

1% ConcernS abOut the poor!
lack of concern for the

5 poor/tare of our poor,'
4 L1~ lo~inr classes/Caught

stvrt in handling eleuwn-
tazy lizuan rights of the
poor

10 Lack of ability to ir~rk
with Cor~iressAt~uld not

5 stand up to Congress!
Relations with Congress!
1>~esn' t have the ~rson-
ality to handle Congress
that Reagan has

All other miscellaneouS
r~spOflSe5

Eve~ythingA'4ill do every-
:~ing wrong

No, ~u1dn't jo a ~d job
on anything/Would do a
fine ~ob

(now/Refused

S~f4 Res~yonSeS

- ore'~~ ~
con~:o issues

~ack of Lea~er3hLp

- 17 -



Not tIai~le Know!Hav~Ile iiaz~1@ It AS It As ~l1 I~f. PD

'Ibtal Z2ac~ra~ ThtaI It BettOr

~~n's rights 100% 24 47 16 13 4.

Policies concerning minoritieS 100% 22 SI 14 13 4-

Tt~federa1badgetdSfiCit 100% 21 49 19 10 4.

100% 17 43 16 24
Our relations with ttw Soviet

Union

National corauic policy

Taxes

i~pi.~1ican Priniary E1ec~rata

WaTUI's ri4its

Policies ~c~ning minorities

T~ fe~ra1. bud~t ~ficit

~bortiai

:at~.onat ec~n~u.c policy

Our relat~s ~th the Soviet

Ta~es

100%

100%

100%

100%

100%

100%

100%

100%

100%

100%

23

18

19

25

22

26

LB

20

17

(a)t

a
a
2

*1

53

59

31

44

32

33

(a) ~r ta~ Differen~ L~'.c~: = % "~uid handle .t better" ~LflUS % "~u1d not ~'a~

Lt as ~~ell."

- 18 -
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bie #* - - : 'a ~Lq to ~ w4*g~ tIwm ~sW.

I~rd~e% paple ~swm ~Sl -. m will ~ a - to tell ~3e 'iwge

~ ms ~w ~ruon ~gg VS trait - ml a pSsflUl possibly m,
- asro m~ tie piu@nSflt ~..eem It at a21.

at's .tint with (UAZT). Ibi ~mld yaa rate (WU) on this trait?

Electorate

7.1
90. Ibald ~S9%

91. George flush

92. Thd K.nmdy

93. i~nald Reagan

94. George flush

95. ~d Kennedy

LED~SHI~

96. Ronald Reagan

97. George Bush

98. Ted Kennedy

Ca1PETD4CE

99. Ronald Reagan

100. George Bush

101.. Ted Kennedy

6.8

5.7

7.1

6.6

6.5

7.7

6.4

6.2

7. 1

6.6

6.2

kpubUo'ktgv
330t5t0

8.4

7.6

4.5

8.4

7.7

5.5

8.8

7.4

5. t

3.3

7.7

5.1

- 19 -



102. ~ met g34~1SL IUSe '44 y~a
~smib jawssZf a liberal, a
cmuetv.tiv.. cc a indinut*? (~ZT ~a
MS~IS MID A~3) 0 ~aa ww~ to be
.xtzsly (libSt.l/~A~VSti')e fairly
(lib.ral/OOIS@tvattv.) or j~at slightly
(libecal/co'WIYtiVS)?

Slightly liberal. .

~ublic~tal PrimAry
us, Slec

0 0 3%
lees

I 00 4 .5

Mo~rata. . . 0 0 0 0 0 S 0 0 S 0 .52

Slightly CtXU@rVatiV@.
Fairly ooeue~vat iv. .

Extramly coiwervat iv..

~f used/NA. . . . . *

.8* 13

.7

* . 0 00 0 5
* . . . . .1.

(N~Th'1I Q.103 MID Q.104)

~\03. II~ ~.ild y~a ~bscribe ~j~UE.~!3, -

a liberal, a (zxuecvativ. cc a
u~derate? (ASK:) Wc~zld y~u say he's

l"~ *xtreuinly (liberal/COfl5~VatiV@),
fairly (liberal/cOrU.rvatiV@) or just

0 slightly (liberal/coMrvatiVe)?

Extresaly liberal . . . . . . . . . 2
Fairly liberal. . . . . . . . . . . 5

Slightly liberal. . . . . . . . . . 3

Modsrat. . . . . . . . . . . . . .26

Slightly cora.rvatiV@
Fairly cormervative .

E~xtrenwly coservatiV.

* . .10
* . .25
* . .20

I ~ 't know. . . . . . . * * . * . . 8
Refused/NA. . S * 0 * 0 * S 0 0 * . 1.

0104. How ~A~uld you ~scribe ~ -

as a liberal, a conservative or a
t!Oderate? Woild you say ta's
extreriel.y (liDeral/conserVatiVe),
fairly (1.iberal/c3nSerVatiVe) or just

slightly (liberal,'conSerVatiVe)?
(liberal/conservat tveV?

ExtrelTely liberal . . * * . * . 2
E'airlyiiberal..................
Slightly liberal..................4

Moder3te........................36

Slightly '-x~serv3tVJe............U
Fairly c~nserVatLIe................21.
ExtrefTely ~nserVat1Ve............7

Ref uSed/~4A. 1.

-20 -



t~, a -~ qmstiain &x' statistical ~wosee. .

Total RePublicanPriwury~lctora~
DI. Gewurally speaking, do ~a thiNi

of y~wself a~j~g 0 , a
, an ~ 'Aat?

Republican. .

tndSpSnd.nt .

~b piefereno.
Other . * * . 0

I~fl't know. .

Refused . . . 0 * 0 0 *I-

t~I,

N

C,
D2. tn the last general election in '4hich

you voted, which answer best describes
C, h~ you voted for state and local of-(V6) if ices such as governor and Senator?

(~&.D ~WES 1 i'~tx~j 7/ALTE~ATE
TOP 10 ~ M/BO 'rvM tO lOP)

Party Idntiflcation Scal

Strong I~tvcrat . * . I
*ak~crat. *.. 1
Independent L~ivcrat. 1

tndependent . * . * * 1

Independent Republican 1
*ak Republican . . . I
Strong Republican . . 1

Other/Not ascertained

.0

.7 1

.7 2
2 2:

o 3!

3 19
7 37
4 

3E

Straight ~tivcratic
Mostly E~w~cratic
A few more ~mocrats

than Republicans.
About equally for both
parties..........

~ few ~ore Republicans
~an ~mocrats.

StraP;~it Republi:an

Otner..............Never ~ted.............5 5

~flt (flOW...................2Refused/NA.............

D3. Are you currently registered to vote
at your present 3idress? Yes................

No.................
Registered elsewhere 3
~ know.............*
Refused/NA............--

- 21 -

* 0 0

* 0 0

* 0 S

* 0 0

* 0 0

* 0 S

31%
34
30
3
*

1

* 73%
3

22
1

*



0

* total ~pub1ica.
Primary

83.ectorate
DU. lOSt 15 y~hr I~'OKJImte age?

(ViG)
18-24 yeats
25-29 yeats
30-34 ye~ms
35-39 years
40-44 y*~g
45-49 years
50-54 years
55-59 years
60-64 years
65-74 years
75 a,~ ~g'

Refused
D9. ~*~at is tkw last grade of school y~u

C~1.t.d?

1)10. \re YOU currently. . . .(READ 1-5; (~E
~SWER C*JLY)

Grade school or less
(Grade 1.6) . . .

Sa~w high school
(Grade 9-11). . .

Graduated high school
VocationAl school

Technical school.
Saiw college-2 years

or less . . . . .

S'~?Ie col2.ege-~ore
than 2 years. . .

Graduated college .

~st-graduate ~rk.
Refused.

E~ployed 3nd work jig
t'ill-ti~,e.........

~loy~d 3fld ~'orkia~

.Ther-~plcye*'i..........
Reur~d............
-iousewi ~

.re!T~porarily laid ~f if
(VOLurs~R.~D) .

Other..............
1)~n't know.........
Refu.sed,'NA..........

- 22 -



~publican
Total Priws~y

Electorate Electorate

Dli. stat is y~ar prasent narital status?

Dila. (I? MARRIED) Is your ~use ~irrently
* .(RZAD 1-5g (TIE ANSWER C3IL~)

013. E'r~n the fo1lowir~ list, what ~~uld you
say is the occupation oE the pritna~y
wage earner in your fxr~ily?

Single. . . . 0

- Married . . a S

Divorced. we.

Separated . .

WldovAUido~r.
Ibn't kr~. .

1~stusedAa.

~ploy.d and working
full-'tium . . 0 0 0

&i~loyed aid ~i1cing
part ~tiaiw . . . .

rinutp loyed. . * * *

Housewife . . . . .

Thu~,orarily laid of t

Other . . . . . . .

Refused/~4A. . . . .

Salaried erploye
(~nanager, salesr~n,
accountant) * * *

Self-u~loyed * . .

Retired . * . . . .

Professional (doctor,
lawyer, CPP~). . .

Tr3des~n (:arpenter,

Exec'~tive ~orporate
~fizer)..........

.

* 58

*

* 1

*

* 26
* 10
* 17

.4

.1
Ser-:tc~s (-~urse,

Hourly ~rker (l~orer,
typist)............

Student..............
~cIucatt~n (~acher,
counsel'~r)..........

Other................
~n't (flOW................
Refused/NA...........

- 23 -
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1.
16
15

2

*



0

DiS. f~ee anyuw in your household ~ any
farming? Respondent. .

Othr zun~Sr oC
household.

Both. . . . . 0

Norm. * . . .

I~nt knov. .

Refused . . . 0 * 0 0 0

'Ibtal RSPUblIPri~

0e0e 
3

* . . . 2
* . . . 2
* 0 0 0 93
0000

DiS. Is your 'ork or anyone in your household
in tim field of health, education, or
Social iiiejfare services?

Respondent. . * . * .
Other nwi~er of house-

told. . . . . . . *Both. . . . . . . . . . 2 2None. . . . . . . . . . 77 79

Refused. . . . . . . . -

D19. ~s anyone in your tousehold belong to labor union or teachfts' association?(CI~LE A WDE (1~JDER BOTh RESEV~WI~ AND ~11IER t~U.SCR) Rept~Licw~
~tai. Electorate Prinazy Electorate

Other
ResDondent Mefvt~er ~!2fl~!fl.~. Me be~.

Labor union. * .................................... 10 10 8 5T'eachers association......................4

Refused/Si~1e "ember ~useho1d. . . .

D21. ts your religious ~ck~round ~otes-
tant, ~n C3tholjc, Jewish or
Sor'tethinj else? (IF "SOMEThING QSE"
DR ~~'C~AR ~ '21RISTP~J, ASK:) rs
t~a~ i christian church?

D2IX. 'buld you say that y-u jo to d~urch
(READ (flOES)

- ?rotestan~ (e.t~. ~aptist,
lethodist, etc.).

- Rcw~an C~tholi:........
Jewish...............

- Other Thristian . . .

Other Non-~hristian/
~Jnspecified.........

None.................
:kn't (flcY4..............
.Refused.............

* . every ~ek..............28
AI'iost every ~ek . 12
Once or twice a r~onth 17
A few tines a year. 31
"~ever..................

know..............
~efused.................

- 24 -
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025. h4~idi of the following mom ~
includes y~w WAL IIXMIOW ZICOIS
in 1964 befoi tmme? (3~aet e~p te
when I raad the ~cract cat.go~y)

tJhder $10,000 . . .

$10,000.415,000 (14,1
S1S,000-$20,000 (19,1
$20,000~$25,000 (24,9
$25,000-$30,000 (29,9
$30,000-$40.OO0 (39,9
$40,000..$50,000 (49,9
$50,000 and ~r. .

Refused . . . . .

~PUb1icanTotal Primary
~ ~ate

'*11 6199) 13 13
99) 12
~99) 12 ii
'99) 11 14
'99) 14 16
99) 7 3
* 11 14
.3 2
.5 3

026. (TRAr F~t ~4ATIOKALIFT CR ASK:) Is
y~zr racial or ethnic heritage white,
black, hispanic or what?

ito . . . . . 0

B lack . . . . . 0

Hispanic/Spanish
Aitsricagvthicano.

Oriental. . . . .

Anurican Indian
Other . . . . . .

r4ot ascertained

D28. Sex: (BY OBSERVATICXJ)
Male . . . . . .

E'erriale.........

Political Strata

Pacific.................14
~1Ountaii.................5
East North Centr~i1 . 13
West Nort.-i ~tr~l . 7
~e) 3out~..............26 

-'

3orier...................3
16

New ~~..........

- 23 -
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MARKET OPINION RESEARCH

~ap~ i, ~rzau CF vTCg~pinzcmr ~ swag

Though th. office of Vics-Presid.,~ is often thought of as bing an
outaIof~mthemlius1ight office whose occupants of ten fad. into th. poll.
tical background, Vic.-President George Dush hbwiks that notion with
a visible preseno and fairly '11d.fined public image. A~ng the
nation's el±giblq voters, only 23% do not have an opinion about his
performnan~ in office, and only 5% do not have an impression of him~q.
Personally.

0
The American public reacts favorably toward Bush both in terms of his
job performance and on a more personal level. Fifty-seven percent
(57%) approve of the way he is handling his job as Vice-President

0

while only 171 disaoprove. On a zero to one hundred degree

scale of personal favorability, gush draws a rating of
590, 5th out of a list of 21 political ~i;ures. r-falf of the voters
(49%) have a favorable 4ression of 3ush, 26% have ~e~tr~l ffeeli~.;s
a~ut iLr~, and 20% are unfavorably inclir~ed toward 3usri. Only Ronald
Reagan (68), Lee tacocca (64@), Jeane Kirkpatrick (62) and Howard
Baker (60) have hi;~er average thermomet~r ratings than Bush. All
~ut Reagan, however, have a ~ru4ch lower level of awareness. So, while
their thermor~ter ratings may be higher, fewer people are able to
offer an opinion ao~-x~t them. 3ush is thus ~ much more familiar
political person than these other potential Presidential candidates.



b

MARICIT OPINION RESEARCH

People wre inked t~c open-ended qaseticiw aboUt ~Ast tiwy liked ~st

~ immet out George mash. Fiftyaw percent (51%) can give

an aiWiUr about what they like best about Bush, 39% can give no

aw~r, and 10% -Y ttmy like ,~thing about Bush. Aa~ng Republican

pZ'ilUty votSi5, 68% can flinum UWthiflG tiDy Like, 30% don't kfbOV, and

only 2% say tiwy don't like anything about him. Republicans (es-

pecially older, East North Central, and high income Republicans),

Border South residents, men, senior citizens, and higher status

Ameri~aaw are those nest able to relate something they like about

Bush.

Adjectives dealing with ~tpetence are tiD nost frequently volunteered

as the basis for liking Bush (16%). l1~ose are folloid by adjectives

relating to strength (11%) and trustworthiness (7%). Seven percent

(7%) specifically say they like Bush because ~f his close association

with Reagan. The following is a sur'u~ary of the r~st frequent vol-

unteered reasons f~r liking Bush.

C~tence: experienced,
intel I. i;ent, knowledgeable,
c~l, etc.

3trength: forthright, strong
leader, willing to take a
stand, etc.

Trust~rthiness: honest,
sincere, fair, etc.

Reagan association: ~rks dI~th,

follows Reagan's policies

Past positions: Vice President,
held variety of pos~.:ionS,
diplo.'~at, C.I.A.

Total rr~nt ions
Nothing liked
t~~n't know

Total
~fl.ectorate

16%

11

7

7

Republican
?'rirt'ary
Voters

23%

13

9

13

-2-



MA*JCLTOI'INION RESEARCH

LLttIe me than a third of the American public (37%) are able to
untIu mehing they d~'t like about George Bush. F'ully hale (50%)
can i nothing, u~ 13% say there is nothing they don't like about
Bush. Thou. '*~ do nmnti.on mthing about Sish they dislike are n~re
apt to ~ ~crats, Jews, and East North Central residents.

While 11% of the voters volunteer adjectives attributing Strength to
Bush, nore voters (17%) voluiiteer a2j.ctive~ attributing weakness to
Bush, e.g., 'wsak, 'not aggressive enough tm does not take a stand,"
not axisistent,' 'wishy-vashyu t~, easily strayed,' etc. Included

in this 17% category are rmgative references to Bush's relationship to
o Reagan, e.g., "rubber stanp for Reagan' (3%) and 'he's a 'yes' man

(1%). Significantly, less than 1% of the Republican primary voters
say they don't like Bush because The's not conservative enough." The

0 following is a stu~1ary of the most frequent reasons for not liking

Bush:

(r

Republican
Tht31 ?rimary

lectorate VotersWeakness: not &gressive, wishy-
*4ashy, not consistent, rubber
stazip, etc. 1.7% 16~

Low prof lie, in the background/
not in the limelight 5 4

Not ersonable: arrnr;ant, his
personality, S..Lpertor attitude 4 3

Total r~2ntions 42 37Nothir~ disliked 11 13I)~n' t know 47 50

-3-



MARKLTOPINI(PRZS(ARCH

In ~iaan ~ Urn volunteered likes and dislikes of Bush, there is
a pester wnmntraU~u of anevers when voters are asked what Bush
would handle particularly well it elected President. Fully 23%
volunteer foreign policy in general and another 7% volunteer such
Specific arem national deteiw., foreign trade, relations with the
Soviet Uftion, and nuclear arms control. 8y comparison to foreign
policy, 20% volunteer economic issues including a 12% mention of
handling Urn d.ficit problems Bush mild handle '.11.

Overall, 51% can volunteer something they think Bush would handle
well; 5% say he '~1d handle r~,thing well; and 44% hay ro peroptions
of Bush in this ocntext.

There is less focus to the answers on what the voters think Bush rLight
handle poorly. Forty-seven percent (47%) of the voters do have
sa!1ethi~ to volunteer, but these responses are spread across foreign
policy/defep~ (1~%), econa~jic issues (13%), and other cbr!estic issues

(12%).

These ;eneral evaluative questions point out several Eindings:

* Bush is 'all-known as Vice-Presidents go, and enjoys ageneral 1~ ~varrn reception arrong the national electorate.
* Bush's -~ajor pluses at this time are public perceptions ofexperience, competence, his connection to PresidentReagan, md his ability to handle foreign policy issues.
o ~;or Aeakness at the present tine is rust that -- a

ni.rnber ~ ~oters see hir't as ~eak or a "yes" r~n.

-4-



RepublicanPrimary

Foreign policy in general 23% 29%
National defense 4 5
Foreign trade 2 4
Relations with Soviets 1 2
Nuclear arms control 1 1
Military spendin! 1 2
Terrorists 1 1
Diplomacy 1 1
CIA covert activities * *

30% 40%

Economic issues

Reduce budget deficit 12% 16%
o Economy/economiC growth 4 6

N Reduce government spending/waste 3 4
Unemployment 3. 2
Lower taxes L..

0
20% 28%

~q.

Carrvina out Reacan
~fl.~~pj.j/continue to do what
Reagan has done 5%

cta2. mentions 5L%
Would handle nothing well 5 5
Don't know 44

-3-



hART? c~mmi m~

Nm~1a~~z3.i RePublican

Total Primary
z1*~ Voters

Foreign nolicv/defense

Foreign policy in general 12% 13%
Kational defense 2 2
Foreign trade 2 2
Relations vitki communists 1
Terrorists 1
Relations with Soviets 1 1

*

Defense spending
16% 17%

Economic Issues
Budget deficit 6% 6%

o Economy 2 2
tlnemployment 2 2
Would spend more 1 1

N Taxes

o 13% 12%

__ Other ~omestic/Socia1 Policy

Social Security 2% 1%
Welfare 2 *
Concern for the poor 2
omestic affairs (unspec.) 1 1

Labor unions 1 1
~ducation 1 1
Women's rights/women's issues 1 1
Civil rights/affirmative

action 1 1
Social services 1. 1
Abortion 1 1
Concern for %.r~orities 1 *
Concern for farmers L. *

12% 9%

-6-



MARICIT OPiNION RESEARCH

kwh'* ~m.wl ~ulition

~ likes George kwh? ~ au~r this question, perceptions of Bush

~re looked at by eveEy d~raphic mabgroup, both by themselves and
ira ccxbination with other demographic variables. After performing

this bi-variate and nualti-variate analysis, it f~ind that, though

most Americans approve of Bush's performance in office as Vice-
President and have a generally '~m and favorable personal percept.ion

of him, the following voter groups t~ild Bush in highest regard:

* Republican partisans
Southerners
voters 55 or oldero * people with inc~iws ~er $40,000

There is not ,~ch significant interaction a~ng these groups, that is,
0 Southerners of all ages are r~ore favorable toward Bush, as are high

inc~ ~ters of all ages residing in all parts of the country.
0

~t the ocher end of the spectr~mt, white ~crats, blacks, Tews, ~

resi~ients r~f the mid-Atlantic 5tates are Less ~avoraDly ~ispcsed

t~vard Bush.

-7-



MARUTOfiNDON RESIAftCH

vso~s AffectinG I~rceotiOIS of Gs~aS kwh

* sple like G~ge Djsh? W~i3* that Is a oimplicate~ quest Ion

to it muss to boil ~- to sweral my ttoiw:

* 1w is a fmiltat cimntity
* people some that 1w is philosophically close to them
* people trust his
* people associate his with Ronald Reagan, whom they also

First of all, the public is fasiliar with Bush. (~ly fresident bw~an

aid forsur Pres idents Gerald Ford ~ Jimmy Carter are icre fasil iar

to tha qrnwral public than Sash. Aid Bush is the most ~l1kflO'i~ of

o the ~tential 1988 presidential carulidata. N.arly all (97%) of the

country's Republicans have heard of Bush, while 25% are unaware of

r~le, 27% are unaware of Baker, 33% have rmver heard of Kirkpatrick1

o and 48% are unfamiliar with Keap.

-~1.

C

The American public is ideologically lust right-of-center. On a

a: 7-point lireral-conserVatiVe scale, where I is very liberal, 4 ~s

moderate, and 7 is very conservative, the national average LS 4.3.

when asked where they would place George gush on this scale,

Republicans and Democrats alike place him at 4.6, close to the

national average and closer to their respective averages than their

placenwnt of Reagan. ~iowever, perceived ideological. cistance tCO(fl

Bush only mildly ex~lai.ns why people like ano dislike him. Party

identifications, for e~arr~ple, explain more than twice the variance in

Bush's thermometer catinc~S than 00 self-de5CrL~Cd ideolOgical

distances. Even so, tt ~s important that most Americans teel

ideologically xx~ifortable .~ith Bush.

-3-
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MARKET Orn4ION RESEARCH

1*uui mIwd tue ,w~a of 4 qualitis wish ~S5e5e5, trustworthiness

appeS~ cm top. ~ a 0-10 scale of Ivy much of that quality he

poinS~me huh rates a 6.8 frau the ~iblic on ttustwoethivwss, a 6.6

on wmrn and ~.tenw, wd a 6.4 on leadership. Trustworthiness

wd leadership we toth highly related to ~irall ~inion of bash. 1I~

tact that Ru is rated high on trust is thus a positive finding, bit

his l~mr rating on leadership o~.ald prove to Ru a proble. Since it

is a further indication of a perception of 'eakness.

hhen voters asked what q~ialities frau a list of five they would like

in the rmxt President (all five of which are smash d~aracteristics),

orw of them - "has ~rked with Ronald Reagan" - is highly associated

o with perceptions of Bush, meaning that evaluations of Bush are often

N made with Reagan in mind. In one sense this is good, since Reagan is

very pop.alar and visible. But in arv~ther sense it is a hindrance to

0 Bush in developing his ~n political identity.

~qrn

C

Of the five Bush characteristics, "respected ~' foreign leaders," is

the attribute with the greatest ~tentiai Lrnpact with the voters.

Nearly one-third (32%) selected it fran the five as the r~OSt L portaflt

characteristic for the next president to have, and another 26%

selected it as the second r~st important attribute. However, the

iniportance people place on this attribute o~rrently is not relatec to

their opinion of ~ush. The same is true for the other three

characteristics; none of them help explain the public's overall regard

f or Bush.

-9-



MARKLTOI'INION RESEARCH

~ pabliC'S ank..ordtflg ~ tED mink dmr~t.wi*ics Ia - eouaws,

K~rtm~t for t*at Prui~nt

Rapablican
1bt~ 3~%m~ ~&m
C~ins4 bLSOted C~ind Selected
~m&E mrn.s~ ~u~&a First

Mupected ~v ftrei~ leedwa 58% (32%) 54% (27%)

Has held a misty of ~vern-

nant positions 45 (19) 39 (18)

Is in grvSrTUUflt i~ 26 (13) 27 (14)

Conservative 25 (14) 32 (19)

HasworkOdVith~flaldRS~Ifl 20 (9) 29 (14)

0 It is interesting to see just who selects what characteristics as

their first choice. Though all voter groups chose 'respected by

foreign leaders" over the other choices, holding a variety of

~jovernnwnt positions is icre important than average to middle aged
q~.

voters, members of the intelligentsia, and Jews. Being in government

now is ,~re important to residents of the South and voters aged 55 tO

64. Being conservative is relatively .'rE~re important to '4ountain state

cesiients, both strong and independent Republicans 1 and the intelli-

~entsia. Having worked with Reagan is relatively nore important to

strong I~publicans, lower end whites, and Border South residents.

While the Reagan connection would appear to be relatively un~~ortant,

that would be an erroneous overall :x~nclusion. From practically all

the other results on ~eagan, Bush's association with Reagan is a mejor

asset for his cand~.dacy. What these particular results do mean is

that %sh's foreign policy experience and his *4ide ranging government

background are n~jor issets for him ~ihen the time o~~es to use them.

- 10 -
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In eumary. ti~ American publiC likes George Bush because he ,~

tAlS~ ~ Urns, tkrny feel id.o3A~iCallY c~fortablO with nim they

trust him. Wd tkwy associate him with I~nald Reagan whom they also

kr~ aid trust. T~ factors that ought to play a stronger part in

defining Bush - a political figure are his res~ arid his leadership

qualities. Bush has an early perceptual advantage over his 1988

opponents bscause he is presently a ucre familiar public figure, bit

that advantage will, disappear as the other candidates begin

caupai~ing in earnest. The best thing that Bush could do in the

- coming ucnths, as he campaigns for other Republicans around the

IA, country, is to broaden his public image and begin to highlight his

resume and leadership experience.
0

Cczrvarinc Bush and Reagan

0

As is alluded to earlier, George Bush's public image is closely

C related to Ronald Reagan's. It is ~ery u~iportant as the 1988 campaign

begLns and Reacan's term ccxnes to a close to define lust how

percept~cnS of Bush and Reagan are reiatec, 4ere tr~ere are dit-

terences, anG how Bush can both take acvantage ~t ~OlLC ;oodwill

toward Reagan and begin to c~velop his ~n L age.

CaTiparing the two x~ an issue diirension, a plurality of the nation's

pool of voters believe Bush ~uld handle seven specific issues a~Out

the same as Reagan has. The marginal differences are interesting,

thOugh, and prove Bush to be a rrore "centrist" political tigure

ideologically ~npar~c to PresLcent Rea~an. Bush receives a small

- Li -
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edvuttage 0% handling policieS oon@Suiiing mino~itiGS (22% say ha

hiniIa it better, 51% the s, 14% not as ~.ll. tar an B-point

alvuitSUS) and men's rights (24%, 47%. 16%). a'~ the other 5 issues

- the fedral budget deficit, abortion, oar relations with the Swiet

Union, national eoo~ic policy, a~ taws - there is no significant

differen~ between Reagan u~ Bush on ~ ~ald better hm~le then.

~ng Republican primary ~tezs, the im~girs ~e oat mach the saw.

Republicans cwnsrally believe that Bush ~uLd handle things pretty

nuch Reagan 1w, but ~c.alO be sornvhat better on women's rights,

I,, policies o~ncerning minorities, and handling the federal budget

deficit. They feel ha'd handle taxes and relations with the Soviet

0 Union somewhat less ~ll.

N

Both the general and Republican primary electorates srOW the greatest
0

indecision on the issue of abortion. ~nty-four percent (24%) of the

general electorate and 20% of the Republican primary electorate does

not kn~ ~K'i Bush im~,~ld handle abort ion.

C-

As aiscussec previously, on a 7-point tdeoiogl.cai scaje, AmeriCanS

~Aace thei~eives Just slightly riyht of center, at 4. 3. They place

Ronald Regan at 5.1. on this sane scale and George Bush at 4.6. Voters

thus think of Bush as cl~er to thenselves on an ideological basis

than is Reagan.

- 1.2 -
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r~*a±cm, 'din place t)~.l'MS at 4.7 on tue seal., also pat Reagan

aai 3~R at 5.1 and 4.6 - with flush still closer to theta than is

Reagan. ~ats also place Rush and Reagan at 4.7 and 5.1, with

their ~ placumnt shifting left of center to 3.9. Oeuvcrats and.

Republicars tk~as ~ee on 'dinre Reagan u~ flush stand ideologically,

and both place thumives closer to Bush than to Reagan.

These ideological distances, k~minver, are sore izuortant in explaining

the public's opinions of Reagan than their opinions of Bush. Thirty

percent of the variance in Reagan's thersogueter ratings can be

explained by a ocut~ination of the 'uoters' party identitications.afld

their perceived ideological distances frcet him. In contrast, only 17%
0

of the variance in Bush's therna~mter ratings can be explained by the
N

combination of party identifications and ~,erceived ideological

distances fre~n him. (Indeed, perceived ideological distances from

Reaqan have a slightly higher ~rrelation to their therrrT~Teter ratings

of Bush than b the voters' reported ideological distanceS fr~ Bush.)

0,

Reagan has a strong personal appeal ~nat does ~iuzh ~o ~der3te h.S

2er:eived zonservatisrri. Fully 51% -t the e1ector~te, 9e ocrat and

Republican alike, like Reagan better than they like Bush (as reported

on their tJ~rrro~eter ratings). Twenty-nine percent (29%) like Reagan

a lot better than 3ush (10 or r~re points) and 22% like Reagan less

tha?~ 10 points rnre than Bush. Another 35% like them both equally

well (or poorly), and 14% like Bush better than Reagan.

- 13 -
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In ~ ginugal .Iactou'ate, tIme ~ like Reagan waft ture than Bush
giw Reagan an 62* amage rating -~ Bush a 47 rating. Those who
like Rsagmn slightly 'urn tiwi ~h give Reagan a 79 rating and Bush
a 70 rating. Those who like them equally give them both a 63*
rating, and those ~ like ~h 'ure than Reagan give Bush a 60 and
Reagan a 36*. 1t~as, own though uvst voters like Reagan ure than
Bush, Bush still receives a ~er, and favorable rating aung all but
the core Rinaga~~j~. FI~ver, it voters like Bush more than Reagan,
they really dont like Reagan.

In
Atung the ge~ral electorate, those who like Reagan more than Bush are

0 young and Rs~ublican. Those who like Bush better than Reagan are'4 largely ~!v~cratic.

)0 The major reasons these groups like Reagan rr~~re than Bush are:
q~b

C they tz,~zst Reagan nore than Bush
O they believe Reagan is r~re of a leader
O they believe Reagan is better at handling relations with

the Soviets than Bush ~uld ~

These reasons all point to a need for Bush t~ develop a stronger

personal image.

Anr~ng Republican ~r~ry voters, 36% like Reagan a lot r~ore than Bush,
30% like Reagan s~iewhat :~re than Bush, 36% like them equally, and 7%
like Bush r'~re than Reagan. In point of fact, however, all of these
groups like both Bush and Reagan and there are very few significant

- 14 -
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d1f~in5 ng tt. ~flg the fey diffe'@se S the Republicans

wt~ w. hingm~ sore than flush are samwhat stronger then average

partisaru, and are of higher sociceconcinic sta~tw and mare likely to

live vest of the ltississigpil th~ who liii. lush more than Reagan

have a tendency to be older and less partisan than those who like

Reagan sore then Bush. They are also somawbat mare concentrated in

Nw ~gland and the East North Central region.

The major reasons Republicans like Reagan sore than Bush area
-n
Lfl

* leadership
0 trusti~rthiness

o handling the deficit the Soviet Union

N

Republicans show little difference from the electorate at large in
0

this respect.

0

One of the largest gaps between Bush and Reagan is on leadership.

.~u~ng four important character traits (competence, trustdorthineSS,

concern, and leadership), Bush ~mpares -~ost unfavorably to Reagan cn

leadership and, as ~ just saw, it is one reason that Reagan is wore

popular than Bush. This is partly because leadership is the quality

most associated with ~eagan. The gap also exists partly because the

voters' ratings of Bush on leadership drop moderately below their

ratings of him on t~e other three qualities. (Xat of a possible 10 on

leadership, Bush recei;es a 6.4 average rating to Reagan's 7.7. The

leadership gap between Rea~jan and Bush exists to about the same

magnitude ~ng Republican primary voters: Reagan 8.8/Bush 7.4.

- L5 -
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3~~ms mit favorably to Reagan in the total electorate on
tz'ustwuthiness. The voters give Bush a 6.6 average rating on

issesing this diaracter trait Aere zero mans the person doesn' t
possess it at all ~ ten ~wans the person possesses the trait 'as
each as any person possibly can.' Reagan receives a 701 average
rating. By tiny of further oma~iarison, 1~d Kmvwdy recives a by 5.7
rating on trusti~,rthiauss, aJbstantially bel~v Sash. The Reagan..sus~
gap on trust~rthiness is the nvst important in explaining the full.
range of differences in feelings toward Ragan arx2 Bush. Thast can be
a berouster of familiarity, t~waver, As the electorate becomes nvre
familiar with Bush, t:hey may grow nore trustful. Leadership is the

o nost closely related to just the voters who like Reagan a lot ITore
N than Bush.

C The difference between Reagan and Bush is the same on concern and

cc~etence with Bush drawing a 6.6 on each one and Reagan two r~re
7.l's. Interestingly, Ted Kennedy does not edge Bush or Reagan on

concern although, expectedly, concern is the trait voters most

associate with him. (ennedy ~alls a 6.5 on concern.

The gaps between Bush and Reagan on concern, competence, and trust-

worthiness are tTxxier~tely larger among Republican primary voters than

for the total electorate. The ratings of both men are significantly

more positive ~ng ~epublicans, but Reagan's ratings increase by a

larger amount than do Bush's. Moreover, the total electorate pattern

of Bush con~aring rost ~3vorably to Reaqn on trustworthiness does not

exist among Republicans. t~stead, Bush drops just slightly on

trustworthiness ~ng Republ icans.

- 16 -
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t~~iidilp mi trust ate the b~ qialitie of the four nost strongly

~ u@~r' overall evaluations of Reagan and Bush. Bush's

relatively low moore on leadership, o~ibiiud with tim mntlmsnts au~ng

sa that he is iinak, st~u that Bush needs to find opportunities to

dsiuistrate leadership m~ to develop an Izimge less dspei~ent upon his

cosmection to Reagan. This is r~t to say that he should disavow the

past six years, but that voters should have more information upon

which to bile their opinion of Bush than Bush's ViOe."Pre5ideflcy in the

Reagan ahinistration.

In suzary, Vice-President George Bush stands in good stead as the

O 1988 election can~aign draws nearer. Awareness of Bush is greater

than that of the other ~ntenders at the present time, voters feel

ideologically c~nfortable with Bush, and they believe him to be ~neSt

0

and trustworthy. ~e perception that ~~uld iog him when the campaign

gets underway, ~wever, is lack of definition Bush has in terms of

leadership abilities. This seeme due to the fact that people identify

him ~inly as Reagan's Vice-President and rb ~ot know enough a~ut ~s

past ~si~ions in and out of ~ver"'anent.

- 17 -
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sunmm~ OP FEELINGS TOIBAID SOME PEOPLE In POLITICS

UerV Usia. Favorable Fooling

RONALD 1130AM 66.8

LEE IACOCCA 66.6
~cmwi KIRKPATRICK 613

HOWARD lAKER

J@6N GLENN
JACK KEMP

TI*P O'NEILL
PAT ROSERYSON

5,..

sea
57.1
56.6
53. 1

JESSE JACKSON 66.6

JANE FONDA 63.0

JERRY FALMELL 33.1

GEORGE lUSH 56.2

ADUlT DOLE 56.6
GERALD FORD 57.6
MARIO CUOMO 56.6
GRIT HART 55.6
TED KENNEDY 56.0
JIMMY CARTER 53.1

WALTER MONDALE 66.6
GERALDINE FERRARO '~6.c
GEORGE WALLACE 60.0

Vsr~g COIdD Unfavorable Feel±ng

- 1.8 -
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SUMr~ARY OF FEELINGS TOWARD GROUPS IN POLITICS

JSrV Uaru, Favorable Fee~,~q

CONSERVATIVES 49.6

LISERALS 41.3

INC AEPUILICAN PARTY so.:
THE OENOCRATIC P~vr 56.7

Very Cold, Unfavorable F'eeting

- 19 -



Sub

~n' t
Un- Know,'

Thtal

Party rdsntiticat1~

~pub1ican
ZrxSspsn4snt
~crat

Political ~oion

Nw ~gland
Mid-Atlantic
Last North Central
~t North Central
Border
Oep South
Mountain
Pacific

18-24
25-39
40-54
55-64
65-

Sex

Male
F~le

Status Groups

~iigh lnocmm
Intelligentsia
Middle class
Lower end
Jews
Hispai.ic~
B1~s

(continued on next ?a'e)
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49% 26% 20% 5% 590

I~I1!
49

100%

100%
100%
100%

100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%

100%
100%
100%
100%
100%

46
40
45
53
58
55
50
45

43
47
48
51
57

27
30
28
25
24
23
26
28

24
30
27
25
21

58
54

56'U'
56

56
57
60
61
66

100%
100%

100%
100%
100%
100%

100%

60
61
52
63
42

- ~
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aibli. km~ of main SUb

(aontd.)

3~ai ~ 1 *J~L

tbrtIwru~ ~4dt
Protestait

North.zi~ white
Catholic

Korth.z~n white 'ation
South.rn rj'Iit@

100%

100%
100%
100%

54%

46
43
60

25%

31
30
22

Un-am
Ibn' t
Ka~/

bfUS.d

17%

16
23
12

63

59
55

#Averac~e is based on a 0 to 1000 ther,-~~~eter 5caie, w*~ere 3~=very cold ar~dfavorable and 100=very ."arm and favorable.
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~@ hmlwls og ~inion~ About ii~-Gsn.ra1 Electorate

LIJc ~mst About m.uh

Could

~nt Like About &mh

Ca~d
£b~*t NmLike knw/ ~- Dislike

~
10% 39% 42% 11%

Thtal

Party Identif±~t~

Rqniblican
trds~eui2ent
~crat

~is~1i~

~-'~ ~g1and
Mid-Atlantic
Last North Central
~6t North Central
Border South
~ep South
Mountain
Pacific

18-24
25-39
40-54
3 5-64
65-

Sex

Male
Fen~le

100%

100%
100%
100%

100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%

100%
100%
100%
100%
100%

51%

I~7f
40

33
43
54
54
56
55
45
52

45
49
47
53

F~II

13
13
10
11
2

10

12

10
9

11
10
9

54
44
36
35
42
35
55
36

45
42
42
37
25

100%
100% 42

37
31

I~I

43
43

'IT'

36
37
35
44

38
43
36
46
43

35Status roup

High inc~w
tntelligentsia
Middle class
U~wer end
Jews
Hispanics
Blacks

know/

47%

50
58
43

44
43
47
Si
36
44

43

51.

I.'

43

13
11
9

13
14
5
13
8

14
5
13

11

ii
14
14

100%
1.00%
1.00%
100%
100%
100%
100%

F~1
47
50
53
32
I-

45

26

46

- 22 -



MARKITOfiNION RISIARCH

I~arinhic MiaIvsis cC ~inia gmat kiv EIaa~a~e

KJks Rest Abma mab Dislik ~.it ~sh

~a1d Cwld
Nm ~n't Km I~nt
~- Like knw/ ~ Dislike Icnov/

3~ak ~ ~Mm ~_

Thtal 100% 66% 2% 30% 37% 13% 50%
Party Idsntitication

Strong Republican 100% 1771 1 22 18 54~*ek Republican 100% 2 37 IjII 8 46Independent Republican 100% 67 2 31 U 15 50

I~1itical Reolon

N~~ig1and 100% 45 - 55 32 17 51Mid-Atlantic 100% 72 28 34 20 46Last North Central 100% j84~ - 16 1531 5 42~*st North Central 100% ~7 33 8 52Border S~.ath 100% 53 - 47 40 6 54E~pSouth 100% 70 - 30 27 16 57Mountain 100% 64 36 32 12 56Pacific 100% 72 28 44 13 43

o
18-24 100% J79~ 4 17 1451 4 5125-39 100% 66 2 32 44 12 4440-54 100% 67 1 32 30 19 5155-64 100% - 26 28 17 5565~ 100% 801 - 20 27 17 56

C-
Sex

Male 100% l~~l 2 22 44 10 46Fen~le 100% 62 1 37 31 15 54

Status GrouD

High inc~iw 100% 2 16 43 16 41Intelligentsia 100% I!~ 22 3T1 12 37Middle class 100% 65 4 31 43 10 47Lower end 100% 52 - 48 18 14 68

- 23 -
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IDEOLOGICAL COMPARISON OF
- ELECTORATE WITH BUSH & REAGAN

-OR-

Slimp 4.3

$ 416

4
Moderate

5.1 RONALD REAGAN

I
6 6

Sightly pj~g~
Conservative Coneervafive

7
Extremely

Coneervative
ALL VOTERS

SELF
4.7

GEORGE BUSH 4.6$ ~ I 5.1 RONALD REAGAN

I
~ Extremely

Liberal

2
FaIrly

Liberal

3
Slightly
LibOral

4
Moderate

5
Slightly

Conservative

6
Fairly

Conservative
REPUBLICANS

SELF
3.9

7
Extremeiy

Conservative

GEORGE
BUSH

4.7 5.1 RONALD REAGAN

I I

5
Slightly

Conservative

6
Fairly

Conservative

7

Extremei
Conservar.

DEMOCRATS
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Extremely
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2
Feirly

Liberal

3SlIghtly
LIberal

1
Extremely

Liberal

2
Fairly
Liberal

3
Slightly
Liberat

4
Moderate
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IDLllmin charactgrfstlcs. ohms tall whicI~

Ud am ~ald vms ct~oe second?

Total

t&u~er of cases

C~r~ined First & Second Mentions

Respected ~ foreign leaders
Has tuld a variety of goverment

positions
ts in goverint now
Conservative
Has ~0rked with Ronald Reagan
NoneA4o second nunt ion
I)xi' t know/Refused

100%

(1500)

58%

45
26
25
20
14
3

One You think

Republican
fr-

5-
100%

(540)

54%

39
27
32
29
13
2
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- - Pdrty_11) ____ - -

Total

Nuini~r of

Selected tirsi

RespecL~u1 by forei~jn

1e~adt±rs
Has IML~14I ~ variety

positions

Is in ~pvtJrIbib~I1t mw

Conservative

I-las ~rked with
Ronald Reayan

None

Lknt kn~/ReIfused

100% 100% 100% 100%

(1500) (659) (144) (695)

32% 27% 40% 34%

19 19 19 21

14 20 U 10

13 12 U 15

9 1-1 II) 4

9 7 11 It)

3 2 5

New

En~1and At

100%

Last i~st
Mid- North North f~ep
lantic (~ntra1 Border ~uth ftxanta

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

( 79) (246) (263) (111) (118)

34% 34'

16 22

9 15

16 14

31%

(392)

45% 28% 27%

23 17 14 17 24

13 10 14 17 19

11 8 19 15

10 10 13 10

10 8 5 10 10

3 2 6 4

(continued on n~~xt payc)

( 80) (210)

321

0
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FEELINGS ON UHO UOULD IiAICE' tHE lEST PRESIDENT

lest, Possible Presideat,

U

TED KENWEOT 5.2
JACK KEHP 11.9

1S

~7i

.6.

p

010101 musH 5.7
GAIT HART 5.11

Uorst, Po55Lble Pre~d.nt
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PUBLIC PERCEPTIOnS OF WHO WOULD flAKE A BETTER PRESIDENT
40

30

20

10

I I 2 3
MOIST POSSIBLE PRESIDENT
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D1STRUsuIb[c~ Of' L3L~iI L~ATINGS
(IrYrAL ELi~CIVpM~)

0 j
UMFAVOANSLE,
MOIST POSSIDLE

PRESI~i~y PSWISSLSI
~6S*g*e.g PSgSgggg1

40

30

10



R80407 ~O37I

r~r~j~j' OPINT(*J Id~SFAiUI

DISTidlMPk1~JS OF' [SIJSII RATINC~ (IWWLICAN PRIHAW UE. V~)

0 1 2 3 5 B 7 S 9 55
UNFRVORASLI/ VAVORSSLE/
MOAST POSSISLE PRESIDENT lEST POSSUSLE PSESISEUT

40

30
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Sof helinas ~zd SUb aid burnt

Thrmtg C~mriaon

%ofa11~,ot.rs 29% 22% 35% 14%Reagan ttw~naiwter rating 79* 63 36SBush tiu~mtr rating 47 70 63 60

% of Republican ~riuazy votrs 36% 30% 29% 7%Reagan tkwnmter rating 86 88 85o 53Bush tiuruamt.r rating 54 76 86 73

7i~J

0

N

0
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~ and Reagani

Total Electorate

Hca~jan Reayan> R8&jan= Bush>
~ t a 1 hush - Hush Hush

Total

Nuutx~r 'it Cases

Party Ident ii icat ion

Stron~j Lk~z~rcrat
Weak Dequcrat
Independent L)en~crat
Independent
Independent Republican
Weak Republican
Strony Repubi icar~

~ica1~jon

New Eny1ar~d
Mid Atlantic
I~ast r~krLhi Central
West North Central
Horder South
L~ t.~p South
Mountain
Pacific

-> ~
Thtal huh huh

lO(P~ 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

(1500) (430) (327) (443) (216) (540)

17%
17
12
10
13
17
14

12%
15
9

11
17
24
13

11%
16
8
9

16
19
22

21%
17
13
lO
12
13
15

WI
3
8
8
6

3
19
37
37

14 13 15 13

huh
100% 100% lOW

(continued on next payc)

2
22
30
42

2 4
17 15
14 14
9 11
10 10
25 24
5 8

18 
16
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Ccum)arison ot l~rcept ions ot Il&a~L~ano

(contd.)

Total Electorate
I~vst~1 icar, frimy Blectorat.

Hea~jan Reacjan>
tdl Hush Hush

16%
35
21
12
15

20%
40
20
9

14%
36
21
12
17

ReaQan= Bush>
Bush

14%
32
23
15
217

212%
36
17
18
217

'ibtal buli

218%
35
22
9

216

219%
41
24
8
9

~-~--- bu~)am

16%
32
20
10
22

16%
30
25
11
16

17%
37
16
7

24

Status

Ifijh incrxie
intel 1 i'jontsia
Middle class
ltwer ('lid
Jews
Hispanics
Illacks

#'ihis table analyzes t-1~ di Iten~ii&i s in I~ rcx~pLions of 1~aq~i aid Bush as ieasured QI theirjx-~ctiw~ 0~l0OO tJICflhlABLdLF ~Ca1es.

18-24
2')- 39

55-64

Male
1'eniale

14
15
19
S

14
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ISSUE HANDLING COPIPARISON OF
GEORGE BUSH AND RONALD REAGAN

6E6161 311516 MULB...
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P.r~eptions Associated With Feelings
Toward Bush, Reagan, and Kennedy

A esociatiefl

Low
A asocistlon

.60

.46

.40

.36

.30

.26

.20

.16

.10

.05

.0

TOTAL ELECTORATE

Leader ship

Trustworthiness

TrustworthineSs

TrustwOrthIneSS b eadershipompetence Leadership

Concern

CompetenceConcern.

Concern

(Competence)
GEORGE SUSH RONALD REAGAN TED KENNEDY

High
Association

.50

.45

.40

.35

.30

.25

.20

.15

.10

.05

Low
A ssociation

REPUSLICAN PRIMARY ELECTORATE

Trustworthiness

Leadership

Leadership
Competence

Trustworthiness

TrustworthinesS

Leadership

Competence

Concern

(concern) -'

(ComnotefleSi TED KENNEDY
GEORGE BUSH

(Concern)

RONALD REAGAN
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RATINGS OF REAGAN, BUSH, AND KENNEDY ON PERSONAL CHARACTERIg~5
(Total Electorate)

I I if U

*1

6.4

6.2

5'

__________________ U - a~ U

CGNC(AN CONPETENCE TAUSTNOSTNINESS LERSERSN It

.

I ill

6.Fi

-

- - - - - - - - - -

7

6.4
6.'5

8.0

7.0

6.0

z

~5.0

4.0

3.0

- Roas 14 Reagea
George hak
Ted Keaaed~
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RAT IfIGS OF REAGAN, BUSH. AND KENNEDY ON P~RSOt4AL CHARACTERISITCS
(Republican Pra.ar~ IJotera)

CONCERN CONPETENCE JAUSJNOAJNINE5S LESSEASOggp
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Malvela of ~r~1au of ~m a~ muIi

Th~r C~W1ec~
GEmini ~%ogste Pi'1~y Electorate

Total

Nw~.r of Cases

3~Bi E~3
100% 100%

(1500) (431)

GB>RR
100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% i0o~

(328) (525) (216) (540) (190)
(158) (154) ( 39)

Ronald ~egm- Bush
(Y~ L~dsruhiD

Ronald Reagan
George Bush

CD

Ronald Reagan
George Bush

Concern

Ronald Reagan
George Bush

&Iandling of ssues
cr~

CXsr relations with the
Soviet Union

National e~ncmiic
policy

Taxes
The federal budget

deficit
A~rtion
Policies c~ncernjng

minorities
~~n's rights

*~'JLu~bers are averages on a 0
and lO-possesses as ryiich as

7.1* 7.9 8.0 6.8 4.7
6.8 6.6 7.1 6.7 6.6

7.6 8.5 8.5 7.3 5.5
6.4 6.0 6.9 6.6 6.1

7.1. 8.0 7.9 6.8 4.6
6.6 6.4 7.1 6.7 6.2

7.1 7.9 7.8 6.8 4.9
6.6 6.4 7.2 6.7 6.3

+0& -24 -7 +7 4~44

+0 -17 -5 +4 '33
-1 -19 -6 ~4 '29

+2 -19 +1 +8 +31
+1 -11 -3 +3 +2~

+8 -8 +8 +12 +35
+3 -6 +7 +11 +33

t-, 10 5cale, where Odoesn't
any person possibly can.

8.4 8.5 8.7 8.6 6.5
7.8 7.1 7.9 8.3 7.9

8.8 8.9 9.1 8.9 6.7
7.4 6.7 7.7 8.1 7.5

8.3 8.4 8.5 8.4 ~5.
7.7 7.1 7.9 8.3 -~

8.4 8.3 8.7 8.6 ,i.5
7.7 7.0 8.0 8.2 ..

-4 -26 '2 '4 -~

-1. -13 -5 ~5
-4 -17 -3 -p.~

+3 -12 +6 ~2O
4-Q -15 +4 +3

~11 +2 +9 '1~ -3'
~11 -1 +12 *s.1J7 ~3a

POSSeSS the characteristLc ~ -~ I

&~~hers are the percent difference between "(George Bush) would handle it better"Ronald Reagan and "~uld not ~andle it well." D~ positive ntnnber ~eans Bush wouldit better than Reagan.

*Zualities and issues are listed in order of strength of effect on perceptions O~and Bush. Boldfaced iterr~ indicate a significant relationship between that item 3~difference in opinion of Reagan and Bush.
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QIAVZU 2: 'U13 1968 GAL ~zCrxw

Even tkKugh the 1988 ftesidential elect ion is 36 months may, three

1988 trial heats ~re tested in order to assess U. early strength of

George kh ~aimt ~esib1. Democratic opponents. At the present

time, Bush leads Ted Kennedy by a 51% to 45% margin, with 4%

undecidedr he tops Gary Hart by a 50% to 45% margin, with 5% unde-

cidedi and he edges oit Lee lacocca by a 49% to 43% margin, with 7%

undecided.

All three rams are similar in their @~eral1 rrsrg ins, bit each reveal

a different subgroup pattern of voting. Bush leads all three r~en

azi~ng Republicans, garnering a solid 82% aainst Kennedy and 80%

against Hart. he falls to a lesser 73% against lacocca, indicating

that lacocca has sa~ie frawing po~r a~ng Republicans. Bush gets his

largest share of Independents (51%) against Kennedy, and the lowest

(39%) against tacocca again indicating ~acocca's potential drawing

rower. 3ush gets his biggest share c~ the Uernocratic vote (29~

against tacocca and the least (20%) against Kennedy.

Regionally, Bush leads all three r~en in all bit t~e Eastern Seaboara,

East North Central, and Mountain states. Kennedy's regional strength

lies in New England, Hart's ~ New England ano the Mountain states,

and tacocca in the Eastern seatoard (New England and the Mid-Atlantic

states).

- 40 -
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~hm3JW a~a ~ th Deincrats mong adults under 25 and
~ 65, higft ii~~ ad middle class 'Aites, uvw'j tiw intelli.
gefitsia, ad inng nun.

Caubining all three Iwliots gives a g~od asnas of ti's oc~e Republican
and ~cratic presidsntial constituencies at the present tins. In
total, 49% of th. '~te is Republican with 30% core Republican and
19% soft Republican and 44% is Deu~cratic - 24% core Democratic,
20% soft Democratic. The other 7% are marginal voters who are
Undecided an the trial Isats at the present tins.

V.,

0
The core Republican vote against the 3 tested Democrats consists
of:

northern white Protestants (31%)o whites in the South (37%)
over 55 (30%)

* over S40,000 incana (21%)

The soft Republican vote is made up of those who ~te Republican on 2

out of the 3 ballots. A plurality of then (44%) 3re Lee tacocca

defectors. These eligible voters are iar;eiy weak or tndependent

Repub1icar~. lacocca Republican defectors are oLder than Kennedy or
Hart defectors; Hart 's defectors are the youngest. tacocca defectors
are ri~stly male? Hart defectors are female. tacocca defectors are
also of higher socioecon~iic status than are either Hart or Kennedy
defectors. Regionally, tacocca defectors live north of the

Mason-Dixon line, while sliglitly over a third (34%) of the pro-Kennedy
defectors are white Southerners. A150, union defectors go for Kennedy

and Hart ~re than ~or tacocca.
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nm core ~macratic vote, 24% of the electorate in these 3 trial

hes~, Is yumg (15% are under 25, 37% are aged 25 to 39), middle

class (25%) or lover end (16%), black (24%), and from the Eastern

Seaboard (35%) or the Ernst north Central states (20%).

A 46% plurality of the t~uvcratic detectors, ~ vote for Bush on one

of the three ballots, do so to vote against racocca * They are

strongly ~cratic, lover status, and largely female. They just

don't like Lee tacocca.

Each I crat appears, then, to have his ovn cosutituency. ICennedy is

supported r~st by the party regulars, Hart ~k'avs a younger vote, and

tacocca grasps a larger share of the centrist vote. none currently

has a larger or broad enough constituency to outdraV George Bush.

F2ach contest looks as though it ~uld he a tight one, however.

Looking at these data, the den~raphic profile of the defectors, and

their perceptions of Bush, it appears that the voter groups 3ush can

inst easiLy lose are:

o ~rthern whites under 40 with incones under $40,000, who
could go l~n~cratic

* Northern high income whites over 55, who could defect in
a pri~ry situation, but probably ~utd ~ot in a general
election

Thus, Bush r~y have difficulty holding onto the younger, marginal

voter, who came over to the Republican cnbinn because of Reagan.

- 42 -
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!~~cj~peral elect ion races tor President that could be on the ballot in 1966. ft~r each aim leag. tfl
!~2~yjo~A!~heelect ion '~re being held today arni the I t
~w1eanasoL~ ~

Prt y
1(kI1t it iCdt jOli

~i~li~i-_

Nuiid~r 't Cases

(*xJrje hush
i'ed Keuioeuly
Lkmo' I know/Hef used

(eor~je hush
Gary hart
Lkot kiiow/Uetusett

(JeOr(Je hush
Lee [acxva
1Xn I know/Ret used

hd. L~m.

100% 100% 100% 100%

(1500) (659) (144) (695)

51% 82% 51% 20%
45 16 38 74
4 1 11 5

50% 80% 44% 24%
45 17 40 72

5 2 17 4

49%
43

7

13% 39% 29%
2L) 42 61

2 18 10

east
New Mid- North

~ Atlantic Central

100% 100% 100%

~st
North

South Ncamtain half Ic

100% 100% 1001 1001

( 79) (246) (263) (111) (118)

14%
61

5

61
6

42%
53
6

49%
48
2

47%
48
5

44%
51
S

45%
51
5

44%
50
6

46%
47

54%
41
5

58%
41

2

51%
39
11

(392)

55% 54%
41 42
5 4

57% 56%
38 41
5 4

56% 57%
32 38
10 6

( 80) (210)

55%
39
6

431
50
a

451
46
9

53%
41
5

53%
40
6

45'
43
11

(continued on ntixt payc)



Here are scm~ general election races tor President that could be on the ballot in 1988. Ubr each oi~ learn. t*~ me wB~you ~uld vote for if the election ~re being held today and the pec~le I mnticxi ~r th. canclidmtes.
Which way do you lean as of today -- toward HEPEP~ULLN INS 0AC~R)?

(contd.)

-~ - - - - - Sex

Pe-Totd 18-24 25-39 40-54 55-64 65+ Male n~le
'loLa I

Nun~jer '4 ('~ise~

Ueorqe lItv-iha
'1'LNI Kennedy

~ lbnt know/Retused

(Jeorge hush
Gary Hcerti
Ibnt know/kefusei

(~eoryt~ hIu~-jIa
Lee Iacoeca
Lkxi' t know/Ret used

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

(1500) (237) (531) (313) (189) (225)

100% 100%

(726) (774)51% 54% 46% 53% 48% 57~ 56% 45%45 43 ~A) 42 49 38 40 50
A 

-
4. .3 1 b

6 4 5
50% 53% 47~ 51% 50% 56% 54% 46%45 41 50 44 46 36 41 49S 5 4 5 6 7 5 5
49~ 54% )j~~ 54)% 46% 51% 48% 51%
43 40 'lb 42 43 43 48 397 7 12 7 5 10

High Intelli- Middle Lomr
~~la ~ ~ _

100% 100% 100% 100%

(228) (163) (458) (275)

66%
30
4

62%
36

I 9 4 5 8 6
54% 52% 52% 55% 30% 43% 3%42 42 42 36 55 41 634 6 6 9 8 1~ 10

62%
33
7

52%
39

100% 1001 100%

( 53) ( 63) (159)
57% 46% 34% 44% 13%
40 51 62 51 83
4 3 4 6 4

54%
42

53% 32% 49% 25%41 68 43 69

.



~rmihic ko*1i o~ husiftt1a~ 3S11~ ~SUS*

~e Anti'- Anti- Antt~ Pro- fto-
~ mmmy Uwt aaem lit

~L ~ ~ ~ -

Ibtal

~&er ~ Cmes

100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

(1500) ( 359) C 87) C 70) ( 137)

100% 100% 100% 100%

C 83) C 72) (120 ( 457)

~rtv Identification

Republican
Irx~spend.nt

n I~crat

44% 6%
10 6
46

30% 29% 19%
16 11 8
54 61 73

44%
9

47

53%
12
35

75% ~I
12 7
13 13

U, R~litical Reajon

New ~1and
Mid-AtlanticC) Et North Central

West North Central
Border South
I:~ep South
Mountain

o Pacific

- 18-24
cc, 25-39

40-54
55-64
65-

Ii-~
15

7
I Ti I
I1~ I

6
22
5
14

15
I~t
21
14
14

48 45 56 54 34 45 47
52 55 44 46 66 55 53

Status Grouve

High inc~~w
Intel I. igents ja
Middle class
Lcwer end
Jewish
Hispanic
Black

5
I ~4 I

0 13 6 11
2 8 9 4
5 23 32 35
2 ~6 22 27
5 6 7 2
3 3 6 1
6 14 15

(conti.nued on next page)

Pro-
Zacooca

Core
R~ub-
lican

Sex

Male
F~nale
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(oontd.)

PKrgidsntiaj, Uallot SWumry~
Corn Anti- Anti- Anti- Pro- Pro- Pro- Co~
~- K.msdy Hsz't !a~cca Nsfwwdy Hart tacocca Repu~b

-

White r~gtIisrn
Protestant 25% 19% 21% 25% 22% 13% 29% 31% 31%Whit. r~rUmgyi Catk~1ic 14 IITI 21 14 14 14 15 22 9Whiter rthernwdon 14 I17J 10 17 15 18 19 11 12Southern 'ALto 26 29 20 18 34 30 27

0

cr~

'4

*~xes drawn '~mipare ~re t~rnocratic and Republican constituencies.
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01A7 3, ThE 1966 RD~3LICM4 ~DIARY MTZLI

The Re~ublican frlmazv Electorate: 1965 vu. 1979

It ~s instructive to take a ]~k at the dianges in the ~position of
the Republican ~imary electorate sin~ the 1980 frinid.ntial ~a1gn
befoge taking a hard kx~k at organizing for 1988. As we knov, the

Reagan Revolution h I~ a significant m~act on partisan ~litlcs.
Republicans have ~pu frou the minority party to party parity ~'er thea,
past three election cycles.

0

Republicans today are younger and better educated than were
Republicans in 1979. In 1979, 44% of the Repwlicans were under 40.
Nov, 54% are. The ~rcent of college educat~j (at least sar college)

Republicans has spne fran 46% six years ~o to 56% today.

Republican gains in the South are very evident when looking at the
geographic distribution of the national electorate. tri )A79, 27% of

the natLcy,'s tehavioral Republicans lived in tne South. That nu~Der

has ~ne up to 33% today. Gains are biggest in the Deep South, "dhere

the ~ntribut ion has ~,ne f:c~n 16% to 26%.

so, the party's constituency has changed in the last six years. There
are i~ore young Repuolicans and nore Republicans in the South, es-

pecially the Deep ~uth.
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Sim Rsam~lican ~ination

vi-Preswm~t Gsoge DLul% is tim clear front-runner for the Repub-
l~can rmination for President at this juncture. f@ leads f@11~w
Rspublicagm 3~ ~ ~ aeker, Jack ICUq~, and Jeane Kirkpatrick
with 56% of tim first dioice vote and 76% of the cou~ined first and
second ch~ioe vote. The others are far tahind - Ibis with 30% of the
c~ined first and second choice vote, Baker with 27%, Kirkpatrick

with 21% and ICsnp with 18%.

Voting intentions are strongly related to awareness at the present
tiziw. C~ly 3% of the country's Republicans have rver heard of Bush,
but 25% are unaware of Ible, 27% are unaware of Baker, 33% have never
heard of Kirkpatrick, and fully 48% have never heard of Ken~p.

3ush is the clear choice a~ng Republicans across the country. None
of the other candidates ~nes close in any geographic or demographic
Subgroup. Nonetheless, it is interesting to see 4here the other

:andida~es get the support they 10 rece~.:e.

Bob ~le receives his highest Levels of support from independent
Republicans, t~st '4orth Central state residents, ~publicans under 25,

and those 65 or older.

?i~ard Baker draws ~ Republicans of all strengths of 2artisanship

and gets 41% of the ~or~er South ~te .ind higher than (his) average
levels of support ~rzrii Republicans 33 or older.
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Jin.K~tz1~~ j~ m~ ga' in the Mid-Atlantic states, among

tim intelligmituia, ~n, aid ~riu.zy voters ~~er 55.

[(alp *aws nainly frau Paublican party regulars aid ~ts his highest
gec~raphic share frau tim Mid-Atlantic and Pacific states. He is far
more p~pular a~ng nun than vo.mn, and draws more from middle aged
Republica,. than from either ~uang or old Republicaiw.

0

0
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U.m*Ucai (~nric Prefeswms

Mm! viaL heats taken tkvee ~uazu hefoce the first state primary
ha~ little predictive valt. 'lIe main reinon ~c this is that *ari~
trial heatS we primarily (kiwn by large descripencies iZ~ the '~ters'
familiarity vith the tested candidates. These nm I.D. gaps'
Laually disappear by the tlzuw the real vote is taken, M~ the election
aitoots often tare. slight resa~lence to the earl.y szwy deta.

In this study an atten~t has made to provide some data that could be
a projected into the future. The voters 'are presented with the

description of the cantral themes of four candidacies. By design,
three of the themes ~re meant to corres~,ond to the thEmes with which

4~j

George Bush, Bob tk~le, and Jack Kemp might becane i.rdquely associatedby 1988. The fourth theme is not known to be uniquely M5Ociated with

any 1988 contender, ~ it was a~ded as the ~ssible unclaimed winner.
(Its resemblence to the r'eanino of Reagan's presidency is clear

enough, ~owever.)

The four t~.emes, randooily presented, ~ere:

* Has the best personal ;ual~f1catL:~s ~r tr~e
job. '3~.sh)

* Considers reducing the federal ~u~et ceticits
the ~untry's rLn~er one priority. (~le)

* Is a fi~hter for making major changes in
~over~'J'1ent. (Kemp)

* Woula step-up the pace of reducing ;overnment
spending anci strengthening our position in theworic. (Unclaimed)
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As the 3~ubUcw pciauy vot@C5 first choice * the w~c1a limed thins

bs~ b3, 40% to 28%. Dish (19%) aid K~ (11%) trail wisiderably

behind. ~lO pins strength in the Rapublicaim' second choices (36w)

against the 'ziclairnd tt (25%) and finishes in a victual tie of

cai~iiwd choices: wiclaimmed theme 64%, ~le 63%. Bush finishes a

distant third (37%) aid K~ is Last (~%).

(~m clear lesson of this incpsrlzmnt is that Di~sh Is r~t ping to crws

the ~pal line with the thin icet ~um~nly associated with him. H is

resuns characteristics are an important asset for him., bit, alone,

0 they will ~ get him elected.

0
'fl results, Just M clearly ~ucrmtrate the ~eat ~peal of an issue

thenu and the reed for Bush to t~ associated with one. Moreover, six
N

years into the Reagan Revolution the two principle themes of that

revolution still exhibit significant appeal. This, of course, may

change Dy 1988. Nevertheless, these results confirm that the

candidate ~.'ho is rr~st associated with carrying on the Reagan

Revolution ~uld have the irside track in the RepuDlican primary.

For the i~ost part, the ~x~tential Republican primary candicates have

not successfully associated themselves with one of these generic

preferences of Republican primary voters. The primary trial heat

result 3~vng Bush, Lole, Kemp, et al does not siynificantly change

across three of the tour generic preferences of Republicans. The

exception are the Repuolicans who prefer the candidate with the Dest

personal qualifications for the job. ~.ash is their candidate; 66%

vote for him against 31% fcr the a~bined field.
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A slinUin lack of ffsooiatlcn 15 SeEn in the groupln9s of Republicans
by tlufr sslacti~w of the f Lw mish characteristics nvst important
for a presi~nt ~ have, e.g. respected by foreign leaders, held a
variety of ~verrmwnt positiciw, etc. The trial heat results do not
sig~aificattly change acr~s ~ouc of the five groups of Republicans.
The mo.ptia~ are the Rapublicars who select Thea ~rked with Ronald
Reagan 8~ah Is their w~idatep 68% vote for him against 25% for
the combined field. As previously discussed, the latter
characteristic is the only one of the five which in now associated
with Bush and helps explain why voters like or dislike him. The
relationship of the primary trial heat to these selections is an
irrportant ~nr~nstration of the earlier finding.0

N
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~ic ft'sfile of kmibUcan g1.c~ate 1965 vs. 1979

Yew

Total

Nw~er of Cases

Political Molon

New ~g1and
Mid-Atlantic
east North Central
West North Central
Border South
Deep South
Mountain
Pacific

18-24
2 5-39
40-54
55-64
65+

Sex

Male

Fer~le

Educat ion

Less than high school
High schoo1~VocationaI
Sate oollege
College graduate

Other Groups

Hispanics
B lacks

100%

(457)

6%
19
19
10
11
16
6

13

100%

(659)

4%
18
16
8
7

26
6

15
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it the 1ecti~to select t he H~~b1ican candidate for President ~re beino timid to~hv and th candidates

1 Ald~ way & you lean as of today -- tIA:ard(IEPEATnJLLNv~msA~uoI~zR)?

1i~ ~i1d be yo~w si±cnnd d~Aoe?

Ikarty
Ident ItiCdt ion ion 0

F~La1 ej~~ md. 1~sn.

100% 100% 100% 100%ToLd I

East
New Mid- North

Fwjland Atlantic Central

100% 100% 100%

West
North [~ep

central ~wdsr South 6camtain ~
1~ 1~ 1~ 1~

Nun~er t)t Cases

Ci~iried 1st 6 2nd

~i~ices

Ik~iard Ilaker
Jack KCNV
J~ane Kirkpatrick
1xri t kncAml/Hetuseil

1'irst Choice

Geort~jt.~ Itushi
1~ob Ible
Howard Ilaker
Jack Kemp
Jeane Kirkpatrick
Lbnt know/H~f used

(50) (498) ( 16)

76%
30
27
18
21
20

58%
10
12
8
7
6

76%
It)
28
19
21
21)

63%
17
34
6

29
11

( 26)

74%
43
20
13
19
21

~9'~ Ai~ 47%
9 11 21

12 5 17

(22) (93) (78) (47) (46) (142) (29) (83)

71%
25
30
13

25

60%

21

73%
25
28
23
31
18

55'
8

11

72%
34
24
19
22
23

54'
9

11

75%
38
33
11
21
16

54%
16
15
9
2
4

73%
27
41
16
13
18

83%
33
26
18
12
23

55% 64%
13 11
14 12

71%
a
25
a

25
29

52%
10
16

75%

22
24
24
16

61%
9
S

9 4 16

(coot nued on i~xt payc)
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to select the I~ep1If)J 'can candidate for President %~re bei held toda and the candidate. ~r.
(CANDILWFE NAMES), would you be vot ing for (CAfl1)1rwri~ NAMES)?

Whic±~ way cb you lean as of today -- tIMwd (REPEAT FULL NAIIS IN SAFE OIlER)?

~4x would he your sea~d d~ix~?

.(cx~t d.)

Sex

i')t~,1 18-24 25-39 40-54 55-64 65+ Male nale

1~)L1 I 10f)% 100% 100% 100% lOot 100%

Nunt*~r ot td~5CS

Cjr~huiecI 1st & 2nd
I Choices

U'

Wit) I~)1t.~
Howard hdker
Jack Kemp
Jeane Kirkpdtrlck
L)oo't know/Hc.tused

(540) ( 99) (188)

76%
30
27
18
21
20

(119) C 50)
( 84)

100% 100%

(270) (270)

81~ 77% 71% 70t 76t 78% 74%
38 2') 24 29 36 33 28
19 29 23 31 38 28 2716 1) 26 20 ii 25 12
24) 18 20 29 24 18 23
22 21 26 10 11 14 27

High Intelli- Middi. [~r Ella-

Jnccm gsntsia Class ~id Jeejub ~ic Black

100% 100% 100% 1001 1001 1001 1~

(115) C 68) (204) ( 85)

75%
31
32
25
21
14

78%
21
34
22
30
12

76%
35
25
15
18
25First ('hoice

72%
35
22
16
21
25

C 10) C 17) C 15)

73%

46
19
27
is

1001
16
S

24
45
6

751
25
42
21

17
Geortje hush
Hoti Ible
Howard haker
Jack Kemp
Jeane Kirkpdtrick
[~n I know/Hetused

58'6
10
12
8
7
6

69~ 'h:. 56% 57% 54%
15 II 7 7 8
S I') 10 9 17
4 7 14 5 6
5 1) 4 11 12
3 6 8 8 3

61%
11
11
10
4
3

55%
9

12
6
9
8

55%
13
12
12
6
2

58%
4

11
11
13
4

58%
13
13
5
S
5

100158%
5

12
6

11
8

551

18

9
18

421
21
7

21

10
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~h - ~1d ~w ~ second?

~pub1icau~

Prizy E1.c~g'at.

First

Cau~ined O~ioe
Co~iiud First & Second Owgass
~ald step-up the peas of ~duoing
go~~,uunt spending id Strength-ening. air position in the ~rld 64% 40%

Considers reducing the federal
budget deficits the country's
nwii~er one priority 63 28

N Has the ~st personal qualifications
forthe job 37 19

ts a fighter for making major changes
in ~vern~nt 29 11

'4one/~Jo second choice 2 1!)~n't know/Refused 2 1
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bs~Ucu~ frimuiv ~ bat bin ~11cur. Gqmr~ freferenoss

Total

t~st 1zz~ortant fr.idsntjal
Character latics

Respected by for.i~i leaders

Has twld a variety of
gov.rnumnt positions

Is in ~pvernnwnt r~

Conservative

Has ~rked with Ronald

Reagan

Most A~~ealinQ Candiclate*

Would step-up tie pace of
reducing g~vernment
spending and strenqthen.-
1~ our posiiton in the
world.

Considers reducing tie
federal budget deficits,
t~e a~un~ry's n~xr~er one
~r1ority.

Has tie r~st personal
qualifications for the
job.

Is a fighter for r~k1nQ
major changes u~ govern-
rnent.

* _

All (ft~m Republican

100% 58 36 6 100%

61 34 S

100% 55 39 6

100% 54 39 7

100% 57 40 3

100% I~I 25 7 1

100% 56 38 6

1U0% 55 39 6

100% I~I 31 3

100% 57 34 9 1

56

39

27

32

29

64%

63

37

29

Cc~ibined first anc second choice used in each r~v.



MARKETOPINION RV.SiARCH

OIAF!U 4: WIIAT!C.W. L~RWt

(~ie of the mt videly discussed issue. in recent nvnths has been
international terroriuu. Ever since the taking of hostages in the
U.S. aea..~ in Iran, this issue has been a subject of public debate
and discussion. More recent events, such as the Achill. Lauro
hijacking, have nude this an even hotter topic. It is sure to be a
topic of disucssion in the 1988 Presidential can~eign ar~I, as such, is
an in~rtant area to explore here.

0

A solid ru~er of Americans believe that terrorist acts are the actsN
of goverruTunts rather than of groups or individuals. F'ully 67% feelC,
that foreign governments are behind riost terrorist acts. tess than
one-third (27%) of the public feels that terrorists are individuals or
groups acting on their own. This view is dominant throughout the

-~ electorate, but is r~ost strongly held ~,y senior citizens, lower end

whites, and residents of the r~ep South.

A 57% majority of Americans believe that the U.S. government can
significantly reduce terrorism, while 36% say that there is not much
the governr~ent can cb. One option the U.S. has against terrorism is
retaliation. E~ully 73% of the American public favors taking military
action against terrorists. When probed further, that ntwjber declines
as three spscific situations are presented. All told, 60% of the
public can be called pro-~nilit3ry iction, while 40% are anti-military

action.
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Eta tires qacific situaticew Smented ~r these: military action
qaifiet ~rtorist ~s if 1uu~oent ~ecpl. in the om~s at. likely to

~ killeG ci wounded; military action against terrorists who are
suspected of planning an attack cc' only as retaliation after an
attack; military action against governments which help and train
terz~c'ists, men if that action omild lead ~ larger ~nf1ict. Th tta
first situation, endangering Innocent live., only 35% of the public
would favor military action. Oily 28% would favor a pre-emptive
strike, and only 36% would favor military action against governments.

o So, while Americans, in general, are in favor of taking military
action to stop terrorism, that support lessens when some of the

~nsequences are discussed. Americans do not wish to see terrorist
0 can~s ~t~ed if that '~a.ld ~int innocent lives, they do not wish to

retaliate against ~verrwmnts if that cx~uld lead to a larger ocnflict,

and they generally favor military force as retaliatory action rather

than a pre-ehT~tive ais.

Republicans (riost notably Independent Republicans), middle aged (40 to

54) ci.ti~zens, residents of the ~ep South, and Jews are the inst

jro'mLhtary action ~oups in the electorate. New En4anders, wonen,

t~~crats, and senior citizens are the most ~aci.fist anc the ~.east

supportive of military action against terrorism. The most pro-

military ~tion ~oups in the electorate are southern r~en aged 40 to

54 and Jewish n~n agec 25 to 39. Canpared to the national average of

1.8 on the 0 to 4 military action scale, they r3te a 2.9 and a 2.6,

respectively.

- Efl -
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Tim fast that mush is the head of a task force on internationai
tasuwim ~a34 be of peat bsuwf it to him when discussing this Issue.
~ro aush ,~ta~s are nvre pro military action than average, and his
role on the task force sI~uld be a plus br him. This issue is sirely
cm that will be around in 1966, and it provides Sush with a good
opportunity to dmwxistrate his strength and resolve on the issue as
well as his breadth of experience.

C

N

0

- 61 -
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~p2hic kaf11~ of Sinmrt for Military Action ~imt ~rrouj.ae.e

Militazy
Military Action in
_______ 1 2 3 ~ Avo.#

1~al

~pablicmt
lndspstdnt
~rat

I~~lit teal Rholon

New ~tgland
Mid-Atlant iq
Eint North Central
WSSt North Central
Bordr South
C~p South
Mountain
Pacific

1.8-24
25-39
40-54
55-64
65*

100%

100%
100%
100%

100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%

100%
1.00%
100%
1.00%
100%

16% 25% 28% 23% 9% 1.9 (1500)

l~I 17T1
8 1.9
6 1.6

I~TI
15
13
17
11
16
19

14
13
14
15

28
25
25
27

I~I
23
29
21

16
21
22
23

22
w
22

7

8

6

1.5
1.8
1.8
1.9
1.7

f2.1J

1.3

1.8
1.9
2.0!
1.8
1.7

Sex

Male
F~riale

100% 11
100% L~.2J

Tracer GrouD

White northrn
Protestant

White rvrthern Catholic
White northern UflLOA
Southern white
Jewish
Black
Hispanic

100%
100%
100%
1.00%
100%

IUU%

19
18
12
1.0
1.2

L~ZI
9

1.9

26
28
23
23
27
26
19

2.1'
5 .61

18
20
22
27j

20
Th

8
9
6

12~

4

1.7
1.91

12.]j

1.5
2.01

Average ranges from 0 (no military action) t~ 4 (mtlitary action in all, cases'.

of Cass

659)
144)
695)

79)
246)
263
111.)
1.1.8)

'-F
53:
3L~
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18-24

Protestant
CattM~i~
Union.
Soutkwrn ~ji
Jewish
Hispanic
Black
25-39

C,
Protestant
Catholic

Union
Southern whit

0 Jewish
Hispanic
Black

40-54

Protestant

Catholic
Union
Southern whit
Jewish
Hispanic
Black

5 5-64

Protestant
Catholic
Union
Southern whit
Jewish
Hispanic
Black

(continued on

himlvuls of NilitaW ~tion Zu~sx*

Sex

Tbtal Male ftnmle

1.9 2.1 1.6

1.8

1.7 2.0 1.3
1.5 1.8 1.2
2.0 2.3 1.5to 2.1 2.1 2.1
1.9 2.0 1.5
1.5 1.9 1.2
2.1 3.0 0.7

1.9

1.7 2.0 1.5
1.7 2.3 1.2
1.8 2.0 1.6
2.0 2.3 1.8
2.2 lTi~ 1.7
1.6 1.8 1.4
2.2 2.4 2.0

2.0

1.9 2.2 1.3
1.9 2.4 1.7
1.9 2.2 1.7

e 2.3 2.6j 1.9
2.1 2.3 1.7
1.7 2.3 1.1
1.9 1.5 2.0

1.8

1.8 2.2 1.3
2.0 2.4 1.7
1.3 1.9 1.3
1.3 2.3 1.6
2.2 2.2 -

1.4 1.8 0.8
1.2 2.0 1.0

next ~ge)



MARKITOPINION RISCA~N

-. ~1yu1s of Nilitaw ~tiai Zz*x*

(mt'd.)

~j ~a1
(cont'd.)

65.

Protmeant
CaU~gj~
Union
S~zth.rn bihitO
Jovish
~Iispanic
Black

1.7

1.4
1.6
1.9
2.0
1.4
1.3
1.7

1.7
1.6
1.9
2.3
1.5
.6

1.7

1.2
1.7
1.9
1.7
1.4
1.7

~re averages on the i'tlitarv actian index, 4hiC~i ranges ~
3 t~ 4.
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~F1U 5: W!~TZ~IAL ThA~I AND P~13c~'rI:oNrsu

flx~ugh ~rioarw gsnerally feel that trade with other Countries helps
the U.S. eoon~, they ruietheless harbor protectionist SSntinmnts. A
55% to 36% umajority of the p~blic helieve that trade helps rather than
hurts the economy. This is true among all but strong Democrats,
blacks, and lower end whites, who helieve trade hurts the ecor~uy.tf~

0
A small 34% plurality of voters state that there should be less

o trade With other Countries than there is r~. A lesser 31% bel ieveN there should be rr~re trade and 28% say that it should stay about the
sanw. Flowever, fully 51% say that there should be feWer "imports."0 Ca~bining these sentizrents about trade and ~orts reveals that 47% of

the American public can be called "protectionist," 23% are "free
traders," and the rest (30%) have mixed opinions.

A~~ericans are not blanket protectionists, however. Fifty-three
percent (53%) of the public supports restrictin~; foreijn iriports 3n2.y
from Countries that restrict our products while trading freely with
all other Countries. A lesser 27% feels that ~ should "restrict any
foreign irr~orts Zic~ threaten An~rican jobs even if they are from a
country which ~tesn't restrict our products." Only 16% believe that
there should be no restrictions on foreign imports.

-
65 -
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protectionists? 1 ~4i tint ~@S in tim Oleotesate exhibit
scm degre. of protectionist sentiswnts9 the most 9rotectionist
elsiunts in our society axes

* I~mocrats* mid-Atlantic state xusidsnts
0

* blacks* middle class lower a~ whites* tk~ee with r~ g~llege eduostion

~0
education appears to be the nvst significant correlate with pro-e
tectionist sentinunts. The ~eater the educational attainment D the

less likely a person is to harbour protectionist sentiments. Only
azr~ng Jews and high incone ~~vters ~ free traders outnumber protec-

1'. tionists.

e
The electorate's relative perceptions of Bush and Reagan ~ r~t appear
to be affected by the trade issue. Core Reaganites are Scn~ewhat more

protectionist than the anti-Reagan, pro-Bush ~ter, but those ;~kio rate
them equally also lean toward protct~u.sm. tt is therefore an issue
that 3ush z~n develop without concern about alienating the Reagan
constituency. The only concern should be not to appear too "free
trade-ish," but that ~'ould alienate most voters, including Reagan

Su~orters.

Why are sane Ameri:ans protectionist? One reason is that Americans
~ho are inti-imports .~re -ore likely than free traders to know of a
specific business ~ their area that has been hurt b~ foreign
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c~t.1cn* Fifty-be permnt (52%) of the ocre protectionists knov
of a huinmee that has been bwt by So~ign Inpares, 'dhlle 53% of the
free tradezu ~ t~t kr~e of a local basinees that has been 'mart.

Americans believe that the major reasons behind the trade deficit are
cheep la~r in foreign countries (66% feel. thi* has contributed a
great deal), 'egs demands by Awrican labor ralons (47%), dumping or
selling at less than cost by foreign countries (47%), and poor
plarming and management by U.S. companies (43%). Americans blameN unfair trade policies by foreign govern~nts (37%) and the better

C, quality of foreign products (37%) least of all.U~r

0

Taking these opinions on the source of blame for trade problems
N

together, only one-.fourtl~ of the American public (25%) puts the blame
o for U.S. trade problema solely at the feet of American business. ~n

the other hand, nearly 4 in 10 (38%) blame foreign countries. The
C

rest (37%) blame both or have rniKed Opinions. The relationshipbetween blame for trade problems and protectionist sentiments is
strong. ?rotectionists place the blame on foreign countries, while
free traders think the cause ~ues from J.S. business. ?rotectionjsts
thus feel that, since the trade deficit is due to unfair competition
from abroad, there should be trade restrictions so that U.S. industry
can ~~ete on an equal footing. Free traders place the blame on U.S.
business and thus believe that it is up to business to straighten up
and become na~re coripetitive.

-
67 -
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~ie t~mvr, a large share of the electorat, that divides the
blin ~timmn U.S. bushings and foreign coqanies and governmnes*
New 8iglandere, ~witaio state residents, young voters (18-24), and
lousr end whites pat the nest blaee on b~th ceivps.

The placement of blauw for trade problems does not divide the
Reagan-mush aalition groups. All groups feel that the blame lies
with foreign '~ntries n~re than U.S. business, and secoradarily that
the blats should be shared.

One policy which has been ~poused recently is one of fair trade.
Americans ~ along with that general idea, protectionist and free
trader alike. Fifty-two percent (52%) of the free traders, 50% of the
Protectionists, and 60% of those in the middle feel that America's
trade policy Should ~ one of trading freely wtth those countries that

qrn trade freely with us, and restricting the products of those countries
C who restrict our products. Frc~n a policy perspective, this could lead

to a trade war, but even when that was explai.-~ed t~ those ioters who
wanted ~e~er L,~orts, they said that having ~ewe~ >ports was riore
~iportant t~han avoiding a possible trade 4ar.

tt is clear that Americans want a trade policy that takes into con-
sideration the ef fact of imports on American jobs. The fair trade
concept should t~ explored. Ai~ericans are definitely riot in favor of
"frees trade, but ti~ey are not intransigent in their protectionis:,

either.

-
68 -
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~1ai1st Uuntlinnts in thi ~ricm ftlic

Protec-~a MS~md fradwsThtal 100% 47% 30% 23% (1500)

Party Zd.ntification

~SPlblicu% 100% 40 32 ( 659)I1~SPSK3Snt 100% 45 33 27 ( 1")~c~ut 100% I5T1 27 19 C 695)
Political balon
Nw8~g1and 100% 49 28 23 C 79)o Mid-Atlantic 100% 50 27 23 C 246)Last t~Ug Central 100% *46 27 27 C 263)7 I*St NOrth C5fltral 100% 45 29 27 ( lii)BorderSoutti 100% 48 36 15 (118)0~SpSOUtJI 100% 48 30 22 (392)Mountain 100% 48 34 19 C 80)Pacific. 100% 40 33 27 C 210)

Sex
C' Male 100% 37 29 133J ( 726)

E'egnale 100% J~ 30 14 ( 774)

Status Group

High inc~'ns 100% 29 32 228)Intelligentsia 100% 31 37 31j 163)Middle class 100% 51 27 22 ( 458)~wer end 100% ~f 25 12 ( 275)Jewish 100% 36 32~ ( 53)t{ispanic 100% 43 32 ( 63)Black 100% 57f 31 13 ( 159)

~L!4~ation

Under 40/~4o college 100% V11 28 16 ( 321)Under 4 O/College 100% 39 34 26 ( 448)Over 40A4o college 100% ~j 24 18 ( 427)Over 4 O/College 100% 35 28 361 (300)
Bush-R.aaan ~rcept ion
Difference

RR>x~ 100% 30 28 21 ( 431)RRX~ 100% 39 29 30 (328)RR~~ 100% 31 27 20 (444)GB>RR 100% 39 32 27 C 216)
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PERCEPTION OF CONTRIDUTIOI4S
TO THE TRADE DEFICIT

0

A GREAT SEAL

A FAIR ASOSIUT

WEST LIIILE/MOT AT ALL

SI/SE,
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8mm @1 SJ~ Lot Oiuz~t ~ ~

Si- Lot frade ft~bi-(a)

Total

Party Idsntiticat±~

RspubIica,~
Independent
f~rat

Political Raqion

Nov ~gland
Mid-Atlantic
East Nort.h Central
West North Central
Border South
Deep South
Mountain
Pacific

18-24
25-39
40-54
35-64
65+

Sex

Male

Female

(continued next page)

( 726)
774)

-
7]. -

Si-
Foi~i~ Slats

U.S.

25%

22
26
20

J~I
27
19
26

Si-

371

41
36
37
27
32
38
47
38

44
35
34
41
34

361

37
37
liii
41
35
35
37

32
39
40
38

~Th

1001

1001
1001
1001

1001
100%
1001
1001
100%
1001
1001
1001

1001
100%
100%
1001
100%

100%
100%

~&m~sr

(1500)

659)
144)
695)

79)
246)
263)
111)
118)
392)
80)

210)

237)
531)
313)
189)
225)



(out'd.)

Slin to' Trade ft~bl..s(a)

urnF~retU~ Blaim Dim !&m~er
~ ~maitrtee Both U.S.

High in~ 100% 35% 32% C 228)tntelligsnt.ia 100 31 1311 C 163)Middle claus 100 33 C 458)
100 44 16 (275)

__________ 100%'' 28
EUUpWdCS 100% 33 47 21 C 63)
Blacks. 100% 30 43 27 (159)

100%
100%
100% 30

(non-black)

Union 100% F171 34 19 ( 210)Non-union 100% 38 36 26 ( 921)

Aq/Educat ion

cr Under 40/No college 100% 39 39 21. C 321)
Under 40/College 100% 35 37 ( 448)
Over 40,'No college 130% 40 39 21 C 427)
Over 43/Coltege 100% 40 31. 29 C 300)

Bush-R.agaa~ Percent ion
Differen~

R.R>)GB 100% 39 34 27 ( 421)
RR>~ 100% 41 36 23 C 328)
RR~ 100% 38 39 23 (444)
GB>RR 100% 36 34 30 C 216)

inc~x of c st~ls 17-22.
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MAIXIT OPINION RL5~A~I
550 Washington Boalevard
I~troit, MIchigan 48226
(313) 963-2414

QueetiowaIz,*

(IN'rERvw~Rs initial
abo~'e 'AOn o~!p1ete)

U.S. National #2
(~waibus Study

9~R OFFICE I~SE CNL~
Job *P65040
iwIpondent * 1-4

gr, 11111

Date: 9-17-85
QJota~

DEKIC
Dasignated arson Not in ~/
No Thy NoupAall Bach

N (CRhIA1INA~)
~mal (W)

Respondent Tegna. (R-T.rm.)
NCR Thou. (M-'1~guu)
Business Numb. (BLU)

INon-4~~tcing *

N I~graphic 7.0. (G-F.o.)~ographic P.O. (G-F.o.)(~) .~n-Regist.r Voter p.o. (V-F.o)
No Male in ~usehold (~I4)
No 7mb in ~usehold (NF)

(12
(12
[12
(12
(12

(12 (13 (14(11 (12 (13 (14 (15
(11 (12 (13 (14 (15

(11 (12 [13 (14 (15
[11 (12 (13 (14 (15
(11 [12 (13 (14 (15
[11 (12 (13 (14 (15
(11 [12 (13 (14 r i~

0500 16

0501 17
19 0502 18
19 0503 19
19 0504 

20

(13
(13
(13
(13
(13

(14
(14
(14
(14
(14

I JO I J7 [ 18 [ 19 0505 21(16 (17 (18 (19050622
(16 (17 (18 [19050723
(16 (17 (18 [19050824
(16 [17 (18 [19050925
(16 (17 (18 (19051026

(16 [17 (18 (19051127
(16 (17 (18 (19051228

19 0513 29
19 0514 30
19 0515 31
19 0516 32
19 0517 33(11 (12 (13 [14 (15 (16 (17 (18 [19 0518 34

(11 (12 (13 (14 ( 15 (16 (17 (18 (19 0519 35
Otter Disp. (write in)
(No Eng., Daaf, etc.) (11 (12 (13

(11 (12 (13 (14 ( 15 (16 (17 (18 (19 0520 36

(14 (15 (16 (17 (18 (19052137

NO. CALLS TO ~MPLE'rE
VI 38-39

Phone Roou:

LD4~fli OF I~ERVIEW:

V2 41-42~I

Tin Started: Tinw Ended:

Datroit
Fazmington.
Livonia .

* 0 0 0 * I
* 0 0 0 * 4 (40)

* S * 0 0 5

~TE: ~OITh: V3 (43-44)

V4 (45-46)

E~P2~ #~3

Coup. Male (aq
Coup. 7mb (CF)

(NA)
~ (NA)

OPRI



U.S. National Swvay

IF ~IcE Ar mi OTHER mio ~2ITS
YOUR MALE/FU4ALS ~

Hello, I'au calling fz~ Detroit
for Market Opin~mi kmarch
CoII~any. We're ~ng a (short)
public opinionstudy in y~~ur area
and I'd like w~y mach ~o hwie ~x
opiniora.

A. Is there at 16-24 year old Omale/!a1) A.who is a citizen ce time United State
living at this edkms?

No (GO 100.18) . . . . .2
Refused/NA. . . . . . . .9

a. Mayispak with hlWher?

Yes, 16-24 year old t~coms
respondent (GO '10 0.1). * 1.

Yes, I au (GO 100.1)... 2
No(GO'100.zs).....* 3 1
Refused/NA...

~I8. Are ~ou a Citizen of the United States
over 18 years of ~e living at this
address?

Yes (GO '10 1) . . . . . .1
No. . . * . . . . . . . .2
Refused/NA. .......9

IF S~ICE AT ThE (YIIIIR DOES ~ir MEET
~VIJR MALE/FIIALE QLXY!~

Hello, I'm______ calling from
Detroit for Market Opinion Resear(~
Company. We're doing a (sI~ort)
p~1ic ~inIon study In ~vur area
and I'd like w~y m.da ~ have the
~inios of a umle/female who ~r
18 yearn of ~e and a citizen of the
United States living at this aikess.

Is there an 18-24 year old nmle/
tamale ~ is a citizen of the United
States living at this aidrges?

. . . . . . . . .

No (GO '10 0.18) . .

Ref uind/1~. . . . .

oA
102

a. May I spdc with hlWher?

Yes, 18-24 year old becomes
respondent (GO 100.1) . . . . I

Yes, I (GO '10 0.1). . . . . .

No (GO '100.18). . . . . . . . .

Refused/NA . . . . . . . . . . . 9

~103

~ I

1-ilB. Is there any adult (marV~nan) who is
a citizen of the United States living
at this address available at this tune?

No (TER4INATE). . . . . . . 2
Refused/NA. . . . . . . . . 9

ce
1.04

a. Is there any male/female ~
citizen of the United States
at this address?

Yes . . . . . . . .

is a
living

. .1

May I speak with hlWher? (After
y~a have ascertained that he/she
an adult citizen of the United
States living at that address.

(GO '10 0.1)

No (TER4IIwrE). . . . . .2
Refused/NA. . . . . . . .9

a. After y~.a have ascertained that (he!
she) is an adult citizen of the United
States living at this address (GO '10
1)

is

U

105

106-144 * EXTRA
145-153 SPECIAL
L~4O VARIABLES
(V18) 156-160 ~EIGi'IS
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U.S. National #2 - Qunibus Study

1. I~ you feel things in this ~.antry are
gerurally goTng in the right directionor do you feel things have pretty
seriously ~tten off on the wrong
track?

Right direction

Wtong track .

Refused/NA. .

0 0 0 0 0 * .2
* 0 * * *

* 0 0 0 0

* 0 0

* 0 0

* 0 S * 0 * * * 9
2. ~ ~ *...... 2political system aid ~w.rrinn~ we Need significant changes. . * . . . I~ I E~fl'tji~~~. ******** 0.0.8tur., or do you think tkuy rued stg- J Refu.e4/?a. *......... 

0.9nit icant changes? I
V

~ 3. Itiat kinds of changes do you think rued to

C',
Q3Ml
Q3M2
Q3X3

1Q3M4

1Q3M5

C~ 4. ~ you approve or disapprove of the
way ~nald Reagan is handling his jobas President? (~'AIT IVR R~Kt4Sg ANDASK:) Would that ~ strongly
(approve/diSapprove) or just sc~!uwhat
(approve/disapprove)?

nude? ~ ~ ~ LEAST 1IV

Strongly approve. .

Sauewhat approve. .
Scznewhat disapprove
Strongly disapprove
lbn t kn~. . * * *

Refused/NA. . . . . * 0

5. ~ you approve or disapprove of theway George Bush is hwdling his job
as Vice-President? (ItaIT g)R RE3RIISE
AND ASK:) Would that ~ strongly
(approve/disapprove) or just souuwhat
(approve/disappro~,e)?

Strongly approve. .

Sanewhat approve. .
Sor.what disapprove
Strongly disapprove
~n t kr~. * * * *

Refused/NA. . . . . * . . . . * 09 Q5

* 0 6 0 0 0 S 'I
* 0 6 0 0 0 0 3
* a 0 0 0 * . 2
* 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
* . . . . . . 8

* S

* 0

* 0

* 0

* 0



'~ 3')437 2O42~

Ncnre I'd like to read you s~ue statelm3nts about various issues in the ~.mntry. F~r each one* p1. tell m at
you strongly ajree, scu~what ajree . scmnewhat disagree, or strongly disagree.

Neither &yee
Strongly Scuewhat 1kw Iilaajr.e ~what Strongly E~bt ~t./

A~iree ~ ~(RANIX*4IZE)

6. '[he United States stvuld mver seid trcxps
to tight in a civil ~r in ~*her wintry,
even It a xinmiet tiawer is likely.

7. ~ abould help only countries ~iich are tor
us aid mt help tk~e %Aich are agaiiwt us.

8. It is all right for piblic schools to
start each day with a prayer.

9. It cities ad t~vw around the country med
financial help to iuiprwe their schools, the
govervnt in WMhington ought to give than
the winy they med.

10. Claiiin about ~inltare abuses are ~eatly ex-
aggerated; m~t people receiving ~ltare
mistance truly med it.

Ii. Labor unions have becai~ too big aid ~xwertul
for the g~od of the country.

12. black people in the wintry should be given
special coin iderat ion for mw jobs because Ct
pest discrimination agaimt than.

1 0 9

I V 9

1 8 9

I 8 9

1 5 9

1 8 9

5 4 3 2 £ V 9

A)e-
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C) 9.
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0

'in.

~

4'

* ( 4

Al
* .d. 4

0:

i~I~
*0.

~1*
Ctqt

* 5'1*

*cY

* I-'

i

'I
S
9.

ii~I
[~iii'

no...a.

aRea
In

2~8

0 ....

0~J

F
iI

S

I
I

I
I.-

8'I.'

'3

'Ii

a

I
0

0

A
0

j
@0: : :

00

a.. 0e

* 0 * * 0

* 0 0 *0

* 0 a 0 0

* 0 0 0*

* 0 0 00

* 0 0 0 0

* 0 0 a 0

* a a a 0

lOQ.- 
t~jw

I'to* 0

* 0

* 0 0

* 0 0

* 0 0

* 0 0

* 0 0

* 0 0

* 0 0

* 0 4

'ow-

~JI~

3 d.

"H0

. 1

Ir~~Iilil
* a a

* 0 0 0 *

* 0 0 * *

* 0 0 0 a

* 0 a a

* 0 a a a

* 6 0 0

* a 0 0 0
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(PIAD S~XX)As you nay J, W have a foA~ trade deficit. Thia sinins that %. are buyianore fz~ 5omIU~ ~mtz±es tiwa ~ ag ssLJ.in ~ tjiup. lbr each of tz~efoUomeizq, plemes ~U urn hoie aua ~a th~izik it has ~atri~utsd to the tradedeficit - agreat deaJ, a fair pg~t, ~wy littl, ox wt at all. First,h~ ii~ ~ you think (SAD ZT~) has cwatri~aeed to the trade deficit?

~AND~IIZZ)

17. ~or plarming and nrnnmgrnmrit by

18. Wage dmmm~ds by ~incica~ 3a~g,

unions.

19. Better qiality Ce foreign 5roducts

20. L~fair trade policies of foreign
~untries

21. Cheap labor in foreign ~untries

22. 11w selling of gnode at less than
~t by foreign ~ipanies

A ~keat

4

4

4

4

4

4

A Fair Very Not I~nt Ref.,'

2 1 8

2 1 8 9

2 1 8 9

2 1 8 9

Q17

021.5

0219

QZO
2 1 8 9 QZL

2 1 8 9 (1''

1'
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HALF SNIM2 A

23A. *~tch ~ Urn ~LJ~i4ng statinnts cl'~t w your ~tn Ion:

(I~TE)

a. Thg J~ams a~ ~u~tir~ ~n-

fairly with Arnrican irdustriw. *j

OR
be Awrican irdustxiin We bIami~

tiw Jq~anm ~or their
nmnaginnt ard acceive labor

023A

. . . . * * * * * * * * .9

C'.

17

Cl

C



0
7B

HALF SAMPLE B

23S. ~tich ~ tED 13iowtng Statgmsg*s O~US6 Clcs.t to your ~inion:

(~TE)
a. flu Etropeaw ar ~2Dpetir tNt-

fairly vitft ADrican ir~uatniu. .1

OR
b. Aumrican it~ustrim ar b3it~

tED EIWc~3aIW tor thsir ~ 315 QZJN
Iwtbginnt a~ e~ccinsiv 1abog~

C"

0



24. ~'er ~ wzt several ~earu, ~
think oar country "~ald be ~t~gg~ ~E
alloying ~, ~ or ~ut e~w e
ataant cE foreign izyorta * - nw,
into the country?

'(p

25. Ifva allovt.wrfc~r.ignium~~ AVotdingaeradevac........zI into oar country, Other ~mtr1m AUoving sewer iqiorts into country. iJI mnya.Uowf.var~ojrpr~A.~t.intoI their country. 1?ds is s~tluw 3etuue4/Nft . . . . . . . . . . . . .9
hod a trade var. * %*aich ~
ink is n~re iqiortant (~3:I a~idiN a trade var or ahlovtq

country?)

0@* .000

Abut the e~ . .
LIme *..00000

~n*t 3a'~e . . . * 0

RsC~ued/za . 0 0 0 9

* . S 0 0 0 S 03

* 0 0 6 5 * . .2
00000.. Sib

* 0 0 * 0 0 * .8
* 0o 5 0 0 *

Q25
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International terrorism Is a'~ther Issue '.*~ich has haen in the r~
recently.

S~ guople sq that there really is not
imich the U.S. govertumnt cat ~ to re-
duos terrorism. Otheg!s sq the U.S.
govexiunt can significantly reduce
terrorism. IEaich opinion Is closest to
your own?

Not teach govt can ~ . . . .
Gov't can significantly leduce.
lbn 't know. . . . . .
Refused/I.. . . . . .

0.1

0.2
O 0 0 0 0 0

O 0 0 0 0 0 9

33. ~ favor or ~pme the United states Favor . . .(Q.) m Q.35) . . . . . . 2ary action qairut terror- ~ . . . . . . . . . . . . . . I

I~mRefused/3~. *0 * * * * . . *0 * .9
V

3 4 .uldyifavororq~ipos.tuilitagy Favor...(~~Q.35). .0.0.2tion against terrorists b~ had ~os. .((~'V 0.36) . ..... 1

R.fused/t&.(QO 'V 0.38)
killed ~ericen citim.? E~n't k~.(GD ID Q.38) * . . . . . 8

(ASIC Q.35-37 OLY IF VA~S Q.33 (1 Q.34)
35. I*~uld you favor or ~ose military

action against terrorist cat~s if
innocent people in the ceu~s are likely
to ha killed or '~~unded ira the attack?

Favor . . . . . . . .

Oppose. . . . . . . .

lbn 't know. . . . . .

Refused/NA. . . . . .

Q33

* 0 0 0 0 ~

* 0 0 0 0 ~

O 0 ~ 0 6 0

* 0 0 0 0 0

36. ~a1d you favor militazy Favor against suspected terrorists. 2action against terrorists wt~ we mu- Favor only as retaliation . . . . . 1pected of planning at attack or only Favor neittier . . . . . . . . . * . 3as retaliation against terrorists ~*to I~x~'t g~* * * . * . . . . . . . . 8have actually carried oat ai attack? Refused/NA. . . . . . a * * * * * * 9

37. ~~ald you favor or ~cee military Favor . . . . . . . . . . . . a 2action against c~verrnts i*aich help Oppose. . . ....................................train and finanoe terrorists, eren if lbn't know. . . . . . . . * * * * 8that~uansriskin~a],g~r~r? Refused/NA. .0.0.00.0.0.9

(ASK ALL)
38. When terrorists are ~olding Anuricans Si~ald negotiate. . . . . . . . . . 2~stage, ~ y~i think our goverrusrat Refuse to negotiate . . . . . . . . 1sk'~uld negotiate with the terrorists lbn't know. . . . . . . . . . . . . 8for their release or refuse to Refused/NA. . . . . . . . . . . . . 9negotiate with the terrorists?

39. lb you blieve terrorist acts are Individuals/Suall ~oups. . . . . . 1largely the acts at individuals ar~ ' Foreign gnverrmnt. . . . . . . . . 2small groupe, or ~ you think that nost r~nt know. . . . * . . . . . . . . 8of them are haing hacked ~ Refused/NA. . . . . . . . . . . a 9
foreign goverluant?

32.

Q32

N

qq.

0

N

QJ 6

Q37

Q38

Q3;
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Now I'd like y~ to rate y~ar feelings ~rd same people in politics using azero to ~m Iwi~ed scale -~ with 100 iinwitng a very ~m, favorable fs.l,~,zero imaiiing a wry ~ld, w~favorable feeling. ai~ 50 meaning r~t Particularly
yarn or ~3d.
If you ~n't tiaw Mi laptession about or have never tward o~ the person, justtell iw and well ~ Onto ttw next yin.

'ItS firSt PaE'SOn i (READ AND V~lE). H~ 4~ YOU feel out (hiw/her using azero to ow l,.mndred scale?

(lv. Iw1~za~'s WE)

in' 70
0 10 20 30 40 5060 100
V V VVery Cold, Not Particularly Very I'Iaut,ILkifavorable ftelino ~rm or cold Favorable helino

(RAN~CMIZE)
(WRX'zz IN wim~a cm ~RO.E 996 cm 999:
W N~~T LEE FRACIICIS)

40. Ra~ald Reagan

41. George Bush

42. Robert Ible

43. Howard Baker

44 * Jack Ke~

45. Pat Robertson

46. Jeaw Kirkpatrick

47. Walter Nci~ale

(RECORD ~)

(RECORD ~UEER)

(RECORD I4JtEER)

(RECORD ~ER)

(RECORD MJIEER)

(RECORD M)SER)

(RECORD M~BER)

(RECORD NL~SER)

48. 'I~d Kennedy

49. Tip ONe±ll

(RECORD ~SER)

Rtused/ NA. .999

D~nt know. .998
Refused/NA. .999
~1t know. .998
Refused/NA. .999
D~n't know. .998
Refused/NA. .999
C~n't know. .998
Refused/NA. .999
~i't know. .998
Refused/NA. .999

~1't know. .998
Refused/NA. .999
I~n't know. .998
Refused/NA. .999

I~n't kz~. .998
Refused/NA. .999
Cr.m't know. .998

Refused/NA. .999
(c04TINUW 04 ~CT PKE)

r~ve.

Q40

Q'. 2

Q4 3

044

043

Q46

Q4 7

Q48

Q4~
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(OOWrZNUED)

(FVP W!WZin!LIin)

11 /~ 4~ I 501 GU 70

arnIrirn 9(1 100Very ~Id, t~tk~favorabl. Particularly Very Warn,
~u or ~1d Favorable 9~elina

(RMIO~SIU) (11T3 IN M)SU ~ C~.Z 998 ~ 999:

~. ~ ~T LEE FRACZ'ZGIS) ~n't know. .998
Refused/?a. .999

51. Mario Ci (~.D44D) ______________ ~nt k~. .998
(REWRD ~USU) Ref u4/?a. .999

52. Gary Hart 
______________

(REO3RD NIISER) Ref usecVNA. .9990 ~ Geraldine Ferraro (F~i*-iwI-~v) _____________ [~n't know. .998

(RE~RD ~IJt'SER) Refused/NA. .999
54. John Glerm 

_____________ I~nt know. .998
(REa2RD ~IJ1SER) Ref used/NA. .999

55. Jane Faida 
_____________ Dnt know. .998

(RE~Rn MJLScR) Refused/NA. .999
56. Jerry Falveil 

_____________ ~ know. .998

(RE~~RD MJt.S~) Ref used/NA. .999
57. Gerald Fcxd 

_____________ D~nt know. .998

(RECORD ~J1'SER) Refused/NA. .99958. Jimny Carter 
____________ ~'t know. .998
(RE~RD tIJ1.3~) Refused/NA. .999

59. George Wallace 
______________ C~x~t know. .998

(R~ORD ~IJ?.SER) Refused/NA. .99960. Lee lacocca (EYE.A-COKE-A) 
______________ ~'t know. .998
(R~RD JI'SER) Refused/NA. .999

Q50

Q5 1.

Q52

Q53

Q5.~

055

Q 56

Q 57

QSS

Q59

Q60
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I also hew ~oups c~ people to ~t y~r feelings a~ut. 'fla first ~oU~
(is/rn) * ~ )OU ~se1 ~Ut theft USing a zero tO ~fl5 kI.indred scale?
(FVR IN~3WS wrn

I p l~ 2~
30I I

V
Very Cold,

Lkitavorabl. ftelim

- (RArnizzE)

61. fla Republican Party

62. us Dsn~cratic Party

63. Lit~rals

64. Conservatives

~ 1 5O 1 6u 70 ~0 90 100

Tm 
VNot Particularly Very Warn,Warn or Cold Favorable fte1i,~

~ITE ltd tugga ~ a~.z 998 ~ 999:~ NOr (.51 F~W1IOIS)

Don't mow. .998
(RI~RD tUSER) Ref U5A~/NA. . !~99

I~nt know. .998(RE~.D MiSER) Refused/ta. .999

L~nt know. .998(RECORD MitBER) Ref used/NA. .999

C~nt know. .998(RE~~D J~ER) Refused/ta. .999

I,)

C)

N

C)

q~.

cr

Q6 I.

Q6 2

Q63

:64
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Ronald Reagan is Serving his second tea se President M~ C5fli~t VJfl for a
third ta~m.

65. of the following cherecteristi~, 1g.m. teLl ow tAich one y~i thinkis west UuI~OCtU~t for the text president to have?

(Q.65) (Q.66)
Firet Second66. ~ich one '~o.ald ~ua cho~ second? ~

(PMCGazE)
a. Conservative
b. ~ 

2 2c. Is In ~verrmwit r~ 3 3d. KM ~rked with ~~ald Reagan 4 4e. Has held a vaziety of ~wzmug~ positions
None 6No second nent ion 7~t kmw 8 8Refused/NA 9 9

~ 67. I will ~iefly dascribe four presidential, candidates w~ Vd like y~i totell tie which are nest q~p.als to ~vu.
C~)

One (read below)
'fle second (read below)
The third (read below)
And the fourth (read below)

(RANDOMIzE)

a. H the best personalqualjfjca~j~ for the job.... . . . . . . . . . . . .1C' b. Would step-t4 ~ the pace of reducir~ ~verrgent spending and strengthening our
c. Isafighter forrieicingnejorchj~~g~ in~verruient . . . . . . . . . . . . . .3d. Considers reducing the federal b.ad~jet deficits, the country's r~nt~er one

None (V~.~LJNTEERED). . ((iU DIV Q.69) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .................. 5 Q67
Refused/NA,. . . . . . (GO 'IV Q.69) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .9

(IF MADE A FIMT CIDICE, ASIC:)
68. Which are ~.uld you d~e second?

(REPEAT IF N~SSARy/RA~,qIZE)
I' a. H the best personal qualifications for the job. . . . . . ............................... 1.b. ~a1d step-up the pace of reckacing goverrwent spending and strengthening our

C. Is a fighter for rra~c~ing nejor ~aaiiges in cyverrunent . . . . . . . . . . . . . .3ci. Considers reducing the federal t~idget deficits, the country's r~ui~er are
No second choice. . . . .5
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Hers we - pEoPle ~ might tm eleoted fresident in 1986, av~ i'd like ~

tO rat* 1w g~G a Pmid.nt ~ua think aech aw ~cald iske. ~*'ll use a mo-to-tenscale ~*ms, esso mew tkm psrsa~, ~j1d inIIe tkm i~cst ~seible President aid tenursaru the pE~Ofl 'o~ld ituke the ~t &i~sib1. president.

if ~.a ~n't ka~ the p.rsa~ just WU tWo

'Itw first ~rson i.NM!k.
~ a s.~to-ten

How g~od a free Went ~ ~i third~ ~ "add ruke

(FVR ?t4WT~3 (SI)

1 ~ IT6! ~ ~
I I I It I VIR~sibl V But Ifreidsnt ________ fresident IMi~oint 

~s1bl.(RAN~IIZE)

69. George &mh
(RE~D ~)

I~n't know.
Refused/NA.

* . . . . 98
* 0 0 0 6 99

70. Jack Kuip ~n 't know. . . . . . . 98Refused/NA. . 6 6 0 0 6 99(RE~D ~SER)

71. Ted Kennedy I~n 't know. . . . . . . 98Refused/NA. . 0 6 * 6 99
(RE~RD ~SER)

72. Gary Hart I~n't know. .06.6.98Refused/NA. . 0 0 6 0 0 99(RE~RD ~IJ~3ER)

C'6 9

07 D

C,-



- 16 -

73. In the presidential priamry elections in - Republican.
1988 to select inch party's ~idate I
for ftsident, suming y~ir state hed
one. mild y~z ~ ecre likely to ~te in I
the (~T3: -Ripublican or ~crat IC) I
primary or neither one? I

'7

I~w~crat Ic.
Neither one
~n*t (flOW.
Refused/NA.

. . g g g ~ . g g g g

(GO ID 0.77). . .

(GD ID Q.78). . . .

(GO ID 0.78). . . .

(GO ID 0.78). . . .

74. If the primary election to select the a. George hash . . . . (GO ID 0.75). * I.~idate ~or President b. Bob I~le. * . . . . (GO ID 0.75). . 2held today aid the ~ndi- c. IIoi.rG 5&er. . . . (GO ID 0.75). * 3datas ~re (RANWMIZg NMI), ~.ald d. Jack Ku~ . . . . . (GO ID 0.75). * 4y~a ~ ~ting for (~PFAT CM? ~W4ZS *. Jeans Kirkpatrick . (GO ID 0.75). . S

J~ Refused/ta. . . . . * * * * * * * * N
V

-a. Gecrgehash. . . . . . . . . . . . L
~ H' b.Dob~le. . ......... .. g 2f ~.D~)? :C:Ho~ruardsdcer: gg..ggggg . :41

. C C S C g g g g g ~
[O.J5Wl5Kirk~atriCk ........ .5

(GOIDQ.78). .8Refused/NA. . . . . (GO ID 0.78). . 9
75. ~frK '~~1d ~ y~r Se~nd choice? George hash . . . . . . . . . . . * 1.(PEPEATNAM~IFNE~SSARY) Bob~le.. . .........

Howard Bder. . . . . . . . . .

Jack Kei~ . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4
Jeans Kirkpatrick ......... 5

(GO TO Q.78) Refused/NA. . . . . . . . . . . . . 9

(Q.76 ~t ked)

Q 73

Q7~

Q75
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77. U tim griiny election to select tim~ ~ idete hr President
~ds~ ~ ~

~ i~otiU hr (~t EAST t~
IN ~

a. Thd Kennedy
b. Gaxy Hart
C. Mario Qnwio
d. Lee Zacocca

I~n't know.
j.. Refused/NA.

* 0 * * * * . . L
* 0 * * * * . . 2
* 0 0 0 * * * * 3
* 0 0 a ~ * . .4
* 0 * * * . . . N

a. W~ich~y~you1.an..oe today- a. ~K~hIind~*: : : : : : :: : : : : 't~d (MPgAT 1~LL tiin IN mez b. AUn..b
C. MaAoojmc

0 0 0 0 S 0 0 0 0 0 0 0d. La lacoocs . . . * * * * * * * * 4

Here are ~ ~nsral election raws for President that ~i3.d ba on theballot in 1968. For each am, plea. teii Em ~iio y~a ~alG ~te for iftim election ware baing bald today a~ tim people I mention ware timcandidates.
a. tich way cb yo.a lean o~ today - toward (REPD? FULL NMIES IN

6MIE CRC~)?

(RAN~1IZE RACES/~rA'r~ IWIES)
78. George Bush, '1~d Kennedy, Dn't know. * * . . . . . . . . . . 8

Repablican ~nocrat Refused/NA.......,***,*
9

2 1
79* George Bush, Gary Hart, E~n't Jcnow. * * . . . . . . . . . . 8

Repablican ~uEacrat Refused/NA. . . . . . . . . . . * . 9
2 1

80. George Bush, Lee Zacocca, Don't know............ . . . . 8
Republican ~eocrat Refused/NA,. ..................... 9

2 1

0

N

Q77

Q 78

~ 79

~8O
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Thinking t George Smh for a innt. .

AS1 . ft~ all that you have heard. reed w~ uiw ~ut his, ,*st art 6 of thethings you like best about George Sish? (9MM ~R AT LEAST IWO RVZRtsgs)
AQSI ~Xl
AQ8l ~2
AQSI ~f3
AQ8i. X4
ftQ8l AS

C,

V A62. Again, fr~a all that y~a have heard, read ~ 1mw about his, 'diat ace s~m of
the things you ~nt like about George bmh? (~m3 ~R AT LEAST 110 R~P~ISES)

A~6z Ml
~' AQSZ &M2

AQ82 M3
~' AQ82 ~'14

AQ82~'i5

~v

4/

I Ia. (U' 1~4 'T IQGV (R [VThI~G * ASK:) Is there anything at all a~ut George ~ashthat ~ncerns or t~thers you? (What?)
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WEMJ

i81 * if George m5i ~cam Pgsidsnt in L9W. ~~at . t~w ~ you ~i±nk he
~a1d tm~1e particularly i.ll? c~sg ~R SPEIFIC s~se.~)

OQSIbMJ.f~( t QSIbM2
Q8IbM3
QS1bK4I QS1bMS

82' .~4~at axe the things you think he might har~1e ~orly? (~S3 ~R SPUCIFIC
V j~5~Ij)

V bQaz Ml
bQ82 .'12

Q82 M3
~ ~Q82 M4

6Q82 M5

"zt.
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I'rm ping 0 isod a list ot Ismass 0 ~W id, Cor aah one, please tea ew
If yOU think GSOIgS hash '@ild tiid3* thst 16P ~Stty IS~1I as ~~ald ~
has, 'aaJd ?md3* it better, or ~aaI4 r~t widle it as ~ll.

~uld ~gd Woild
(RANWMIZE) Kaidle II~le It As Not Kaidle L~nt Ref./

It As 111 Kn~v NA
83. Qwlationswiththe~,iet 3 2 1 8 9

'Euwi

'1t federal badget deficit

Ta~

A~rtion

fr~m~'s rights

National economic policy

1 8 9

Q8 3

Q84

Q85

Q86

Q8 7

Q88

Q89

84.

85.

86.

87.

88.

89.

4/

N

'7

0~

N

N

0

47

C
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Hm - s~ ~Sta@U~ traits u,~ I 's ping to ~ you I~v nuch three wa..kz~m people 9 ~sh aw. I~ will ~a a aim to ten scale wh.retOn ~flP US pwm ~ses Urn trait M RICh - PtSOfl POSSIbly CM,aid euro mum US pm~i ~esnt moms it a all.

Let's start with (WAIT). Ibe vrculA you rate (NMK) on this trait?

Mi~irat I~SsgSs.s VA.

~ - AIV ~rscnF~S5ibly CM

(3AN~hIZ8 PArWN~aT3 ~

Th~w~mm

90. ~nald Reagan

91. George Bush

92. Ted Keniwdy

(ItaZ'2 IN ti.~gR (R a~z 98 (A 99:
~ ~ar LU

(RELVRD ~8ER)

(RE~RD ~BER)

(RE~RD ~OSER)

r~n't know. * 98
Refused/NA. . 99

i~nt kr~. 98
Refused/NA. . 99

rxn't know. 98
Refused/NA. . 99

Q90

Q 91.

Q9

93. ~iald Reagan

94. George Bush

95. Ted Kennedy

L~n't know.
Refused/NA.

(RE~RD ~I*8ER)

* 98
. 99

Lk~nt know. 98
Refused/NA. 99

I~nt kz~. * 98

Refused/NA. . 99
(cad1~NUED 04 t~CT PKE)

qQ.

~'NC.

FPFF Q93

Q94

Q9 5
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(~N1!~WW~

-TEE- 7 8 10I I IVIp:~ss~Sfl't 
~ As jIt 

At 
All 

?Ii~int 

[~tach 

-
Any 

Fersosi

I 
I~S5ibly Can I

(RA1~CMIZE 'I Is/~rATE ~W4~ (I~I~ IN ~LUgR ~ ~~LE 98 OR 99:I~ Nor LDE EItAC~ICI6)

96. I~na1d Reagan

97. George Bush

98. Ted Kennedy

C~PE~JCE

99. Ronald Reagan

100. George Bush

101. Ted Kennedy

(RecoRD M*SZR)

(REcoRD ~39ER)

(REcoRD ~IJMBER)

(RECORD MJPDER)

(REcORD t4JIBER)

(RECORD ~SER)

I~n't giow.
Refused/NA.

E~nt know.
Refused/NA.

~~*t know.
Refused/NA.

~~1't know.
Refused/NA.

C~n't know.
Refused/NA.

98
.99

* 98
. 99

98
39

* 98
* 99

* 98
* 99

Q96

Q9 7

(~9S

099

CIQO
Can't know. * 98
Refused/NA. * 99 qioi.

C)

d~J~2~
C-

C..
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102. o~ u~t golitical issues, ~.a34 y~adescribe ~uwuelt se a libegalF a
cofleervatiw, or a uuoderate? (IZT ~SRES~If MID MIC:) ~ y~u ter~ ~ be~ ~)C~v extreuumly (liberal/conservativ,) . fairly
(liberal/ccwus.rvative), or j~st slightly
(liberal/cons.rvativ.)?

£xtrewusly liberal . . . .
Fairly liberal. . . .
Slightly liberal. . .
Modrate. . . . . . .
Slightly co'uswativ. .
Fairly C estvati~ . . .

~ctreuusly couueevat±ve.

aseued/ta... . . . .

(W~TE 0.103 MID 0.104)
103. How ~.ald y~a ascribe - Ekt~umsly liberal . . . . . . . . .1.a liberal, a ~suegvat1w~a Fairly liberal. . * . . . . . . . .2u~derate? (ASIC:) ~buldyujgay be', Slightly liberal. . . . . . . . . .3*xtxemsly (liberal/~rsrvatjv.), Moderate. . . . . .*. . . . . . . .4y (liberal/oorI.ervat±w) or j~mt Slightly wervative . . . . . . . 5ightly (liberal/~,gu.rvativ.)? Fairly ervative . . . . . . . .6

.8Refused/NA. . . . . . . .9
C)

104. How ~u1d y~a ~scribe Geora. &ash E~ctrenwly liberal . . . . . . . . .1as a liberal, a ~rwervativ. or a Fairly liberal. . . . . . . . . a .2moderate? WQjld yo.a say be's Slightly liberal. . . . . . . . . .3

rJC~' fairly (liberal! ~rwervative) or just Slightly ~,nservative . . . . . . .5slightly (liberal/~,guervative)? Fairly ~~ris.rvativ . . . . . . . .6(liberal/conservati~)? Extrswly ,~wervative. . . . . . . 7

. . . . 9

Ref used/NA. . . . . . . . . . . . . 9

1.
. . . .

. . . . 2
. . . . 3
. . . . 4

S
a . ~
. . . . 6

7
. . . .
. . . a

Q1OZ

Q 103

Q104
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Now, a fw questions ~oc statistical ~.acposs. *

DI. G.r.~aUy~esking,~youtkgnk .~-'mm-RspubIhican. *00 *OOeg* *.. 1.of yourseLf ~4~mn.a ~ ~wcrae. ........ ** * ** a~D1e A~j~[ii'Aat? I Indspei~ent . . . . . . . . . . * * 3

I Ot*wc *.......

Refuue~ . *000000. .0.0.9

~ai4 yua ~U yoaseLf a
~ C

b. ~ ~ ~ yoxuelf
CI~seg W tIn ~JbUcM ~
tIn ~atLc ~ty?

R~abLjcu~, * . * * * * * * 0 0

MeltIng * * * . . . . . . . . . . .3 1
~nt Iu~,. *e****.. .00.8 1

*eseseee *.... .9 1
I I

1 Sft~IAL VARLAB[Z, SP~ZAL ~cGMmzc ~iBLZ ~1~w fl4I~X/~qAj

I'
I

NOI

~frtYr~
SL



~2. Zn U lMt psu~4 .~tLcn In ~I~tch
y@h '~.Me '4110k ~ bwt ~scrWeet ~ma ~sUG ~ sat a~ losal *'(W) Elms wok m ~m~mj eunseog?

~ ~ ~W)

Straight [~ctatic . . . . . .

Mostly ~crattc . . . . . . .

A few wore ~incrats than
R.publicms . . . .

Abmat qualjy for ~th
parties . . . . . *

A fine m R~ubl1cars
than ~rats. * .

Mostly R~ubltaai ..

Straight R~ubUca~ .

.OL

.02 ~'rE'LYp~
. . . . . .03 57-ia

. . . . . .04

.05

.06

.07
Ottar

% 5~fZJNs~ ~ted . . . . S

~I 't ~. * 0 0 0 0

~Iumd/m. *e.**60 .99
~. Aa ~u awrsntly zusisesred ~ ~t.

at ~aw vmes,~ ed~s? Yes . . . . . . . .

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

~±stered else'4wre.

Refused/NA. . . . .

O 2 R~IST~
.1 5~*
.3
.8
.9

SMCZAL VARIABLE IUNICUT I'EIGWLS 65-68
(V7)

SP~IAg. VARIABLE - CULAPSW 'IURIWI 69-72
(V8)

74-76-~XT~A
772J(M ~

78-dQ ~ !k

00

. .
.0,
.98



LAS. I#aat is y~mw ~pI~iimt. ag?

(V1O)
18-24 yeats
25.29 yeats
30-34 yeats.
35-39 yeats
40-44 yeats
45-49 years
50-54 yeats
55-59 ~m
6044 ~rn
65-74 y~
75 mi ~
~'m~ee C .99

* 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

00 e.g..... .20
* 0 0 0 0 a g g g g .25 ~
* * . . . . . . . . .30 85-86
06 0Co**

0  C ~ *33
* . C S eg g g g * .40
* 0 0 0. g g g g * ~45
*O@eog**** .50
* @00.. *eg. *55
* 0 0 * g g * * * . .60
* e.e.c.... .65

-e WsU~i~tgrab4jUj 1 flg~yq~1
-- C~1.tgi? Jim (~a~ 14). * 1~ hi~ ~1 ~ 9-11) * . . 2

Gt.tai hli ~moL . . . . . . . 3
Vointi~,mL a~mI/1~dmimj, School. 4
S~ oolLqs - 2 yem ~ ass. . . S
S wlig - ~hM 2 yeats. * 6
Gr~i.tad ~11.gs . . . . . . . . . 7
~tm.gr~ua~ ~tk. . . . . . . . . 8

DIO. Axe yw airrently. . . .(~AD l-Si (23
- OCX) b~1oyed ai~ working £~ill-tiim..

bplay.d aid working ~azt-tjzuu...

R.etix~ . . . . . . C
Hajasvif. . . . . . . . . . . . .

Taio'ar±ly laid off ('VUM~W). 6

OUwr _________________________ 7
(SP~IFy)

5

~n't kz~. * * . . . . . . . . . . 8

1 ~RJC~
2 89
3
4

87



0

011. iat is ~ar gmsene 'mrital. status?

I51.. (Xl PRUZ3O) Xe ~aw ~m wrmntly
*. .(UAD R.'Sg @ina 05.?)

I

SIngle. . . . 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3,
-MarrIed **..... 00000.. aDi1~coSd. oeooooooe....3

Sqwated 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4I ~ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 S

V 
0.9

3~1C~.G ad t~k1ng Lull-tim..
I~lo~md ad ~~k1q ~tt1m..

0 0 0 0 S 0 0 0 0 0Mtlred . . . * * * . .

~uwif . .

03,

.2
03

.4
OS

l~w11y laid ~f (~aa~Iin. 6

Qua, 7
~n *t ~. * * ~S K~P?~ 00 00 0 8
Raf~.msd..ia. * * Os...... 0.9

Dli. ft tim eouowing list, ~iat i~agd y~zsay Is ~a ~aticn ~ tim grimy~s mriwr in y~x fadly?

C)

(V13)

015. ~s en~am In yaw t~uetvJ.d b aiy
farr'4 rig?

Salaried inploys S,, salernui.
~~1ntant) * 0 0 0 * 0 0 0 .01,

SeLfu.~loy.d 0 0 0 * * * * * * .02
.03

CPA) .04fredminn. (carpenter, ~
umehinist). * * 0 * * .05

~asottiw (~p~ate ~ticsr) * .. 06
~~ker 0 * * 0 * 0 0 0 0 0 * .07Servi~ (ruirse, ~l1ce, tuilitay).08
I*~zr1y "~rker (la~zer, typist) * .09
S~.i~nt 0 * * * * * * * * 0 * * * 010
EdL~atlon (te~her, ~.anselor). * .11
Ottar , * * * * 0 0 0 0 0 * 0 * .12
~n't im~. 0 * * * * * 0 * * * * .98
~.tus.d/ta. * * * * * 0 0 0 0 * 0 .99

Rpon~nt.. 0 * * * * * * * 0

Other r'~sc' ~ ~a~seI~ld 0000B~.h. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 S 0 0 0

~ iU'~* 0 0*o 0 0 0 S 00 S 0
Reused 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

01~

.2
03

04

.8
09

~1A8ZT~
92

S~pj
93

LOG
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016. Is ~@W ~I ~ U~@S in ~uw Iv~qmsI~iA
in aw IteM d I'IWi, ~ C~
miaI. tLtU Smwioin?

Rmpondsnt. .

OUmr nu~r ~
3~jI c e e S S C

t~3. . . . .

~i't Iu~v. .

kI'-sd e.ee

* 6 0 0 S 0 0 0 0 *

~vust~1d . . . . . 2
* .3 L03

* 0 0 * * * ~ * * .4
* *. . *. . . . .6
0 ~ ~ * *~* . . .9

mi. - a~im in ~w lusIinld ~1a~ w I~r wiIa~ ~ thscs' aoctation?
C~B A ~I WU in~ii flU 03W ~U) ~DIS 10

RU 104 0U
~

eactat1a~. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2 2

eec cc.. eec.. ceece.... eec. 3 3
~uins4/Siaig1e ~ ?mimlwld. * . . . . . . . . . 9 9
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LhWPS@ified. *60eg***~ .5I ~tk/Atheise. . 0 6 . . . 6
6 6 0 0 0 6 ~ * * ~ ~ ~ . . . 7
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V
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119
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4 CZTT OF WASIIIMGTOU 
4, ~

) as:

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

Af7IDA~~I? OF LII AWATIR

Lee Atwater, being first duly sworn, 
deposes and says:

1. I am Lee Atwater, Chairman of The Fund for America's

Future ("The Fund")

2. The Fund is a multi-candidate political action

committee founded by Vice President George 
lush in May 1985 to

assist Republican candidateS and the 
Republican Party during

the 1986 election cycle.
C.)

3. I have served in the position of Chairman since

N January 1, 1986. Prior to becoming Chairman of The 
Fund, I was

C) an unpaid political consultant to 
The Fund.

4. In late sumner 1985 in my capacity 
as unpaid

political consultant to The Fund, 
I asked Mr. Robert Teeter,

president of Market Opinion Research, 
to "piggyback" some

questions relating to public perceptions 
of the Vice president

on a poll colTflflissioned by the Republican 
National Committee

("The RNC"). These public perceptions 
are useful to The Fund in

planning appearances by the Vice president 
on behalf of

Republican candidates and The Party 
during 1986. At no time

did I specify, request or authorize 
polling regarding the 1988

presidential elections by Market opinion 
Research. Rather, I

relied upon the expertise of Market 
Opinion Research to

formulate questions concerning the 
Vice President appropriate

to The Fund's activities.

F60- 4%



q furnished I copy of the poll questions nor

questions asked in the poll with Mr. Teeter

~Icf ~ Market Opinion Research prior to the taking of

0Z 4

in November 1985, I received a copy of the poll

s from Mr. Teeter which on its cover specified that it

/conducted for The RIC. Mr. Teeter briefed me on the poll

resUlts which included analysis relating to 1988 Presidential

election questions as well as questions requested by me for The

Fund concerning the public perception of the Vice President.

7. As a political consultant, I am often briefed by

pollsters on the results of polls coutuissioned by political

groups which assesses the 1988 Presidential race. Because my

copy of the poll results stated it was conducted for The RNC, I

asswued that the questions concerning the 1988 Presidential

election had been commissioned by the The RNC. It was not

until December 1985 that I learned The RNC had not commissioned

these questions either.

8. At that time, I informed Mr. Teeter that The Fund

would not pay for questions which were unauthorized concerning

the 1988 Presidential elections and have requested that he

submit to The Fund a bill only for those questions authorized

and relating to public perceptions of the Vice President. As

of this time, The Fund has not received a bill from Market

Opinion Research or submitted payment for the poll.

Lee Atwater



~2m

5. I was not furnished a copy of the poll questions nor

did I discuss the questions asked in the poll with Mr. Teeter

or anyone f rain Market Opinion Re5earch prior to the taking of

the poll.

6. In November 1985, I received a copy of the poll

results from Mr. Teeter which on its cover specified that it

was conducted for The RNC. Mr. Teeter briefed me on the poll

results which included analysis relating to 1988 Presidential

election questions as well as questions requested by me for The

Fund concerning the public perception of the Vice President.

7. As a political consultant, I am often briefed by

pollsters on the results of polls conuissioned by political

groups which assesses the 1988 Presidential race. Because my

copy of the poll results stated it was conducted for The RNC, I

assumed that the questions concerning the 1988 Presidential

election had been commissioned by the The RNC. It was not

until December 1985 that I learned The RNC had not conwuissioned

these questions either.

8. At that time, I informed Mr. Teeter that The Fund

would not pay for questions which were unauthorized concerning

the 1988 Presidential elections and have requested that he

submit to The Fund a bill only for those questions authorized

and relating to public perceptions of the Vice President. As

of this time, The Fund has not received a bill from Market

Opinion Research or submitted payment for the poll.

Lee Atwater
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CITI OF WASIZVGTCSV

) 55:

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA )

AF~'IDAVIT OF LIZ ATW&TU

Lee Atwater, being first duly sworn, deposes and says:

1. I am Lee Atwater, Chairman of The Fund for Americas

Future ("The Fund").

2. The Fund is a multi-candidate political action

"~ conuuittee founded by Vice President George Bush in May 1985 to

If~
assist Republican candidates and the Republican Party during

the 1986 election cycle.

3. I have served in the position of Chairman since

~. January 1, 1986. Prior to becoming Chairman of The Fund, I was

C~ an unpaid political consultant to The Fund.

4. In late Swrmner 1985 in my capacity as unpaid

~ political consultant to The Fund, I asked Mr. Robert Teeter,
cr~

President of Market Opinion Research, to include some questions

relating to public perceptions of the Vice President on 
a poll

commissioned by the Republican ~4ational Committee ("The RNC").

At this same time, I notified Mr. William Greener of The 
RNC of

this request. These public perceptions are useful to The Fund

in planning appearances by the Vice President on behalf 
of

Republican candidates and The Party during 1986. At no time

did I specify, request or authorize polling regarding the 1988

presidential elections by Market Opinion Research. Rather, I

relied upon the expertise of Market Opinion Research tO

formulate questions concerning the Vice president appropriate

to The Fund's activities. P6C-~ 5~
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furnished a COpy of the poll questions nor
S. questions asked in the poll with Mr. Teeter

~1~i4 Z Market Opinion Research prior to the taking of

the In November 1985, I received a copy of the poll

from Mr. Teeter which Ofl its cover specified that it
onducted for The RZIC. Mr. Teeter briefed me on the poll

ults which included analysis relating to 1988 Presidential

*lection questions as well as questions requested by me for The

Fund concerning the public perception of the Vice President.

7. As a political consultant, I am often briefed by

pollsters on the results of polls comissioned by political

groups which assesses the 1988 Presidential race. Decause my

copy of the poll results stated it was conducted for The RNC, I

assumed that the questions concerning the 1988 Presidential

election had been conuidssioned by the The RNC. It was not

until December 1985 that I learned The RNC had not conmiissioned

these questions either.

8. At that time, I informed Mr. Teeter that The Fund

would not pay for questions which were unauthorized concerning

the 1988 Presidential elections and have requested that he

submit to The Fund a revised analysis and a bill only for those

questions authorized and relating to public perceptions of the

Vice President. As of this time, The Fund has not recei"

bill from Market Opinion Research or submitted payn~

poll, but it has agreed to settle this disputr

paying $4,996 which sum MOR has determirv

Fund's pro rata portion of the que'



5. I warn not furnished a copy of th. poll questions uo~

did I discuss the questions asked in the poll with Mr. Teeter

or anyone from Merkat opinion Research prior to the taking of

the poll.

6. In November 1985, I received a copy of the poll

results from Mr. Teeter which on its cover specified that it

was conducted for The ~MC. Mr. Teeter briefed me on the poll

results which included analysis relating to 1988 Presidential

election questions as well as questions requested by me for The

Fund concerning the public perception of the Vice President.

7. As a political consultant, I am often briefed by

pollsters on the results of polls commissioned by political

groups which assesses the 1988 Presidential race. Because my

copy of the poll results stated it was conducted for The RNC, I

assumed that the questions concerning the 1988 Presidential
election had been commissioned by the The RNC. It was not

until December 1985 that I learned The RNC had not commissioned

these questions either.

8. At that time, I informed Mr. Teeter that The Fund

would not pay for questions which were unauthorized concerning

the 1988 Presidential elections and have requested that he

submit to The Fund a revised analysis and a bill only for those

questions authorized and relating to public perceptions of the

Vice President. As of this time, The Fund has not received a

bill from Market Opinion Research or submitted payment for the

poll, but it has agreed to settle this dispute with MOR by

paying $4,996 which sum MOR has determined consitutes The

Fund's pro rata portion of the questionnaire.



CITY OF WASHINGTON )
)

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA )

AFFIDAVIT OF L~ ATWATZR

Lee Atwater, being first duly sworn, deposes and says:

1. I am Lee Atwater Chairman of The Fund for Americas

Future ('The Fund").

2. The Fund is a multi-candidate political action

committee founded by Vice President George Bush in May 1985 to

assist Republican candidates and the Republican Party during

the 1986 election cycle.

3. I have served in the position of Chairman since
N January 1, 1986. Prior to becoming Chairman of The Fund, I was

an unpaid political consultant to The Fund.

4. In late Summer 1985, in my capa~:ity as a consultant

to Vice President Bush, I was informed that Mr. Robert Teeter,

President of Market Opinion Research ("MOR"), was preparing a

poll for the Republican National Committee ('RNC") at the

request of Mr. Frank Fahrenkopf, Chairman of the RNC, and that

Mr. Fahrenkopf was interested in including some questions

relating to public perceptions of the Vice President. These

public perceptions are useful to The Fund in planning appear-

ances by the Vice President on behalf of Republican candidates

and The Party during 1986.

5. Mr. Teeter and I discussed the possibility of

in~lud:ng questions concerning the pu~J.ic percept~.or. of the

Vice President, but at no time did I specify, request or

F~o~ ~
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authorize polling regarding the 1966 Presidential *l@Cti~n~ by

NOR. Rather, I relied upon the expertise of NOR to formulate

questions concerning the Vice President consistent with RNC's

purpose in commissioning the poll.

6. At this same time, I notified Mr. William Greener of

the RNC of these discussions. He indicated some concern that

the Vice President and his staff had been invited by Mr.

Fahrenkopf to add issues to an RNC poll, fearing that it might

later prove politically awkward for the RNC. I therefore

indicated to Mr. Greener that The Fund might be able to pay for

a portion of this RNC poll if the inclusion of questions of

interest to the Vice President turned out to create political

problems for the RNC. By this I meant questions concerning

terrorism and trade, and the public perception of leading

Republicans, including the Vice President. At no time did I

specify, request or authorize the RNC to undertake polling

regarding the 1988 presidential elections. It remained my

understanding following this conversation with Mr. Greener that

this was an RNC poll, that the RNC was planning to pay the full

cost, and that the RNC, for its own reasons, wanted to include

questions on issues of interest to the Vice President.

7. I was not furnished a copy of the poll questions, nor

did I discuss the questions asked in the poll with Mr. Teeter

or anyone from MOR prior to the taking of the poll.

8. In November 1985, I received a copy of the poll

results from Mr. Teeter which on its cove: specified that it



yes conducted for the RNC. Mr. Teeter briefed me on the poll

results, which included analysis relating to the 1988 Presiden-

tial election questions, as veil as questions concerning the

public perception of the Vice President and trade and terrorism

issues.

9. As a political consultant. I am often briefed by

pollsters on the results of polls commissioned by political

groups which assess the 1968 Presidential race. Because it was

an RNC poll, and because the questions concerning the 1988

Presidential election had never been discussed with me, I

assumed they had been commissioned by the RNC. It was not

until December 1985 that I learned that the RNC had not

commissioned these questions.

10. Also in December, the RNC requested that the Fund pay

for those questions in the poll which had been developed by NOR

as a result of discussions between Fund officials and Mr.

Teeter, and which related to public perceptions of the Vice

President.

11. I informed Mr. Teeter that The Fund had agreed with

the RNC to pay him directly for certain of the qustions in the

poll, but that it would not pay for any questions concerning

the 1988 Presidential elections because The Fund had neither

suggested, reviewed nor authorized such questions. I requested

that he submit to The Fund a bill only for those ouest~o~s
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relating to public perceptions of the Vice President. for which

The Fund had volunteered to pay as a favor to the RNC.
12. As of this time, The Fund has not received a bill

from MOR or submitted payment for the poll, but it has agreed

to **ttl. this dispute with MOR by paying $4,996, which sum MOR

has determined constitutes The Fund's pro rata portion of the

questionnaire.

13. The Vice President has publically stated and person-

ally informed the officials of The Fund for America's Future,

including me, that he is not a candidate for any public office
0 and has not authorized anyone to take actions which might cause

N

him to become one.

C,

~&Atwate r

Sworn to nd subscribedbq fore me
thi sj~f& day of ~ 1986.

My Commission expires: ~ ,~j i1i'~
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243 WEST CONGRESS, DETROIT, MICHIGAN 48226 I (313) 963-2414

July 2, 1986

Mr. Jonathan Levin, Esquire
Federal Election ~onunission
999 E Street, NW

Washington, D. C. 20463

RE: MUR 2133

Market Opinion Research Company

Dear Mr. Levin:

In compliance with the Federal Election Conuission Subpoena to Market
Opinion Research Company, dated June 19, 1986, I directed the staff of
Market Opinion Research Company (MOR) to conduct a thorough search of
all of MOR's files. To my knowledge, I am enclosing copies of any and
all documents and correspondence in MORs possession pertaining to
transactions and communications made in reference to the poll conwuissioned
by the Republican National Committee and conducted by Market Opinion
Research Company between September 17 and September 25, 1985, except for
the "Sampling Department File" and the "Data Processing File" which you
have advised us are not required to be produced.

Also enclosed is a list identifying the files produced and containing a
description of all of the various documents and correspondence contained in
each file (Attachment A). After you have assured yourself that you have
received all the documents and correspondence listed on Attachment A, would
you please acknowledge your receipt.

Si ncerely,

Robert M. Teeter
President

End osures

cc: George H. Meyer

Detroit Toronto Washington, DC



Contents of files for U.S. National Omnibus #2. P85040:

1. Cost allocation file

* Procedures for allocating costs on multiple client jobs (2 pgs.)
* Charts showing allocation of costs for job #P85040, 12/12/85

(2 pgs.)
* Questionnaire for P85040 indicating questions allocated to

and NA (MOR) (31 pgs.)
* Letter from William I. Greener, III, Deputy Chief of Staff

Operations, Republican National Committee, 1/9/86 (1 pg.)

2. Cost Manager file

* Study/Cost estimate request, 4/3/85 (1 pg.)
* Notes on call backs from study manager (I pg.)
* Sampling Department estimate of hours (2 pgs.)
* Job strata sheet (7 pgs.)
* Copy of questionnaire (32 pgs.)
* Contract sent to RNC (2 pgs.)
* Final cost estimate for P85040 (3 pgs.)

and 12/23/85

RNC, FFAF,

for Political

3. Study Manager file

Memo from Kathy Smith to Mary Lukens (2 pgs.)
Memo from Julie Weeks to Barbara Kelly, 8/12/85 (1 pg.)
Handwritten notes dated 10/28/85 (2 pgs.), 10/14/85 (1 pgs.), 6/19/85 (2
pgs4, 8/26/85 (2 pgs.), 7/3/85 (1 pg.), and 6/14/85 (3 pgs.)
Verbatims from selected open end questions (7 pgs.)
Computer weights to be applied (2 pgs.)
Specs for cross tabulations and special variable requests (10 pgs.)
Memo on variables to be used for analyzing perceptual maps (I pg.)
Computer row specs and special variable requests (17 pgs.)
Memo from Ed Schneider and William McGee, 6/24/85 (5 pgs.)
Job strata sheet (7 pgs.)
Preliminary cost estimates (5 pgs.)
Client billing information (3 pgs.)
Study/Cost estimate request, 4/3/85 (1 pg.)
Final cost estimate for P85040 (3 pgs.)



4. Coding Department file

* Computer generated hand tabs (23 pp.)
* Handwritten hand tabs for code development (10 pgs.)
* Column master (42 pgs.)
* Final study approval sheet, 9/17/85 (1 pg.)
* Added codes (3 pp.)
* Typed codes for open ended question responses (IS pgs.)
* Verbatims (4 pgs.)

5. Analysis report prepared for 11/13/85 meeting

6. Analysis report prepared for 12/19/85 meeting

0 7. Data book for P85040



ATTACHMENT A

Contents of files for U.S. National Omnibus #2. P85040:

1. Cost allocation file

* Procedures for allocating costs on multiple client jobs (2 pgs.)
* Charts showing allocation of costs for job #P85040, 12/12/85

(2 pgs.)
* Questionnaire for P85040 indicating questions allocated to

and NA (MOR) (31 pgs.)
* Letter from William I. Greener, III, Deputy Chief of Staff

Operations, Republican National Committee, 1/9/86 (1 pg.)

2. Cost Manager file

* Study/Cost estimate request, 4/3/85 (1 pg.)
* Notes on call backs from study manager (1 pg.)
* Sampling Department estimate of hours (2 pgs.)
* Job strata sheet (7 pgs.)
* Copy of Questionnaire (32 pgs.)
* Contract sent to RNC (2 pgs.)
* Final cost estimate for P85040 (3 pgs.)

3. Study Manager file

and 12/23/85

RNC, FFAF,

for Political

Memo from Kathy Smith to Mary Lukens (2 pgs.)
Memo from Julie Weeks to Barbara Kelly, 8/12/85 (1 pg.)
Handwritten notes dated 10/28/85 (2 pgs.), 10/14/85 (1 pgs.), 6/19/85 (2
pgs.), 8/26/85 (2 pgs.), 7/3/85 (1 pg.), and 6/14/85 (3 pgs.)
Verbatims from selected open end questions (7 pgs.)
Computer weights to be applied (2 pgs.)
Specs for cross tabulations and special variable requests (10 pgs.)
Memo on variables to be used for analyzing perceptual maps (I pg.)
Computer row specs and special variable requests (17 pgs.)
Memo from Ed Schneider and William McGee, 6/24/85 (5 pgs.)
Job strata sheet (7 pgs.)
Preliminary cost estimates (5 pgs.)
Client billing information (3 pgs.)
Study/Cost estimate request 4/3/85 (1 pg.)
Final cost estimate for P85d40 (3 pgs.)



* E
4. Coding Dcpartment file

* Computer generated hand tabs (23 pp.,)
* Handwritten hand tabs for code development (10 psi.)
* Column master (42 pgs.)
* Final study approval sheet, 9/17/85 (1 pg)
* ANded codes (3 psi.)
* Typed codes for open ended question responses (18 psi.)
* Verbatims (4 pgs.,)

S. Analysis report prepared for 11 / 13/85 meeting

6. Analysis report prepared for 12/19/85 meeting

7. Data book for P85040
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6 
6~ (.3Fuller notes

Page 2

4. Page 6 (continued)

2. Conservative
3. Able to articulate new Ideas4. Respected by foreign leaders
5. Someone who worked with Ronald Reagan6. Someone who Is in government now7. Someone who who would keep America competative8. Someone who would strengthen U.S. defense capabilities9. Someone who would spend more to help the poor10. Someone who would prov$de more help to farmers

There may be more or better questions, but perhaps you and Lee could consider these.



MU MO 31 EDUM

TO: hrbara Kelley
FROM: Julie

RU: Terrorism
DRT33 8/12/85

Could you gather together the latest public polling data oninternational terrorism? Just the pact few months in places
like Gallup, Earns, L.A. Times... Teeter wants to ask somequestions on this subject on our next U.S. Watioflal. I will
be back in the office on Wednesday and will be working onthe draft then , so I'll need this info for questionnaire
fodder. Thanks.
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0 Page

Verbatims from Job SPOVU

Question A81

For a strong military
More for the middle class working people
Changes in tax laws
He's not president.
He's not a puppet.
He is not president.
For the middle class
He understands business
He's comprosising.
Would do a good job with the people that are handicapped.
His appearance
The way he handled the TWA hostage situatiion
He does a lot of traveling for the President
Putting Chritianity back in schools.
Good family man
He's not Reagan
He's not in the spotlight too much.
He is not a phony
The fact that he is sponsoring this poll.
His nice hair style.
Too quiet
~ot afraid of other countries
Not a strong hawk like the President.
Doesn't do anything till he's needed.
Corporation influences.
He is Vice President
President Reagan keeps him on a tight rein

27 Responses



Verbatims from Job RESPONSE Page 2

Question A82

Handling of the hostage crisis
Not very ecology-minded
Short tempered.
He's trying to invade income tax
I don't like him being Vice-President.
Slures off on women.
War monger.
Unintelligent.
No respect for women.
His stand on nerve gas issues.
Should fight more for welfare
Neglects agricultural affairs.
Whites should get the same as blacks in benefits.
His economic plans.
Too sensitive to political I.O.U.'s
Yes, he's in office.
How he feels about nuclear weapons.
He's riding on someone else's coat tail
Just don't like him.
He should have taken over when the President was in the hospital.
Too liberal
Would be very much another Nixon, dictator.
Not impressed with him
Don't like him
He is a Texas person
He has an oil background
Reagan has not done much to reduce the deficit
He doesn't favor black people
He's going to be out of office.
Doesn't have charisma
Outward appearance.
He has an honest face.
Likes the way he supports the President.
He's much more competent than Reagan.
To have more say as a Vice President.
He's from Texas
Magnum in Exxon Corporation.
Not as dynamic as Reagan.
Not a deep thinker.
Policy on NLRB.
Supreme court.
Narrow minded
Anti-union

43 Responses



Ver~ims from Job USPONSI Page 3

Question 03

Freeze on wages for youth.
Polit±cal contributions should not come from sources out of state
Put more republicans in Congress.
Give people more borrowing power.
Get people with new young ideas
Lottery in Wisconsin
Abolish abortion.
Need new industrialization.
More republicans.
Stop monopolies
PAC system needs changes
Everything should be viewed equally.
we need a democratic government
Don't stop affirmative action toward black people
More communication.
Need better insurance rules.
Too many freedoms being taken away.
Conservative.
Food and fuel prices need to be lower.
Labor unions.
Conyr:ss shouldn't use taxpayer's money to go overseas with their

The presidency should not only be for the rich
Instead of a first class country we've become a second class country
Lower the emphasis on big business and corporations
Streets need fixing.
State government to help aids victims more.
Can't take care of our own country

N Too conservative now
More solar research is needed

N No abortion less homosexuales
Aid to college students

C' Regulation on utilities
Roads
Child support
A revolution to overthrow the capitalist system
Don't agree the Parochial should have tax break
Stronger laws on gun control
Stronger laws on air pollution
More cooperation between local and federal governments
New media is privy to too much information, often abuses its

journalistic responsibilities
More cooperation between federal and state governments
Get rid of people like Carter and the Democrats

42 Responses
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Verbatims from Job RESPONSE

Question lDcdDem

Getting job5
Agree with the way they handle foreign policy
Farmers do better the democratic rule.
Democrats have programs in defense and military that are superior to

the republicans
More for education
Major issues in health and medical care.
I think on the deficit issue they were pragmatic.
The country fairs better with a democratic government.
Economy used to be better.
There for the farmers.
More for social security
Agree with the way they cut taxes
Agree with their views on military spending
More conservative for peace
Their views on the trade policy.
They would rather see small business get ahead
Democrats are pro-freeze
They do more than Republicans
I believe in equal justice, equal treatment
They have done a lot for the country.
Tradition
Get more done
They are not as liberal as Republicans
Personality.
Matured in the F.D. Roosevelt era and he is my idle
Everyone gets fair stakes
They are more for the elderly than the Republicans are
Don't like Reagan
Concerned with environment
Concerned with education
My family was Republican
Against Republicans
I don't like anything the Republicans have accomplished during my

lifetime.
Things not going well under Republicans
Republicans are so insulting, were so shamefull especially toward

Mrs. Roosevelt, they belittle people

35 Responses
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Verbatims from Job RESPONSE

Question lDcdRep

I a~roe with Republican's views on abortion
Dot i cit
I don't believe in ERA
More aggressive
Supports the farm area
Agree with their foreign policy
Against Vietnam War
More power to the state, fair share for state
Less government controls
Against liquor and gambling
Believe in free enterprise like the Republican party does
I agree with Republican labor issues
I am for big business
Tendency to be more moderate than liberal
If Nixon ran right now, I would vote for him - don't like Reagan
They are more liberal, open
I try to treat people like Jesus.
Agree with the strong leadership in the party
Love Busch
I liked past Republicans - Nixon and Ford

0 They help the people
Identified with morality and patriotism
Less government involvement
Reagan more open for free trade
Democratic party has become too liberal
The equality.
Democratic leadership handles things in ways I don't agree with
Everytime there has been a war, the Democrats have been in power
Didn't like the members of the democratic party
Democratic party was an insult to American people last election
Disagree with Ted kennedy and Tip O'Neill
Democrats have not showed me anything that makes me want to vote for

one
Democrat don't have the best interest for us
If I wasn't the Democrats will have their way with everything
Democrats have not shown leadership ability
Democrats have not put forth their political policies.

36 Responses
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Verbatims from 3ob mpotisz

Question 815

He is Vice-President
Get inflation down
Housing
Conservation laws
Basic services and fundamentaliste
Higher prices for farmers
Racial problems
Prosecute people more
The job of President
His relationship with Congress
He would get things passed that Reagan couldn't
More for the morale of the country - patriotism
Reduce the size of government
Probably do good job
Fighter
School prayer
Reduce the size of government
Would follow Reagan on interest rates
Conservation issues
Forest
Make a lotof changes
Would work on his own and not do as he thought Reagan would want him
todo

Things that have to do with Texas - favors the South
Conservative
Taking vacations at Camp David.
Decisive
Oil business
He would terrify me
Inflation.

29 Responses

I-
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Verbatims from Yob RMPORSI

Question 82B

Inflation
Raising taxes
Gun control
State dinner at the white house.
Would not be re-elected a 2nd. term if he turns into a politician
Immigration
Shift of responsibility from federal to state and local governments
Farmers
Can't wind down the nuclear weapons problem
Law enforcement
State and local government
The legislation that vill give up our freedom
Would need really excellent advisors
Dealing with minorities
Hasn't common sense
Attack of AIDS epidemic
Housing programs
Foreign aid
Doesn't handle people well
State of emergency
The House of Representatives
~ot fair to the working man more for big business.
Finish up where Johnson left off

23 Responses

-'a
N
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Questions for scaling on US National

Date: June 24, 1985

Following are the feeling thermometer items and seven
point scales we would like on the US National for scaling
purposes.



US National Qs 2 June 24, 1985

+ ~ mm ~

I Name I I
j mm...... m.~.mm. I
I To be included I
I...........mm.....................................mm.............................I
I Ronald Reagan I II..........mm..................'4.............mm.............................I
I George lush I I
I........................4......................................I
I Robert Dole I I
I........................4...............................................I
I Howard laker I I
I........................4...............................................I
I Jack Kemp I I
I +.......................................I
I James Thompson I I
I........................4.......................................j
I Jeanne Kirkpatrick I I
I........................4.......................................I
I Walter Mondale I I
I.......................+.......................................I
I Ted Kennedy I I

......... +.......................................I

Tip O'Neill I I
......... +.......................................I

Jesse Jackson I
......... +.......................................I

Mario Cuomo I
........ +......................................

Gary Hart
.......... +.......................................I

Geraldine Ferraro I I
........ +......................................

John Glenn I I
........ +......................................

Jane Fonda
.......... +......................................

Jerry Falwell I
........ +......................................

Gerald Ford I
........ +......................................

Jimmy Carter I I
........ +......................................

George Wallace I I
........ +.......................................I

Julie Weeks I I
I.......................+.......................................I

Republicans I I
-------- +---------------------------------------I

Democrats I I
........ +.......................................I

Liberals I I
+...........................................................................+

I
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4.. . ~...............................4.

I Name j
I................................m -............................

I To be included
I -.- - - - -.......................-..--....- ~...-..-.............................II Conservatives I
I....................-................-...............................I
I Considered, but not included
I..............................................................................II Pete Domenici
I.......................4.......................................
I Orrin Hatch
I........................4.......................................
I Pierre du Pont I I
I -- ~~...........................................~1*.......................................I

I Elizabeth Dole I I
I........................9,.....................................I
I Joseph Biden
I.......................+.......................................I
I Bill Bradley i I
I +......................................
I Daniel Moynihan I I
I.......................4........................................II Lee lacocca I I
I.......................+.......................................II Ifenry Kissinger I I
I.......................+.......................................I
I Gloria Steinem I
I.......................+.......................................I
I Phyllis Shaffley
I.......................+.......................................I
I Paula Hawkins I
1.......................+.......................................I

Wilson Goode I I
I.......................4.......................................

Richard Nixon I I
........ +......................................

Dan Rather g
........ +......................................

Jesse Helms I
I.......................+......................................

Carl Sagan
+...........................................................................+
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Liberal/conservative

Standard 7 point scale

Job/standard of living (ANISDS ,KES)

In general, some people feel that the government inWashington should see to it that every person has a job and
a good standard of living. Others think the government
should just let each person get ahead on his own.

Deficit -m hov to reduce

Thinking about the federal deficit again, some people
N believe that the deficit must be reduced by furthergovernment spending cuts. Others feel that spending hasbeen cut as much as is possible, and that the deficit must

be reduced by increasing taxes. If, on a scale of 1 to 7,
people who favor increasing taxes to cut the deficit are at
1 and people who favor further spending cuts are at 7, where
would you place yourself?

Income tax system

Now, let's talk about the federal income tax system.
Some people believe that most deductions should be
eliminated so that everyone who makes the same amount of
money pays the same amount in taxes. Others feel that many
deductions should be retained to encourage economic
activities such as charitable contributions, energy
exploration, and corporate i'westment. If, on a scale of 1
to 7, people who favor eliminating most deductions are at 1
and people who favor keeping many deductions are at 7, where
would you place yourself?

Defense spending

Some people believe that America's problems in the
world are a result of our lack of military strength, and
that defense spending should be increased until we have
reached military supremacy. Others feel that America is
strong enough to depend its interests, and that defense
spending should be cut to reduce international spending.
If, on a scale of 1 to 7, people who would cut defense
spending are at 3. and people who would increase defense
spending are at 7, where would you place yourself?
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Arms control negotiations

Some people believe that the United States should not
enter into arms control negotiations with the Soviet Union
until the Russians prove they can be trusted. Others feel
the threat of nuclear war is so great that negotiations
cannot be postponed. If, on a scale of 1 to 7, people who
favor negotiations are at 1 and people who OppO5C
negotiations are at 7, where would you place yourself?

Intervention in Central America (NES)

Some people think that the United States should become
much more involved in the internal affairs of Central
American countries. Others believe that the U.S. should
become much less involved in this area.

Improve social and economic position of blacks (ANESDS)

Some people feel that the government in Washington
should make every possible effort to improve the social and
economic position of blacks and other minority groups.
Others feel that the goverment should not make any special
effort to help minorities because they should help
themselves.

Equal role for women (ANESDS)

Recently there has been a lot of talk about women's
rights. Some people feel that women should have an equal
role with men in running business, industry, and government.
Others feel that women's place is in the home.

Abortion

Some people believe that women have the right to choose
an abortion whenever they feel it is necessary. Others
believe that abortion is murder and must never be permitted.
If, on a scale of 1 to 7, people who would always allow
abortion are at 1 and people who would never allow abortion
are at 7, where would you place yourself?

Legal rights of accused (ANESDS)

Some people are primarily concerned with doing
everything possible to protect the legal rights of those
accused of committing crimes. Others feel that it is more
important to stop criminal activity even at the risk of
reducing the rights of the accused.



PZOC3WtE COST BREAKDOWN AMONG MULTIPLE CLIENTS

1. A total cost estimate will be made of the entire study according to our
standard work codes and department functions.

The latest billable rates will be used (Updates are made periodically to
reflect changes in pay rates etc.)

2. The total cost estimate will be divided into FOUR major groups as follow

1. Polling-survey .. Includes all standard costs needed to
perform basic study

2. Coding

3. Analysis and
Delivery........

4. Data Processing
....... ...

Applies only when open ended questions
are used

Costs are in direct relation to size of
analysis to be witten. Delivery is a
client/MOR decision factor

Costs are in direct relation to n~ber of
"computer"tables to be developed for client's
question responses

Should only a "flash/marginal" of data be
desired no charge will be made to client

3. Within each of the four major group costs THE CLIENT COSTS was distributed
by

1. Polling-survey

2. Coding ..............

3. Analysis and
Delivery........

4~ Data Processing..

By number of responses EACH CLIENT is asking
on questionnaire and will receive data or flash
for such responses

If multiple distribution on response percentage
breakdown is on total responses being
distributed

Allocated by the number of open ended questions
or responses each client will need coded or verbatims
taken

Based on size of analysis written for each client
and delivery

Allocated by number of responses (Assumes each
client will receive same number of passes or
data breaks)

4 The final percentages for each client derived from total costs per client againstthe total estimate should be used in dividing the Selling Price should it differ
from the estimate figure.



RULES

1. Record each and every response

~- 2. Ballots - Count each race as a response

3. Self administered scales e.g Count each item as a response including
the test scale

4. Respondent selection

Count each response
Distribute to all clients UNLESS we have multiple
clients desiring different respondent selections

5. Demographics

WILL NOT BE included in response totals
~fl *. oAy special demographics asked by certain

clients will be treated as responses

Assumes demographics are necessary to study to check
sample

C)
6. Pre coded open ends

Will be treated as closed ended questions/require

no coding

7. Half Samples

q~.
We will list each response from all 1/2 sampled pages

and count in total

0.' Assumes each response whether on half of the interviews
or net will be tabulated and results supplied

Cl:

8. Approval open end probe *~. Counted as one open end

9. First thing open end and good/bad closed ... Count as one open and one closed
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550 Washington BoUlevard I
Datroit, Michigan 48226 1
(313) 963-2414

Questionnaire #

(ItfZ~JIw~: initial
abo~' 'dwn o~'pl.~*)

U.S. National *2
Omibus Study

FOR OWIcE L5E ONLY
Job #P85040
R.spond.nt # 1-4

6-15
Date: 9-17-85

Cciv. Male (~.I)
Carp. Fenale (CF)

No Answer (NA)
JNo Answer (NA)
Busy (B)

Designated Person Not in N~,/
No Tiii~ Noe~/Cal1 Back

(0R41/WThtB)
I Refusal (REF)
Refusal (REF)
Respondent Term. (R-Teriu.)
MOR ~rm. (M-Term)

0 Business Ntw~. (Bt~)

IFJ&~-working # (DISC~Is,/~j~)
Non-Working #

IGeographic E'.O. (G-F.O.)
Geographic F.O. (G-F.O.)
Non-Register Voter F.0. (V-F.o)
No Male in household (?t't)
No Female in household (NF)
~p~2~J

OP~

Q500 16

0501 17

19 0502
19 0503
19 0504[13 [14

[11
[11
[11
[11
[11
[11

[11 [12 [13 [14 [15
[11 [12 [13 [14 [15

16 El?
16 'F] 7
16 [17

[18
[18
[18

ii~ [J7 [18 [19050521
[16 [17 [18 [19050622
[16 [17 [18 [19050723
[16 [17 [18 [19050824
[16 [17 [18 [19050925
[16 [17 [18 [19051026

[16 [17 [18 [19051127
(16 [17 [18 [19051228

Lilt J' Lii LJ4 [15 (16 [17 [18 [19 0513 29
[11 [12 [13 [14 [15 [16 [17 [18 [19051531[11 [12 [13 (14 [15 []6 [17 [18 [19051632[11 [12 [13 [14 [15 [16 [17 [18 [19051733
[11 [12 [13 [14 [15 [16 [1~ [18 [19Q51834
[11 []2 [13 [14 [15 [16 [17(18(19051935

Other Disp. (write in)
(No Eng., Deaf, etc.) [11 [12 [ 13 [14 [15 [16[11 [12 [13 [14 [15 [16 [17 [ ]8 ( 19Q52036

[17 [18 [19o521r

DESI(~4ATED NUMBER

01.
Original Call No . CALLIS 10IPLETE

VI 
38-39

Phone Roc~n:

LE~IH O~ frT1~ERVI~q:_____

V2 41-42

Tine Started: Tine Ended:

Detroit..............1
Farrnington. . 0 0 * S 4 (40)
L ivonia...............5

NEtITh: V3 (43-44)

V4 (45-46



U.S. National SLrvey

IF VOICE AT ThE OIHm IND IEETS
YWR MALE/FiNALE (~D1~

Hello, I'm calling from [~troit
for Market Opinion Rsseard~
Company. We're doing a (short)
public cpinlori study in ~.ir area
ard I'd like ~ry much to have your
opiniora.

A. Is there an 18-24 year old (male/female) A.
who is a citizen of the United States
living at this address?

No (GO 10 0.15) . . . . .2
Refused/NA. . . . . 0

a. May I speak with hinVher?

Yes, 18-24 year old becomes
respondent (GO 10 0.1). . I

Yes, I am (GO '10 0.1) . . . 2
NO (GO '10 0.IB) . . . . . . 3
Refused/NA. . . . . . . . . 9

f~' lB. Are ~vu a citizen of the United States
over 18 years of age living at this

0 address?

Yes (GO'101). .0.0.1

Refused/NA. . . . . . . .9

a. Es there any n~le/female who is a
citizen of the United States living
at this address?

May I speak with him/her? (After
you have ascertained that he/she is
an adult citizen of the United
States living at that address.

(GO '10 0.1)

No (TEII4INATE). . . . . .2
Refused/NA. . . . . . . .9

IF VOICE AT ThE ODIER DOES NCYI~ MEET
~0UR MALE/FiNALE 0ID1~

Hello, I'm calling from
I~troit fo7 etopinion Rsseard~
Company. ~*re doing a (short)
put~lic minion study in your area
and I'd like wty mE*~ to have the
c~iniorw of a tuale/fsmale who ~r
18 years of age aid a citizen of the
United states living at this address.

Is there an 18-24 year old mule,
female who is a citizen of the United
States living at this address?

Yes . . . . . . . . .

No (GO '10 Q.IB) . . .

Refused/NA. . . . . .

a. May I speak with him/her?

Yes, 18-24 year old becomes
respondent (GO 10 0.1) .

Yes, I an (GO '10 0.1). . .

No (GO 10 0.15). . . . . .

Refused/NA . . . . . . . .

.01

0.9

QA
102

~Aa
103

.01

0.3

'.9

lB. Is there any adult (man/woman) who is
a citizen of the United States living
at this address available at this two?

Yes . . . . . . . . . . . . I CB
No ('Th~R1I~TE). . . . . . . 2 104
Refused/NA. . . . . . . . . 9

a. After you have ascertained that (he!
she) is an adult citizen of the United
States living at this address (GO '10

QBa

1)

106-144 = EXTRA
145-153 SPECIAL
[BoIO VARIABLES
(V18) 156-160 iEIGITS

105

'I

0
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U.S. National #2 - Omnibus Study

1. lb you feel things in this country are
generally going in the right direction
or do ~i feel things have pretty
seriously gotten off on the wr~
track?

2. Generally speaking, do y~z think our
political system and goverrmmnt are
i~rking fairly ~mll at the present
time, or do you think they need sig-
nificant changes?

Right direction . . . . . . . . .

Wrong track . . . . . . . . . . .

lbnt know. . . . . . . . . . . .

Refused/NA. . . . . . . . . . . .

~rking fairly ~ll . . . . . . .

- Need significant changes. . . . .

I Refused/NA. . . . . . . . . .

3. What kinds of changes do you think need to be made? (~BE Ft~R AT LEAST 'IWO
RE5~SES)

in 1Q3M3
1Q3X4
1Q3M5

4. E)~ you approve or disapprove of the Strongly approve. . . a * * * * * * 4
wayRonaldReaganish~rKi1inghis~b Sauewhatapprove.. ....................... 3
as President? (WAIT FOR RESR~NSE AND Sanewhat disapprove . . * * * . 2
ASK:) Would that be strongly Strongly disapprove. . . . . 1
(approve/disapprove) or just sc~iwwhat Ek~n't know......................8
(approve/disapprove)? Refused/NA. . . ............................. 9

5. Lo y~a approve or disapprove of the Strongly approve................4
wayGeorgeBushishandlinghis job Sanewhatapprove.................3
as Vice-President? (WAIT FOR RESR~4SE Sanewhat disapprove..............2
AND ASK:) Would that be strongly Strongly disapprove...............1
(approve/disapprove) or just scmewhat fk~n't know. ..................................... 8
(approve/disapprove)? Refused/NA. . .................................. 9

I,.



~3f)4Q7~Q5Q~

Now I'd like to read you ~ne statements about various issues in the aiintry. For each one, please tell us if
you strongly agree, scinewhat agree, scunewhat disagree, or strongly disagree.

4/
Neither ~ee

Strongly Somewhat Nor Disagree Somewhat Strongly I~n't Rd./

1 8 9

1 8 9

1 8 9

1 8 9 a

1 8 9

1 8 9

5 4 3 2 1 8 9

(RANInr4IzE)

6 * The United States should rever send troops
to fight in a civil war in another country,
even if a camunist takeover is likely.

7. We should help only countries which are for
us and not help those which are against is.

8. It is all right for public schools to
start each day with a prayer.

9. If cities and towns around the country reed
financial help to inprove their schools, the
government in Washington cught to give than
the noney they reed.

10. ClaiRe about walfare abuses are greatly ex-
aggerated; most people receiving waIf are
assistance truly reed it.

11. Labor muons have beccune too big and powerful
for the gxud of the country.

12. 8lack people in the ccuntry should be given
special consideration for rew jobs because of
past discrimination against than.
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Thinking bout foreign trade for a natant. .

13. All inall,~~vuthinkthattradewith
other countries, both kitying and selling
goods, twips the United States' oonosy
or birts the United States' econ~uy?

Neither ('.~ARY1~ZD) . . . . . . . 2
Hurts . . . . C

Don't krK~w.

14. (),er the next several years, ~ you Mace. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3
think cur country ~a1d be better ott About the se's. . . . . . . . . . . 2
withnDretradelesstradeor~cut Less..... ......... eel
the sets trade, n~i, with foreign Don't krx~w. . . . . . . . . . . . . 8
countries? Refused/NA.. *......... .9

15. Doyouknowofanyspecific~.asirmsses
inyourareathathavebeenkurtt~ No. ...... *.. 0.0.00.1

foreignocirpetition? Don'tknow.............8
Refused/NA. . . . . . . . . . . . . 9

160 Which of the following three d~oices ~ you think sloald be our a~antry 's foreign

trade policy?

(RANDCtIIZE)

a. Have r~ restrictions on foreign imports so Atsricans
can have the widest d~ice possible on

what to biy at the 1c~st possible price . . ...................... 1

b. Restrict foreign imports fran any country which
restricts cur products and trade freely with all
other cxuntries. . ................................................................. 2

c. Restrict any foreign imports which threaten Aterican
jobs even if they are fra~i a axintry which ~esn 't
restrict oar products. . . . . ............................................ 3

[kn 't kric~.............................................8
Refused/NA . . . . . . . . . . ................................................ 9

NI'

S

* C C

COO

C 0 0

O 0 C

* C 0

O 0 0

.1

.8

.9 Qi 3

Q14

Q15

Q16
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(READ SOW~Y)
As yaa may 3cr~, ~ have a for.ign trade deficit. This mains that i~ are buyiz~
nore frczn foreign cwntries than ~ are aellir~ to thua. ft~ each of the
foll~iir~, please tell ma how uuch y~a think it has contributd to the tradedeficit - a great deal, a fair amint, very little or r~t at all. First,
how imach ~ y~a think (READ n'34) has cant ibuted to the trade deficit?

Very Not Don't Ref./

~KAND0t4IZE)

17. Ror planning aid ITanagament by
U.S. coirpanies

18. Wage demands by American labor
unions.

19. Better qiality of foreign products

20. Unfair trade policies of foreign
countries

21. Cheap labor in foreign countries

22. '1~ selling of goods at less than
cost by fc~reign ~xrpari±es

A Great A Fair
I~al ~znt

4 3

4 3

Little At All K~ NA

2 1 8 9 Q17

2 1 8 9
Q18

2 1 8 9 Q19

3 2 1 8 9
Q20

3 2 1 8 9 Q21

2 1 8 9 Q22

1'



0 - 7A - 0

HALF SAMPLE A

23A. ~ich of the folloving statuuwnts ~ws closest to y~r ~inion:

(~TE)

a. The J~aiuse are c~upeting in-

fairly vith Aisrican ir~1ustries. .1
OR

b. Anerican industries are blaming
the Jq*nese for their ~m ntis-
man~emnt aid excessive labor

~ri 't knov . . . . . . . . . . . . .8 Q23A
Refused/NA . . . . . . . . . . . . .9

tft

C)

C)



to - 7B -

HALF SAMPLE B

238. I4~Ich c~ tk folIbvln *tatmnts o~s cl~.st t20 y~ar ~tnion:

(~TE)

a. 'fl~ Etrcp.arw ar c~2up.tir~ LU'~

fairly vith hiinrican irKiustries. .1

Ca

b. Aterican industries are blamirg
tim CLr~aru for tkmir o~n mis- Q23B
mrnnsgm..nt aid excessive labor

Refused/Na . . . . . . . . . . . . .9

ft

0

C)
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24 * O~,er the rwxt several years, do y~i
think oar country 'rcjld be better ~f
allowing ~re, ~ or about the maim
mint o~ foreign Imports, r~,
into the country?

About the maim . * .

-- Lass . . . . . . .
~n't kr~

RetusedINA . . . 0 ~

. . . . . . .2

. . . . . . .1

. . . . . . .8

. . . . . . .9

25. Ifwe allowfewerforeignixuports Avoidingatrade~Sr. ....... 2
into oar country, other o~.mtries Allowing f.~r imports into Country. 1

I n~y allow fe~mr c~ our products into ~nt know . . . . . . . . . . . . .8
I their country. This is scmtiums R.tused/ttIA . . . . . . . . . a * * .9
I called a trads war." Which du you
I think is u~re uuportant (~)TATE:

a trade war or allowingavoiding
ever foreign 3llports into oar
untry?)

Q24

Q25



~3fl~1O~ 1 ~ J3O7

Here are some statements ~x)ut other issues in the axintry. For each one please tell me it y~.z strongly
agree, somewhat agree, somewhat disagree, or strongly disagree.

Neither &jree
Strongly Scuewhat Nor Disagree. Scimewbat Strongly [km't Rsf./

(I~ANU0MIZE) k~ree ~ (WLIJffl~1RED) ~ ~ Km~e NA

26. (xir economy and security ~uld suffer
if we did not use military troops to
protect air interests in other parts
of the world.

27. ()ir country has a noral obligation to
help people in other parts ct the
world, even those in neutral or un-
friendly countries.

28. A iaiuan should have the legal right
to have an abort ion if she wants a~.

29. The ~pvernrient in Washington should
see to it that every person has a job
and a g~od standard of living.

30. Tighter cxjntrols are needed in the
federal food stamp prograv~, many people
ncwi rea~ iving food stamps &n t deserve
them.

31. Labor unions are very r~cessary to pro-
tect the working man.

5 4

5 4

5 4

5 4

5 4

1 8 9 Q26

1 8 9 Q27

S
1 8 9Q28 ~

S ~

1 8 9 Q29

1 8 9 Q30 ~

3 2 1 8 9 Q31
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Rt~JC/
32.

0

International terrorism Is another issue which hes been in the rews
recently. .

Sons psopi. say tht there really is not
much the U.S. goverruent can ~ to re-
duos tetrorism. Others say the U.S.
goverruwnt can significantly reduce
terrorism. 1'Jhich opinion is closest to
your own?

Not nuch gov't can ~ . . . . . . . I,
Govt can significantly reduce. . . 2

Refused/NA. . . . . . . . . . . . . 9

33. lb you favor or oppose the United States Favor . . .(GD 'K) Q.35) . . . . . . 2
taking military action against terror- -Oppose. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1

j- Refused/N&. . . . . . * * * . * * *

V

34. ~~ld you favor or oppose military Favor . . .(GO "10 0.35) . . . . . . 2
action against terrorists who had Oppose. . .(GO '10 0.38) . . . . . . 1
killed American citizens? lbn't know. (GO '10 0.38) . . . . . . 8

Refused/NA. (GO '10 0.38) . . . . . . 9

(ASK 0.35-37 ()JLY IF FAW2S Q.33 Ct~ 0.34)
35. ~ald you favor or oppose military

action against terrorist canps if
innocent people in the mips are likely
to be killed or ~unded in the attack?

Favor . . . . . . . .

oppose. . . . . . .

Refused/NA. . . .

36. 1*uld you favor military Favor against suspected terrorists. 2
action against terrorists who are sus- Favor only as retaliation . . . . 1
pected of planning an attack or only Favor neither . . . . . . . . . . 3
as retaliation against terrorists who Ib'Ot know.................... . 8
have actually carried out an attack? Refused/NA........... . . . . . 9

37. ~k~uld you favor or oppose military Favor....................... . 2
action against c~vernments which help Oppose.......................... 1
train and finance terrorists, even if lbn't know......................8
thatn~ansriskingalargerv~r? Refused/NA......................9

(ASK ALL)
38. When terrorists are holding Americans Should negotiate.................2

hostage, & you think our government Refuse to negotiate.............. 1
should negotiate with the terrorists lbn't know......................8
for their release or refuse to Refused/NA.............. . . . 9
negotiate with the terrorists?

39. lb you believe terrorist acts are Individuals/~all groups . . . 1
largely the acts of individuals ar~ Foreign government. . . . . . 2
small groups, or d~ you think that rrost lbn't know.......... . . . 8
of them are being hecked Ly sc~ne Refused/NA......................9
foreign government?

Q3 2

Q33

Q~'I

Q36

Q37

Q38

Q39
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N~ I'd like yQatorate ~ir feelings toward e people in politics using a
zero to a~ I~x.*.d scale -- with 100 meaning a wry warm, favorable fooling,
zero meaning a wry cold, w~favorable feeling, ai~ SO meaning ri~t particularly
warm or cold.

If you tkxi't hays an iaipr.ssion dx~it or hew tuver heard of the person, just
tell us aid we'll ~ onto the rsxt nuue.

The first person is (READ H~D ~TE). How ~ yua feel about (hiuVher) using a
zero to one kindred scale?

(FUR INT~JID~S USE)

I / ~-~.-j
10 20 30 40 60 70 80 90 100

V V V
Very Cold, Not Particularly Very Warm,

fLkifavorable F~eling warm or Cold Favorable fteling

(RANDOMIZE) (~ftI1E IN WJ~ER OR ~R(LE 998 OR 999:
DO NOT USE FRACrIOI~)

40. Ronald Reagan

41. George Bush

42. Robert [~1e

43. Howard Baker

44. Jack Keip

45. Pat Robertson

46. Jeare Kirkpatrick

47. Walter Mondale

48. 'I~d Kenredy

49. Tip O'Neill

(RECORD ~)

(RECORD MJI~BER)

(RECORD fIJBER)

(RECORD t~JJ~BER)

(REcDRD !Uf~ER)

(RECORD NU!'BER)

(RECORD MJt.BER)

(RECORD NL~ER)

(RECORD ~IJ~EER)

(RECORD !~IJ1'BER)

D~,n't know. .998
Refused/NA. .999

E~xi't know. .998
Refused/NA. .999

Dxi't know. .998
Refused/NA. .999

Don't know. .998
Refused/NA. .999

[)nn't know. .998
Refused/NA. .999

E~n't know. .998
Refused/NA. .999

Ekxi't know. .998
Refused/NA. .999

D:n't know. .998
Refused/NA. .999

Ekn't know. .998
Refused/NA. .999

£t~n't know. .998
Refused/NA. .999

(CONTINUED ON NEXT PN3E)

o4~
Q4 0

Q4 1

Q4 2

Q4 3

044

045

Q46

047

Q48

Q4 9



(CONTINUED)

(FOR IN~UVI~U~$ ~Bg)

10 31~ 1501 60 70 bO 90 100
i3r ~1-

Very Cold, Not Particularly Very Warm,

Lk~tavorabl. ftelino ItbruI or (bid Favorable E~e1ing

(RANIDIIZE) (~ITE IN MEER CR ~~LE 998 CR 999:

~ NOT ~E FRACrIOlS)
______________ D~r~t know. .998

50. Jesse cksori (p~~apj) MISER) Refused/NA. .999
51. Mario Cuczm~ (QUO-MO) _____________ ~t know. .998

(RECORD ?USER) Refused/NA. .999
52. Gary Hart _____________ D3n't know. .998

(RECORD MISER) Refused/NA. .999

53. Geraldine Ferraro (FLIi~-RAH-) _____________ D~n't know. .998
(RECORD MISER) Refused/NA. .999

I)

54. John Glenn ______________ U~,n't know. .998
(RECORD MJ!SER) Refused/NA. .999

* 55. Jane Fonda ______________ I~'t know. .998
(RECORD t4JISER) Refused/NA. .999

56. Jerry Faiwell _____________ r~'t know. .998
(RECORD MISER) Refused/NA. .999

57. Gerald Fcxd _____________ Ebn't know. .998
(RECORD NUt.BER) Refused/NA. .999

58. Jinmy Carter ____________ Ox~'t know. .998
(RE(X)RD ~4JfBER) Refused/NA. .999

59. George Wallace _____________ E~n't know. .998
(R~ORD ~IJtBER) Refused/NA. .999

60. Lee lacocca (EYE-A-COKE-A) _______________ [)~n't know. .998
(REm~~~ MISER) Refused/NA. .999

Q50

Q51

Q5 2

Q53

Q54

Q5 5

056

Q57

Q38

Q59

Q60

- 12 -



I also have u~s ~ c~ people to get ~ar feelings a~ut. Th first yroup
(Is/aro) * 110w ~o ~vu teel about than using a zero to one tundred scale?

/ fTI /0 10 20 30 4b jsoj 60 70 80 90 100I -1~~~ IV V V
Cold, Not Particularly Very Warm,JUnfavorable fteling ~mm or Cold Favorable Feelir~

(RANDOMIZE)

61. 'fl~ Republican Party

62. fl~ I~mcratic Party

63. Liberals

64. Conservatives

(1'aITE IN ~Ue3ER CR CIRCLE 998 CR 999:
DO Nor LBC FRAC~IO.~)

______________ D~nt know. .998
(RECORD NIZ.SER) Ref used/NA. .999

______________ ~n't know. .998
(RE~.D ~U'9ER) Ref used/NA. .999

______________ [)~n't know. .998
(RECORD I~IJt.~ER) Ref used/NA. .999

______________ I~n't know. .998
(RECORD II*BER) Refused/NA. .999

1'
Q6 1

Q62

Q63

Q64

- 13 -
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Ronald Reagan is serving his second term as President id cant~ run for a
third term.

65. Of the following characteristics, please tell u. 'AIch ~ you think
is nost inpcrtant for the rwxt president to have?

(Q.65) (Q.66)
First Second66. Which one ~uld you Choose second? fl~j~ ~~2fl

(MW4IZE)
a. Cosuervative 1 1b. Respected by foreign leaders 2 2c. Is in gnverrmwnt a~ 3 3d. Has ~rked with Ronald Reagan 4 4e. Has held a variety of gOverrment positions 5

6No second sent ion 7l~n't kn~w 8 8Refused/NA 9

N
67. I will briefly describe four presidential candidates aid I'd like you to

- tell uie whichoru nost ~peals to you.
Lfl One (read below)

2~ second (read below)The third (read below)
N And the fourth (read below)

(RANDOMIZE)

C' a. Has the best personal qualifications for the job. . . . . . . . * * * * * * .1b. Would step-~ the pace ct reducing ~verru1~nt spending and strengthening ourpositi~i in tI~ ~rld . . . . . . . . . a * * * . . . . . . . . . . . .2C. Isafighterforzcingsejor~j~.~~ ing~vernsent. . . . ......... .3d. Considers reducing the federal bzd~jet deficits, the oountrys ruzi~er one
priority.......... . . . . . * . . . . . . . . ........................................... 4None (VOLUNTEERED). . (.LTOQ.69). . . . . . . . ....................... .................... 5 ~L~n 't krKw............. (GO TO C.69)..............................................................8

Refused/NA. . . . . . (~) TO Q.69). . ....................... . . . . . ........................ 9
(IF MNDE A FII~T CHOICE, ASK:)

68. Which one ~ild you choose second?

(REPEAT IF NEXXSSARY/RANDOMIZE)

a. Has the best personal qualifications for the job......................................
b. Would step-up the pace of reducing ~vernrnent spending and strengthening ourposition in the ~rld . . . . . . . . .................................. . . . . . . . . .2c. Isafighterforn~kingmajorc±~,,ges ing~vernment. . . . . . . . . . . . . .3d. Considers reducing the federal bidget deficits, the axrntry's ru.ura~er ~ Q68

No second choice. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .................. .5

Refused/NA............... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .9
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Here we s~~a psopi. iwho might be elected President in 1988, arES I 'd like y~.a
to rate t~m good a President y~a think ach one itoald uke. ~*ll use a zero-to-ton
scale where aro swarm the person ~cAd sake the ~rst pcusible Pros ident ad ten
imars the person i~ald sake the tt possibl, president.

If yoi ~nt know the person just tell us.

'Its first person is NAME.
on a zero-to-ten sca1''7

How god a President ~ y~i think is ~u1d sake

(FIR INTERVIDdER S USE)

~ IT! 101
V

___ I Best!
Rssible 

V 

~ssib1e

Mi~oint fresident

(RA~t4D0MIZE)

69. George Bush
(REOORD t4J~8ER)

D~n't know.
Refused/NA.

* * . . . 98
* 0 * 6 0 99

70. Jack Ker~ ~ 't k1K~W. . . . . . . 98
________________ Ref used/NA. . * * * * * 99
(RECORD NLEER)

71 * Ted Kennedy D~n 't know. * * * * * * 98

Refused/NA. . . . . . 99
(RECORD NV~ER)

72. Gary Hart ~ '~ ~ ................... 98Refused/NA............99(RECORD tVtEER)

9j~k

C~TO6'~

NPr

969

970

071

072
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73. In the presidential priimry elections in - Republican. . . . . . . . . .
1988 to select each Party's candidate I I~umocratic. (GO 'V Q.77). .
for President, essuming your state h~ I Neither one (GO 'V Q.78). . . *one, ~ald you be imre likely to ~te in I E~n't know. (GO 'V 0.78).....
the (~ThTE: Republican or ~K~cratic) J Refused/NA. (Go 'V Q.78). . . .
primary or neither one?

V

.2

.1

.3

.8
.9

74. If the primary election to select the a. George Bush . . . . (GO '10 0.75). * 1~ candidate for President b. Bob Dole. . . . . . (GO '10 Q.7 5). * 2ai4todayw~the~~. c.Hoi~rardBd~er....(GOT)Q.75). .3dates wre (RANDOMIZE NAMES), ~ild d. Jack [(sup . . . . . (GO '10 0.75). . 4you be ~n~ting for (~PEAT LAST ~W4ES e. Jeans Kirkpatrick . (GO 'V 0.75). * 5IN SAME (N~flER)? - ~n't cr~w. * * * * . . . . . . . . N
- Refused/NA. . . . . . . . . . . . . N

V
a. tichvay~you1ean~ today- -a. George~h. . . . . . . . . . . .1toward (REPEATEULL~-W4ESINSAIWI~ I-b. BobDole. . . . . . . . . . . . . .2

- C. Howard Bd~er. . . . . . . . . . . .3
-d. Jack [(sup. . . . . . . . . . . . .4
-e. JeaneKirkpatrick . . . . . . . . .5

t~n't know. . . . . (GO'IOQ.78). . 8

Refused/NA..... (GO 10 0.78). .9

75. I*~ ~xz1d be your second d~oice? George Bush . . . . . . . . . . . . 1

(REPEAT NAMES IF NECESSARY) Bob Dole................ . .2

Jack Ksnp . . . . . . ...................... 4
Jeane Kirkpatrick . . . . . . . . . 5
I~n 't know. . . . . . . . . . . . . 8

(GO TO Q.78) Refused/NA. . . . . . . . . . . . . 9

(Q.76 ~t Mked)

I,,

C)

C)

Q73

Q74

Q75
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77. If the primary election to select the
Den~cratic candidate for President
were being held today arid the carxii-
dates were (RANI~OMIZE NAMES), ~a1d
you be voting for (REPEAT LAST NAMES
IN SAME CEDER)?

a. I~1 Kenrsdy . .

b. Gary Hart . . .

C. Mario O.avK . .

d. Lee lacocca . .

- ~nt know. . .

I- Refused/NA. . .

V
I a. Whichvay~youleanasof today- a.ThdKennsdy. .********. .1toward (REPEATFTJLL NAMES IN SAME b. GaryHart.. . . *0 *** . . . .2

C * Mario Cuc~m~ ****** 00.0.03

d. Lee Ia~cca . . . . . . . . . . . . 4
I~n t know. . . . . . . . . . . . .8
Refused/NA. . . . . . . . . . . * * 9

Here are s~ie general elect ion races for President that auld be on the
ballot in 1988. For each one, please tell us who you b~ald vote for If
the election ~re being held today arid the people I mention were the
candidates.

a. Which way &, you lean as ~ today - toward (REPEAT FULL NAMES IN
SAME CRDER)?

(RANDOMIZE RACES/I~Y1A1E NAMES)

78. George Bush, '~Nd Kennedy, T)~n't know. . . . . . . . . . . . . 8
Republican E~u~,crat Refused/NA.............9

2 1

79. George Bush, Gary Hart, E~n't know................ . . B
Republican t~.mcrat Refused/NA......................9

2 1

80. George Bush, Lee lacocca, Don't know......................8
Republican E~im~crat Refused/NA......................9

2 1.

O 0

O 0

O 0

O 0

O 0

O 
0

4/

Q77

078

Q79

2)80



iSA -

0

Thinking about G.~g. Bush ~or a sw~nt.

A81 . Fr~a all that you have heard, read wd Imow about him, ~*iat are saiw ot the
things you like best about George Bush? (P~SE R)R AT IZAST 'IWO RESRZISES)

AQ8l ~Ml
AQSl M2
AQ8l 143
~Q8l 144
AQ81 145

Ae2 Again, fran all that you have heard, read anl kn~v about him, b*'aat are saiw of
.0 the things you ckm't lik, about George Bush? (~BE K3R AT LEAST ~tO RESI~JNSES)

- A282.Ml
AQ82 LM2
AQ82 143

,-~ AQ82 .N4
AQ82M5

N

N

a. (IF TXR~OT KNC~ cE N(YIHING, ASK:) Is there anything at all, about George &ash
that anoerns cr bothers you? (What?)



- 185 -

t.81 . It George a~sh kacaii Pr..idnt in 1988 ~ihat are the thinp you tlUflk k~
wc~.i1d handle particularly irwll? (~BE IVR SPSCIFIC ~S~I4SES)

OQ81bMlt Q8IbM2
Q81bM30 I Q81bH4
Q8LbM5

82. What axe tie things ~i think 1w might handle poorly? (H~)8E FOR SPECIFIC
RESIQ4SE~)

b~82 Ml
~ 6Q82 M2

*Q82 M3
~Q82 M4
6Q82 M5
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i'm going to read a list ct Issues to y~a wi, ~or ~h on., please tell us

if y~a think George lush ~odd hw~Ue that issue ~t.tty swab ~nald Rewjan

has, ia~a34 hmvEIl@ it better, or ~ald not handle it - ~l1.

Hu~1le Handle It As Not Handle D~nt Ref.!
(MNDOKIZE) It 3.tt*~ Sonald ~eoan ~ -

~ ~r m1at~km with the soviet 3 2 1 8 9

1 8 9

1 8 9

1 8 9

1 8 9

1 8 9

1 8 9

Union

84. [ha federal badget deficit

85. Taxes

86. Abortion

87. R~licies ~~noerning minorities

88. ~uen's rights

89. National econ~uic ~Dlicy

Q8 3

Q84

Q8 5

Q8 6

Q87

Q88

Q8 9

4/

I!'

C)

N

C
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Hera ~ diwacter traits w~1 I 'is going to ak yvu t~ wuch three ~1l-

ki~m psop3a ~S5 each cra. ~ will us. a earo to tn ucale where

tn wusm ~ pU3O~ ~Ss.556s the trait such U ~ pereon ~ssib1y can,

aid sero tints ~ person ckesn't ~ssess it at all.

Let's start with (hAlT). How ~ald yoa rate (~W4E) on this trait?
4

(F~ INIUVISER'S USE)

I I

~tin1L

SI,
0,esn't All

Lt~I~
-I---

Mi~Oiflt

i~Lin.L 7 8 9 10

F~ssesseS As
~ich U Any F~rson

Ftssibly Can

(RANDOMIZE mAI S/K)W~TE NAMES (1811! IN ~LISER CP CIRCLE 98 (.~ 99:
ID N(~I' tEE FRACTIONS)

LRNC~.. 90. Ronald Reagan

~FAF 91. George Bush

(RECORD tIJPDER)

(RECORD t~9ER)

(RECORD ~ER)92. 'I~d Kennedy

~CERN

93. Ronald Reagan

94. George Bush

95. I~d Kennedy

(RECORD ~JFBER)

(RECORD NU!~ER)

(RECORD ~BER)

D~n't know. * 98
Refused/NA. . 99

Don't know. 98
Refused/NA. . 99

I~n't know. 98
Refused/NA. . 99

Ltn't know. * 98
Refused/NA. * 99

D~n't know. 98
Refused/NA. . 99

Dxi't know. * 98
Refused/NA. . 99

(CONTINUED (1~ ~EXT R~E)

'7qvc.

~~FA F

/9A)e-

Q90

q9'

Q92

093

q92.

095
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(CtJNTINUED)

(FOR INTERVIDdER'S USE)

IT~I /

0 1 2 3 4 I~1 6 7 8 9 10

Rssrnes As
V 1~~jch M Any Rerson

SS It At All Midvoint Rusiblv Can I

(RANDOMIZE 'IRAI'Th/I~)TATE !~W4ES
WIThIN FAQ~ ThAIT)

(WRITE IN rIJBER R ~RCLE 98 OR 99:
W ~T LEE E1~ACTICNS)

LEADERSH I P

96. Ronald Reagan

97. George Bush

98. Ted Kennedy

CCII PETENCE

99. Ronald Reagan

100. George Bush

IVI. Ted Kennedy

(RECORD [%I*SER)

(RECORD ~UfBER)

(RECORD [VI'EER)

(RECORD ~J1~ER)

(RECORD tV~ER)

(REcXJRD MJMBER)

L~n't know. . 98
Refused/NA. . 99

Dxi't know.
Refused/NA.

* 98
. .99

Don't know. . 98
Refused/NA. .

1)~n't know. * 98
Refused/NA. . 99

[~n't know.
Ref used/NA.

[:~,n't know.
Refused/NA.

* 98
* 99

98
99

1 ffFAF
Q96

Q97

Q98

Q99

Q100

qiol



S

102. ~ most ~x~litlcal iSsues, ~ld y~u
describe yourself as a liberal, a
conservative, or a n~derate? (lAIT FOR
RESI~)4SE kiD ASK:) lb you tend ~ be~ ~)& extremely (liberal/conservative), fairly
(liberal/conservative), or just slightly
(liberal/conservative)?

-22-

£xtremely liberal .
Fairly liberal. . . .
Slightly liberal. . .

Moderate. . . . . .
Slightly conservative
Fairly conservative
Extreuely conservative.
lbn t know. . . .

Ref used/Na. . . .

.9
(~TE Q.103 M~JD Q.104)

103. How ~uld you describe Ronald Reagan -

as a liberal, a conservative or a
moderate? (ASK:) Would you say he's
extremely (liberal/conservative),

fairly (liberal/conservative) or justlightly (liberal/conservative)?

E~xtremely liberal
Fairly liberal. . . .

Slightly liberal.
Moderate. . . . . .. S

Slightly conservative
Fairly conservative
Extremely conservative. . . . . . .7
lbn 't know. . . . . . . . . . . .8Refused/NA. . . . . . . . . . . . 9

104. How ~uld you describe George ~ash -

C) as a liberal, a conservative cc a
moderate? Would you say he's
extremely (liberal/conservative),
fairly (liberal/conservative) or just
slightly (liberal/conservative)?
(liberal/conservative)?

Ebctrenely liberal . .

Fairly liberal. . . .

Slightly liberal.
Moderate. . . . .

Slightly conservative
Fairly conservative
Extren~ly ccxservat ive.

Refused/NA. .................

. . .

. . .

. . .

. . S

. . .

. . .

. S ~

. . S

. . .

. .

S .

* .

* .

. .

. .

. .

. S

.2
.3
.4
.5
.6
.7
.8

Q102

Q103

Q104



\Oc
Now, a few qLmstions for statistical parposes.

Dl. Ger~rally~eakingcbyo.a think -i---.---Republican. . .......
of yourself a Demiblican, a Jw C~m~Crat. . . . . . . . .
~m~crat, u~ j~~j3~ or ~ihat? Independent . . . - - . .

No ~cfersnce . . . * * .-I-- Ottar . . * * * . . . . .

I Defused . . . . . . . . .
__ vv

a * It~ald you call y~.ar..lf a
(Dep./~.) or a

Str~ig. * . . . . . . . . * . .1
t~t wry stz~ng . . . . . * * .2

Defuad . * . . . . . . . . . .9

b. I~ Y~J think ~ yourself
closer ~o the lapublican cc
the ~cratic Party?

* . 0 0 1
* . . * 2 PARTYIt)
.... 3 51
* 0 6 0 4
* 0 S * 5
* . . . 8
* 0 0 0 9

1.
Rapublicu~. . 6 0 0 0 0 * * 0 0 0 S 1.
~cratic. . 0 0 0 * S S 0 * 0 0 0 2
Neither . . . 0 * 0 0 0 0 * 6 0 0 0 3
~Ih 't Jg~. * * * * 0 * 0 0 0 0 6 0 8
Reused . . . 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 6 0 0 9

I I

I SPECIAL VARIABL~: SPECIAL [)E?4OGDAffiIC J~BLE - PARTY ID INIZX/NcajAL WYIE
53 (V5) 54'56



D2. In the last general election in which
you uoted, which auwer beet describes
t~w you i~ted fc~ state aid local ot-

(V6) f ices aich se ~vernoc aid senator?
RE&D a~oi~ 1 flIRXQI 7/AL'1~WI'E

TOP TO DOTIVII/BOTI~)M TO 'lOP)

Straight [~nv~cratic . . .

A few nore Democrats than
Republicans . . . .

About .ually for both
part lee . . . . . .

A few more Republicans
than t~wcrats. . .

Mcatly Republican . .

Straight ~~blican .

* . . .01
* * . .02

. . . . . .03 57-58

. . . . . .04

.05

.06

.07

Other (SPECIFY)

Never iA~t5d . . . . 0

RsfusedAa. . . . 0 0

03 * Are you o~rrently registered to ~te
at your present ~ress?

Yes . . . . . . . .

. 0 ~ 0 ~ ~ ~ 0 ~

~istered elsewhere.

Ref used/~. . . . .

. .

. .

* .

0 ~

. 0

.2 R&ISrEI

. 1. 59

.3

.8

.9

SPECIAL VARIABLE - '1UR~JOUT it~IGHTh 65-68
(V7)

SPECIAL VARIABLE - COLLAPSED '1uR~arr 69-72

74-76=EXTR
77=Jot~ ID
78-~3U JOB N

VO'IflYPE

.09

.98

.99



088. 4~at is y~~r aI~prcscimate age?

(V1O)

18-24 years
25-29 years
30-34 years
35-39 years
40-44 years
45-49 years
50-54 years
55-59 years
60-64 years
65-74 years
75 a~ ~er.
Refuined..

* 0 ~ ~ ~ 0 0 0

* . 0 ~ ~ . 0 ~

0 0 ~ 0 . . . 0

* 0 ~ ~ ~ ~ ~

O ~ 0 ~ . . ~ 0

O 0 ~ ~ ~ 0 0 0

* . . . 0 0 ~ 0

* 0 ~ 0 0 ~ 0 ~

* 0 ~ 0 0 ~ ~

* . 0 ~ . . 0 ~

* . 0 ~ ~ . . ~

09. just Is ttm l..t grad. at ud~o1 y~z Grade ed~o1 or less (Grad 1-8). . 1
caipleted? S~ high bch~1 (Grade 9-11) . . . 2

Gr~atedhighud~ol. 0.0.0.3 ELO~'R
VocationaA ec~oal/L~ddca1 Sd~1. 4 87
S~ college - 2 years or 1am. . . 5
S college - i~re ~hmn 2 years. * 6
Graduated college . . . . . . . . . 7
Poet-graduate ~ck. . . . . . . . . 8
Refused. . . . . . . . . . . . . .9

D1O. Are y~a oirrently. . . .(READ i-Si OlE E~ipla~ed and ~ckirv~ full-tins. . . 1 ~VRKL'~C
AIUI~ OILY) aipla~ved and working part-tins... 2 99

Llnhnployed. . . . . . . . . . . . . 3
Rotired . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4
FI~jaevife . . . . . . . . . . . . . 5

Tauporarily laid off (~XLJNTEERED). 6

Other ________________________ 7

(SPECIFY)
Refused/Na. . . . . . . . . . . . . 9

.15
.20
.25 ~
.30 85-86
.35
.40
.45
.50
.55
.60
.65



Dli. ~tst is yuar ~tesent nurital status?

D13. Fr~ thu ~ol3oving list, what ~zld ~.a
say Is ttm ~o~aticn ~ thu gimucy
w~s earrar in y~w fily?

-.o-Marrled . . . 0 * * . . . . .2
Di~rcgd. . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3
Separated . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4
Widov/Widowr . . . . . . . . . . , 5

Refused/NA4 . . . . . . . . . . . . 9

MARVEAL
92

S~CRI(
93

Salaried employee (manager, aalaswen,

Self-ummployd . . . . . . . . . . .02
Retired . . . . . . . . . . . . . .03
frofinsional (~~ctor, lawyer, CPA) .04
Tredeemen. (carpenter, farm,

m~hinist). . . . . . . . . . . .05
E~ascutiw (corporate ~flcer) . . .06
Uczmuuiaker . . . . . . . . . . * . .07
Services (rurse, ~xlice, military).08
FIc~.irly ~rker (laborer, typist) . .09
S~.ident * . . . * . . . * * . * . .10
E~d~cation (teacher, ~.anselor). * .11

Ref used/~. . . . . . . . . . . . .99
(V13)

D15. Does a~ycm in y~ar kKzmeIvld ~b aiy
farr'i ng?

Respondent. . . . . . * * * 1
Other nu~~r c~ Ix~useIi~ld * . . 2

0 0 0 6 0 0 0 0 0 6 0 S 0 0 0 4
~nt kn~. . . . . . 0 S 0 0 0 0 .8
Reused . . . 0 0 0 0 6 0 * 0 0 0 0 9

Dila. (IF ~aI3D) is y~w qmin aarieritly * ~loyed a~ ~king full-tiws. . . 1
~Ioysd ad ~king pert-time. . . 2
Lkweplo~e4. . . . . . . . . . . . . 3
Retired . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4
~uwife . . . . . . . . . . . . . S

1~orarily laid cU (~UAII'1W. 6

Otkwr__________________________ 7
(SP~IF!)

~n't kz~. . . . . 0 0 0 0 0 0 * . 8
Ret~med/3.. . 0 0 0 0 00 0 * S 0 .9

FAR4
100



0

D18. Is ~uzr ~~rk or myone in ~ir hoUSShoLd
in the field ~ health, education, or
social i.lfare mgvicm?

~upondsnt. * . . . . . . . . . . . 1
Otrrus~er~~ouuehold. .00.2 ii~
3~.h. * . . . . * . * * * * * . . . 3 103

Mfuesd ......... *0 .0.9

D19. a~ycrm 1z~ y~w IDwehold ~3ig ~ labor w~ton or esotiscs' inociation?
(CI~LB A COC Cumin WE US~EW? MS Ofln win) ODi~I 106

335 104 Other-
L~r ~mion. *0 *.***.... . *......* 1 1

'I~acturu uociation. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2 2
NO......... *00 *...*. *...... 3 3
~fused/Single~wkvumhold........... 9 9



0
021. Is ~vur ~wligious hackground Prote-

tant, ~im Catkxlic, Jewish cc
go~~4II1se? (XV SOIIflUNG zsr

* ASK:) Is
that a Qwlstiwu dizrch?

Protestant (e.g. Bq~tist,
t4eth~ist, etc.). . .

-rn-Other Cluistian . . . . .

Other Non-CIristian/
Urspecified . . . . . .

Agnostic/Atheist.

RefUsed *.......
~1

i~2LX. t~a1d y~a say that y~a go to ~aw~h . . . Ev.~y ~Ic. . . . . . . . . . . . . S(MAD ~CU) Ahu~st mcy ~mk . . . . . . . . . 4
Q~. cc wi~ a ~nth . . . . . . . 3
A Lw tium a year. . . . . . . . . 2
Never 000 * ** * . . . *. . . . 1

Refusad * . . . . . . . . . . . . . 9 1
[~5. ~ Und.r$10,000. 'ego..... .0iz~ludss y~ir 'IQTAL HCUSEUD Dh~U $10.000-$15,000 (14,999). . . . . .1in 1984 hafore taxes? (J~mt stop es $15,000-$20,000 (19,999). . . . . .2when I raed the ~r.ct category) $20,O00-$25O00 (24,999). . . . . .3

$25,000-$30,000 (3,999). . . . . .4
S30,000-$40,000 (~,999). . . . . .5
$40,000-$50,OO0 (49,999). . . . . .6
$50,000 and over. . . . . . . . . .7

Refused . . . . . . . . . . . . . .9

D26. (1RANSF~ ~ NATIOIALIIY ~ ASK:) Is White . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .1your racial cc ethnic heritage white, Black . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .2 RJblack, hispanic or what? Hispanic/Spanish hzerican/
Chicano . . . . . . . . . . . . .3

Oriental. . . . . . . . . . . . . .4

'9

Imurican Indian . . . . . . . . . .5

0

0

C

~IGI0N
110

.5
.6
.7
.8



D27. Lastly, 'dint is yair zip oods pisase? - -

(V16

D26. Sex: (BY mVmIcN) Mele. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .1 SEX

SPECIAL VARIABLE: SThIUS ~UPSAIIS'1~)RICAL ~ ~UPS
127 / 128

SPECIAL VARIABLE: PARFY IN~(/CANDIDATE INDEX/~A~~1 ~uP
(V17) 129-130 /(V18) 131-132/ 133

SPECIAL VARIABLE: INTENT ~ 134

SPECIAL VARIABLE: INTEREST * 135

ZIP



Republican
National
Committee
William I. Greener, Ill
Deputy Chief of Staff
for Political Operations January 9, 1986

Mr. Robert Teeter
Market Opinion Research
550 Washington Blvd.
10th Floor
Detroit, MI 48226

Dear Bob:

I am in receipt of a bill from Market Opinion Research for
$70,000 for the recent national survey of voter attitudes
conducted for the RNC by MOR.

As you know, there has been some past confusion surrounding
this poll and the questions within it. Further, both of us
agree that the RNC in no instance authorized questions
pertaining to the 1988 presidential contest and we do not
intend to pay for those questions.

C,
Will you please advise me as to what the cost of the poll
is f or those questions on voter attitudes toward the parties
and issue and major political figures is, excluding the 1988
questions, and we will pay you accordingly.

Thanks for the extensive briefing. You can believe it will
be a useful part of our Achievement '86 planning.

I look forward to seeing you next time you're in town.

Very truly yours,

William I. Greener, III

CC: Robin H. Carle
E. Mark Braden
Jay Banning

Dwight D. Eisenhower Republican Center: 310 First Street Southeast, Washington, D.C. 20003. (202) 863-8600. Telex: 70 11 44
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MARICL'1' OPIt~ON RESEA~I
550 WashIngton Boulevard
t~troit, Michigan 48226
(313) 963-2414

Questionnaire #

ICALL RECOAD SHEErI

TIWI'ERVIEwER: initial
above when ccu~plete)

U.S. National #2
Quudbus Study

FOR OFFICE LEE Ct~LY
Job #P85040
Respondent * 1-4
Ares

J~te: 9-17-85
Quota1~~

Ccmp. Male (a4)
Ccmp. Female (CF)

(NA)
Answer (NA)

~sy (B)

[~signated Person Not in Now!
No Tine Now/Call Back

(DPNIA~rN/cB)
Refusal (REF)

I Refusal (REF)
Respondent Term. (R-Term.)
NOR [~rm. (N-Term)
Business Numb. (BUS)

INon-Working #(DISC/NIS/CHNG)
Non-Working *

Geographic F.O. (G-F.O.)
Geographic F.O. (G-F.O.)
Non-Register Voter F.O. (V-F.O)
No Male in tKxisehold (~I4)
No Female in ~usehold (NF)

OPEN

OPEN

Other Disp. (write in)
(No Eng., Deaf, etc.)

ii. I. J4 L ii I i4 I 15 L lb 1 17 [ 18 19 Q505 21[ii [12 (13 [14 (15 [16 (17 [18 [19Q50622
[11 [12 [13 [14 [J5 [16 [17 [18 [19Qso72~
[11 [12 [13 [14 [15 [16 [17 [18 [19~so82~

[11 [12 [13 [14 [15 [16 [17 [18 [19Q51026

[11 [12 [13 [14 [15 [16 [17 [18 [19Q51127
[11 [12 [13 [14 [15 [16 [17 [18 []9Qs122~
[11 [12 [13 [14 [15 [16 [17 [ 18 [19Q5132c
[II [12 [13 [14 [15 [16 [f? [18 [19Q5143c
[11 [12 [13 [14 [15 [16 [17 118 [19Q51531
[11 [12 [13 [14 [15 (16 [17 [18 [19Q5163~
[11 [12 [13 [14 [15 [16 [17 [18 []9Qs173~

[Ii [12 [13 [14 [15 [16 [17 [18 []9Q5L33-

[11 [ 12 [ 13 [14 [ 15 1 16 [ 17 [ 18 [19 Q519 3

[11 [ 12 [13 [14 [ 15 [16 [17 [18 [ 19 Q520 3[11 [12 [13 [14 [15 [16 [17 [18 [19Qs21r

1 DESIGNATED NUMBER

Original Call
NO * CALLS TO (~JMPL1.

VI 38-39

Phone Roc~n:

LENGrH OF INTERVIEW:________

V2 41-42

Time Started: Tine Ended:

Detroit..............1
Farrnington...........4 (40)
Livonia............

~TE: t4CNTH:V3 (43-44)

I~Y: V4 (45-46)

[11
[11

Morris-i
Paper -2

[ 12
[12
[12

Q500 16
Q501. 17

19 Q602
19 Q503
19 Q504



1~rsonal Adult

Hello, I 'm fran Marict Opinion Research Cc~tpany, an international research
cav~any with headquarters in Detroit. We're doing a jizbllc opinion Study
in your area and I'd like w~y mach to have your opinions.

A. Is there an 18-24 year old male/female - Yes. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .2
currently living at this address and a No . . . . . (GO 10 0.C) . . . . .1
citizen of the United states? I Refused/Na. . . .......................... .9

V

B. May I speak with hinvher? Yes, 18-24 year old becones
respondent (GO '10 0.1) . . . . . .3

Yes, I am. . (GO 10 Q.l) .................. 2

C. Are you a resident of this address and Yes. . . . . (GO 10 0.1)..........2
a citizen of the United States? No............................1

D. Isthereanymale/fsnalewhoisaresi- Yes.................2
dent of this address and a citizen of
the United States? May I speak with him/her?

(After you have ascertained that
he/she is a citizen of the
United States at that address,
(GO 10 Q.l)

No (TERMINATE)

0

N

N

QA

QB

cc

QD
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U.S. National #2 - Qunibus Study

1. tkyoufeelthingsinthisoountryare
generally going in the right direction
or ~ you feel things have pretty
seriously gotten off on the wrong
track?

Right direction . . .

Wrong tEack . . . . .

Refused/NA. . . . . .

2. Generally speaking, ~ you think our ~rking fairly ~ll . . . . a * * . 2
political system aid goverruwnt are - Need significant changes. . . . . . 1
~,rkingfairlywellatthe~resent D~n'tkZbOV. *....... .00.8

tiIre or ~ you think they need sig- Refused/NA. *........ .0.9

nificant changes?
V

3. What kinds of changes ~ you think need to be made? (~BE EOR AT LEAST 1W)
RESKt~SES)

Q3M1
Q3M2
Q3M3
1Q3M4
Q3X5

4. c~ you approve or disapprove of the Strongly approve. . ...................... 4
way Ronald Reagan is handling his job Scznewhat approve..................3
as President? (WAIT EDR RESF(JNSE ?L'~1D Scznewhat disapprove ......................... 2
ASK:) Would that be strongly Strongly disapprove...............1.
(approve/disapprove) or Just scxr~what Lbn't know.......................8
(approve/disapprove)? Refused/NA.......................9

5. I~ you approve or disapprove of the Strongly approve.................4
way George Bush is handling his job Sanewhat approve..................3
as Vice-President? (WAIT EOR RESKNSE Sanewhat disapprove...............2
AND ASK:) Would that be strongly Strongly disapprove...............1
(approve/disapprove) or just saiewhat tbn't know.......................8
(approve/disapprove)? Refused/NA.......................9

O 0

* 0

. 0

* 0



Now i'd like to read you scme statements about various issues in the a~untry. Par each one, please tell m if
you strongly agree, scxnewhat agree, scmiewhat disagree, or strongly disagree.

Neither &~ree
strongly Sanewhat Nor Disagree S~what Strongly Dxi't Rsf./

(RANLXJMIZE) A~jree A~jree (~JUHIEERED) ~ ~ Kr~i NA

6. 'LI~e United States should never seni troops
to fight in a civil war in another country,
even if a canminist takeover is likely.

7. ~ should help only countries which are for
us and mt help those which are against us.

8. It is all right for public schools to
start each day with a prayer.

9. If cities and towns around the country need
financial help to improve their schools, the
government in Washington ought to give them
the money they need.

10. Claime about welfare abuses are greatly ex-
aggerated; most people receiving welfare
assistance truly need it.

11 * Labor unions have becai~e too big and powerful
for the good of the country.

12. black people in the country should be given
special consideration for new jobs because of
past discrimination against them.

1 8 9 *1

1 8 9 4

1 8 9

1 8 9

1 8 9

1 8 9

4 3 2 1 8 9
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Thinking about foreign trade for a natent. *

13. All inalldo~vuthinkthattradewith
other countries, both b0aying ard selling
goods, helps the United States' eoonauy
or harts the United States' econamy?

Helps * 0 0 0 0 0

Neither (~LLMTEr1RED)
Hurts 0 0 * ~ * 0 0

~n 't kr~c~w. * * 0 0 0

Refused/NA. . * . .

14. over the rwxt several years, do you More. . . . . . . . * ' * * * * * * 3
think our country ~.ild be better off About the sate. . . . . . . . . . . 2
withworetradelesstradeOrabOut lass. .e**..*. *o. 0.6.1

the sate trade, M r~, with foreign I~n't kr~w. . . * * * * * * * * * * 8
countries? Refused/NA. * * * * * * * 0 * * * * 9

15. Ebyouknowofa~tyspecific~I5inSsse5 Yes... *....... .0.0.2

inyourareathathavebeenhi.zrtby No. osee 00000000

foreign ocur~etition? 1~n't kn~i. 0 * * * * * . . * . . * 8
Refused/NA. * ....................... * 0 0 0 9

16. Which of the following three choices do you think slxuld be oar axantry 's foreign

trade policy?

(RANDCI4IZE)

a. Have m restrictions on foreign iii~ports so Arericans
can have the widest d~Kice possible on

what to b~y at the lowest possible price...............0 1.

b. Restrict foreign Imports frau any country which
restricts our products and trade freely with all
other cxuntries 0000 0000 * *......................................2

C. Restrict any foreign imports which threaten ~Lnericafl
jobs even if they are fran a auntry which doesn' t
restrict our products .................. o 3

Ek~ri 't knc~v ..... ************o......o 8
Refused/NA *..o.ooo* 0000000 000000000 9

03

.2
01
.8
09

Q13

Q14
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(READ SLO9(.Y)
As you may kz~w, ~ have a foreign trade deficit. This nuens that '~ are buyir~nore frczri foreign countries than ~ are selling to thmu. ftw each of the
following, please tell urn how mz~h y~a think it has contributed to the tradedeficit - a great deal, a fair ~mt, wry little or r~t at all. First,how mach ~ you thiz* (READ ITEN) has ~ntributed to the trade deficit?

~k~(ANDOMiZE)

17. Ftor planning and nunagatent by
U.S. ccai~,anies

18. Wage demands by huwrican labor
unions.

19. Better qaality of foreign prOdLuts

20. Unfair trade policies of foreign

oountries

21. Ctrnap labor in foreign countries

22. ?rrn selling of goods at less than
cost by foreign ~rpanies

A Great A Pair Very Not Ibn't Ref./
I~al Mount Little At All Know NA- -

2 1 8 9
QI 7

2 1 8 9 Q18

2 1 8 9 Q19

2 1 8 9
Q20

2 1 8 9 Q21

2 1 8 9 Q22



* - 7A -

HALF SAMPLE A

23A. ~iich o~ the following statawnts ~s closest to your cpinion:

(~TATE)

a. The Japanese are canpeting un-
fairly with Airican irdustries. .1

OR

b. hierican irdustries are blaming
the Japanese for their a.vn mis-
manageuient ard excessive labor

Refused/NA . . . . . . . . . . . . .9

Q 2 3A



* - 7B -

HALF SM4~LE B

23B. Itdch o~ the following statmnts o~s closest to your ~inion:

(I~TE)

a. Ttm E~r~aaw are criupeting un-
fairly with Ai~rican irdustries. .1

OR

b. Msrican irdustrim are blaming
the EirCp@81W for their CY~Ifl mis- Q23B
managenent ard excessive labor

Refused/NA . . . . . . . . . . . . .9
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24. Oiler the rext several yars, du y~u
think air country ~uld be better off
allowing !~ ac tout the saiw
aiwnt of foreign inpocts, es r~,
into the country?

Ak~ut the ewe . . . . . . . . . . .2

Refused/NA . . . . . . . . . . . . .9

25. Ifwe allowfewer foreign iu~o~ts Avoidingatradevar. ...... 2
into air country, other coUntries Allowing fewer imports into (XAifltry. 1
may allow fewer of air products into ~n't know . . . . . . . . * * * . .8
their country. This is scawtiuus Refused/NA . . . . . . . . . * * . .9
called a trade war." Which ~
think is riore in~~ortant (RYEATE:
avoiding a trade war ~ allowing
fewer foreign inports into air
country?)

Q24

Q25

fh1~

Li'~

C)

N

N

C)



R ~fl4~7 ~o54Q

Here are son~ statelm3nts ~out other issues in the country. For each one please tell us if yvu strongly
agree, sai~what agree, saiewhat disagree, or strongly disagree.

SI
(RANDOMIZE)

26. (~ir econany and security would suffer
if ~ did not use military troops to
protect o.ir interests in other parts
of the world.

27. Xar country has a mral obligation to
help people in other parts of the
world, even ttose in neutral or un-
friendly countries.

28. A ~mian sbould have the legal right
to have an abort ion if she wants one.

29. The gvernment in Washington sbould
see to it that every person has a job
and a ~od standard of living.

30. Tighter controls are needed in the
federal food stan~~ program, many people
now receiving food stan~s cbn't deserve
them.

31. Labor unions are very necessary to pro-
tect the working man.

Neither ~ree
:rongly Sa~what. Nor Disagree. S~what Strc

5 4

I
g~KrK~. ta

1 8 9 Q26

1 8 9 Q27

I
1 8 9 Q28 ~

I

1 8 9 Q29

1 8 9Q30

3 2 1 8 9 Q31
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International terrorism is another Issue which has teen in the rinws
recently. .

32 * SC~W people say that there really is rvt
uuch the U.S. govermunt can do to re-
duas terrorism. Others say the U.S.
goveruui~nt can significantly reduce
terrorism. Itich opinion is closest to
your own?

Not nuch ~.v't can do . . . .

Go~~'t can significantly reduce.
lbn 't know. . . . . . . . . .

Refused/NA. . . . . . . . . .

33. lb you favor or oppose the United States Favor . . .(GC) '10 Q.35) . . . . . . 2
taking military action against terror- - O~se. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1
ists? I-I~n't know. ..... . . . * * * * 8

j- Rofused/NA. . . . . . . . . . . . . 9
V

34. ~x1dyoufavororcppOSefflulitary Favor.. *(GO'IOQ.35) 0.00002 I
action against terrorists who had Oppose. . .(GQ '10 0.38) . . . . . . I.
killed American citizens? lbn't know. (GO 10 Q.38) . . . . . . 8

Refused/NA.(GO '10 0.38) . . . . . . 9

(ASK Q.35-37 CNLY IF FAWI~S Q.33 (R 0.34)
35. ~.ald you favor or oppose military

action against terrorist canps if
innocent people in the ~v~s are likely
to be killed or ~inded in the attack?

Favor . . .
Oppose. . .

Ck~nt know.
Refused/NA.

36. ~bild you favor military Favor against suspected terrorists 2
action against terrorists who are sus- Favor only as retaliation.........I
pected of planning an attack or only Favor neither....................3
as retaliation against terrorists who D.n't know......................8
have actually carried out an attack? Refused/NA..................................9

37. Wouldycufavororopposernilitary Favor............................2
action against ciwernnents which I~lp Oppose...........................I
train and finance terrorists, even if lbn't know.......................8

that rr~ans risking a larger war? Refused/NA.......................9

(ASK ALL)
38. When terrorists are holding Americans Should negotiate..................2

hostage, do you think our government Refuse to negotiate...............1
should negotiate with the terrorists Ibn't know. ...................................... 8
for theirreleaseorrefuseto Refused/NA.......................9
negotiate with the terrorists?

39. Lb you believe terrorist acts are Individuals/~iiall groups...........1.
largely the acts of individuals ar~1 Foreign government................2
small groups, or do you think that rtost Ebn't know.......................8
of them are being backed by sane Refused/NA.......................9
toreign government?

.1.

.2

.8

.9

Q33

0 0 0 0 ~

0 ~ ~ 0 0

* 0 0 0 0

. 0 0 ~

Q36

Q 37

Q38

Q39
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N~i i'd like you to rate ~uar feelings toward acne people in politics using a
zero to one hindred scale - with 100 meaning a very warm, favorable feeling,
zero meaning a very cold, unfavorable feeling, and 50 meaning r~t particularly
warm cr cold.

If you ~nt have an Izipreesion about or have never heard o~ the person, just
tell me and we'll ~ onto the reict we.

1?e first person is (READ R~D aYThTE). flow d~ you feel about (hinVher) using a
zero to one b.andred scale?

(FOR INTERVIDER'S USE)

171 /
0 10 20 30 40 J5oj 60 70 80 90 100
I ~1~ I

unfa~~le Feeling Warm or Cold Favorable FeelincjV VCold, Not Particularly Very Warm,

(RANDOMIZE) (WRItE IN ~IJMBER OR QRCLE 998 OR 999:
DO NOT L~3E FRAC~IO~)

40. Ronald Reagan _____________ !~n't know. .998
(REXXRD NUMBER) Refused/NA. .999

41. George Bush ______________ [~n't know. .998
(RECORD NUMBER) Refused/NA. .999

42. Robert IYAe ______________ tk2X~'t know. .998
(RECORD NUMBER) Refused/NA. .999

43. Howard Baker _____________ [)~n't know. .998
(RECORD NUMBER) Refused/NA. .999

44. Jack Kemp ______________ Dxi't know. .998
(RECORD NUMBER) Refused/NA. .999

45. Pat Robertson ______________ fx~n't know. .998
(RECORD NUMBER) Refused/NA. .999

46. Jeane Kirkpatrick ______________ iX2n't know. .998
(RECORD NUMBER) Refused/NA. .999

47. Walter Mondale ______________ Ibn't know. .998
(RECORD NUMBER) Refused/NA. .999

48. ~I~d Kennedy ______________ I)n't know. .998
(RECORD NUMBER) Refused/NA. .999

49. Tip O'Neill ______________ £t~n't know. .998
(RECORD NUMBER) Refused/NA. .999

(CONTINUED ON NEXT Pi~E)

Q4 0

Q4 1

Q4 2

Q4 3

044

043

046

Q4 7

Q48
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(CONTINUED)

(FVR INTERVID~'S ~ES)

/

it) 4 1501 60 70 80 90 1001~
Cold, Not Particularly Very Warm,

Unfavor ________

I able Feeling Warm or (bid Favorable Feeling

(RANDCt4IZE) (WRITE IN WJMBER CR CIRCLE 998 (P 999:
U) NC)T L~E FRACrICt4S)

50. Jesse Jackson _____________ Dxi't know. .998
(RECORD NU~BER) Ref used/NA. .999

51. Mario CLKm~ (QUO-MO) ______________ L~n't know. .998
(RECORD ~iJtEER) Ref used/NA. .999

52. Gary Hart _____________ D~nt know. .998
(RECORD NLR.9ER) Refused/NA. .999

53. Geraldine Ferraro (FLII-RAH-W*J) ______________ Ek~nt know. .998
(RECORD ~UMBER) Refused/NA. .999

54. John Glenn _____________ [tnt know. .998
(RECORD ~UMBER) Refused/NA. .999

55. Jane Fonda _____________ ari't know. .998
(RECORD NUMBER) Refused/NA. .999

56. Jerry Faiwell ______________ E~xi't know. .998
(RECORD NUMBER) Refused/NA. .999

57. Gerald Ford ______________ [bnt know. .998
(RECORD NUMBER) Refused/NA. .999

58. Jinmy Carter ______________ [bn't know. .998
(RECORD NUMBER) Refused/NA. .999

59. George Wallace ______________ IX~n't know. .998
(REXORD NUMBER) Refused/NA. .999

60. Lee tacocca (EYE-A-COKE-A) _____________ [kn't know. .998
(RECORD NUMBER) Refused/NA. .999

Q50

Q51

Q52

053

954

035

056

957

058

059

960
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I also have s~ groups ~ people to get y~.ar feelings about. Tha first yroup
(is/are) * How do yvu feel about than using a zero to one tundred scale?

(FOR INL~JIDUR'S USE)

1~7~~1 /
0 10 20 30 40 1501 60 70 80 90 100I IV V V

Very Cold, Not Particularly Very Warm,
Unfavorable E~eeling Warm or Cold Favorable Feeling

(RANIXX4IZE) (WRITE IN MJI'BER OR CIRCLE 998 OR 999:
I~) NOT LEE FRAc'rIONs)

61. The Republican Party _____________ Lt~n't know. .998
(RECORD t~IJt~ER) Refused/NA. .999

62. '1'ha Deuix~cratic Party ______________ I)xa't know. .998
(RECORD ~U~ER) Refused/NA. .999

63. Liberals ______________ 1~nt know. .998
(RECORD tUI.BER) Refused/NA. .999

64. Conservatives ______________ Lkxit know. .998
(RECORD tvr.BER) Refused/NA. .999

Q61

Q62

Q63

Q64
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Ronald Reagan is serving his second tetiu as President id cann'± ~un for a
third term.

65. of tue following characteristics, please tell se which ~ ~'OJ think
is nost important for the next president to have?

(Q.65) (Q*.66)
First Second66. Which one ~uld you choose second? flj~j~ ~

(RA~W4IzE)
a. Coiwervative 1. 1
b. Respected by foreign leaders 2 2
c. Is in ~~vernnent now 3 3
d. Has ~rked with Ronald Reagan 4 4
e. Has held a variety of governnent positions

6
No second nent ion 7
Don't know 8 8
Refused/NA 9 9

V
67. I will briefly describe four presidential candidates a~ I'd like ~' to

tell we which one nost ~~peals to you.

One (read below)
Ite second (read below)
The third (read below)

V.. And the fourth (read below)

C (RANDOMIZE)

V a. Has thebestpersonalqualifications forthe job. ......... ..... .1
b. Would step-tv the pace of reducing governwent spending and strengthening ourposition in tie v~,rld . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . * *......2

c. Isafighter for nekingrm3jor changes ing.)vernnent . so.......3

d. Considers reducing the federal t~udget deficits, the country's runter one
priority.............. ....... *........4

None(VOL.UNTEERED)..(c~)TOQ.69).........................................5 Q67
L~n 't know...........(Go TO Q.69) . . . . . . ............... 8
Refused/NA. . . . . . (Go TO Q.69). . . . . . ............... 9

(IF MADE A FIRST (}iOICE, ASK:)

68. Which one ~xild you choose second?

(REPEAT IF 'JECESSARY/RANDOMIZE)

a. Has the best personal qualifications for the job. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .1
b. ~uld step-up the pace of reducing c~,vernment spending and strengthening our

C. Isafighterforniakingnejorchangesin~vernment....................3
d. Considers reducing the federal tudget deficits, the country's runter ~ Q68

No second choice.................. . . . . . . ....... 5
£k~n 't. know......................... . ................ 8
Refused/NA................................. . . . . . ........... 9
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Here are soss peopi. who might t~ elected President in 1988, arKi I'd like you
to rate I~ri ~od a Pros ident you think each one ~.aId uske. ~* '11 use a zero-to-ten
scale where zro maiw the person ~.zld riske the ~crst possible President arid ten
usayw the person ~ald itake the hest possible Lresident.

If you don't krK~v the person just tell us.

It first person is NAME.
on a zero-to-ten s~a!T

H~ gx~d a President do you think he ~.ald uske

(F~E& INTERVIDJER'S USE)

iwi / / I
0 1 2 4 151 6 7 a 9 10

I.bst Best!
R~ssible V R~ssible I
President Midvoint President

(RANDct4IZE)

69. George Bush
(REQRD ~JMBER)

1)~n't know.
Refused/NA.

O 0 ~ * . 98
O ~ ~ ~ ~ 99

Ib~ 't know. * * * . . . 98
70. Jack KeIV ______________ Refused/NA. . . . . . . 99

(REflRD NLR'BER)

[~n't know.............98
710 Ted Kennedy ______________ Refused/NA.............99

(RECORD NUMBER)

[X~ri 't know.............98
72. Gary Hart _______________ Refused/NA.............99

(RECORD NUMBER)

.0

If~

Q69

Q70

C) 71

Q72
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73. Inthepresidential~rimaryelections in-Republican. *00000 .... 0.2
1988 to select each party's ~ndidate I r~nx~cratic. (GO IL) Q.77). . . . . . I.
forPr.sidentinsumingycurstatehed Neithrcne(GO~Q.78). 0.0.03

one, ~ald y~.a be sore likely to ~te in I Don't kim. (GO IL) Q.78). . . . . . 8
the (~TE: Republican or ~iK~cratic) Refused/NA. (GO '10 Q.78). . . . . . 9
primary or neither one?

V

74. If the primary election to select the a. George Bush . . . . (GO '10 Q.75). * I
~ blican candidate for President b. Bob Dole. . . . . . (GO '10 0.75). . 2
ware IuIdtodayu~thecandi- c. HowardBdwr. ... (GO IDQ.75). .3
dates ware (RANIflMIZS NAMES), mild d. Jack Kaup . . . . . (GO '10 0.75). * 4
you be ~ting for (MPEA~T LAST NAMES e. Jeane Kirkpatrick . (GO K) Q.75). * 5
IN SAME (P~R)? -Don't know. ............ N

-Refused/NA. . . . . . . . . . . .
V

~tichway~youleanesoftociay~ -a. GeorgeBush. 000000000001

a. toward (REFEATFLLLNAMESINSAME I-b. BobDole. 0.000.0.00.0.2

CPDER)? - C. Howard Bd~er. 00000 ** ** 003
-d. Jack Ket~ . . * * * 0 0 0 0 0 * 0 04

-e. Jeane Kirkpatrick .00.00.0.5

Don't know. 0 * * (GO '10 Q.78). Sj
I Refused/NA. * . . . (GO '10 Q.78). *
V

~ Wk ~uld be y~x1r se~nd choice? George Bush . . . ....................... * * 1.
(REPEAT NAMES IF NECESSARY) Bob Dole. .............2

Howard B~cer. . * * . * * * * . 3
Jack Kemp * * * * 0 * * * * * 4
Jeane Kirkpatrick.................5
I)~n 't know. 0 0 0 0 * * *..................8

(GO TO Q.78) Refused/NA......................9 1
(Q.76 Not ~ked)

Q73

Q74

C) 75
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77. If the prinary election to select the
tcratic candidate for President
~ held today w~d the candi-
dates ware (1W4C2OMIZE NAMES), mild
you be voting for (REPEAT LAST ~W'1ES
IN SAME (PDCR)?

a * Ted Kennedy
b. Gary Hart .

c. Ma~lo Ox~m~
d. Kae lacocca

- I~~n't krKw.
- Ref used/NA.

~1
V

.1

.2

.3
.4

a. ~tdchway~you]aan~of today- a.ThdKennedy. *6 *.*..... .1
t~vard (REPEATEULLNAM~IN~4E b. GaryHart. so.. *....... 2

c. MarioCu~uo *...... .0.0.3

d. Lee lacocca . . . . . . . . . . . . 4

Refused/NA. . . . . . . . . . . . . 9

Here are s~iw general election races for President that a~uld be on the
balbfl in 1988. For each one, please tell ne who you ~ald i~te for it
the election ware being held today and the people I mention ware the
candidates.

a. ~tich way cb you Jean as of today - toward (REPEAT FULL NAMES IN
SAME C1~DER)?

(RANDOMIZE RACES/I~YFA'IE NAMES)

78. George Bush, Thd Kennedy, £X~nt know. . . . ........................ . 8

Republican ~crat Refused/NA...*. ......... 9

2 1

79. George Bush, Gary Hart, IXn't know.......................8

Republican t~nxcrat Refused/NA.......................9

2 1

80. George Bush, Lee lacocca, Et~n't know.......................8

Republican E~n~crat Refused/NA.......................9

2 1

Q77

Q78

C) 79

Q80
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9

Thinking about George Bush ~or a u~inmnt.

A81 . Ftuu all that you have beard, resi w~ Imow about him, wh5t 816 SOUW O~ the
things you like best about George ~h? (~SB K)R AT LBAST fl~ RESP(JISES)

AQSl iMi
ftQ81 142
AQ8l 143
AQ81 144
ftQ8l ~i5

~' A82 k~ain, frctu all that you have hard, rei arxS know about him, what are sa~ of
the things you .bnt like about George Bush? (FIVBE ~R AT LEAST ~1~) RESR)NSES)

N~82 Ml
AQ82 iM2
ftQ82 J143
AQ82 .~i4
AQ82~M5

a. (IF [~ 'T KNOW CR N(YffiING, ASK:) Is there anything at all about George Bush
that ~ncems ~ bothers you? (What?)
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81 * It George Bush bscaiiw President in 1988, ~&~at are tlu thizWS you think ha
~a1d handle particularly well? (~BE LVR SPECIFIC EeSR)1U5)

8Q83bHlI Q8lbM2
Q8lbM3I Q8lbkf4
Q8lbI15

82. 3tat a~e tlu things yo~i think ~ might handle poorly? (M)BE FOR SPECIFIC

o RES~4SES)
~, 6Q82 Ml

4Q82 M2
~p ~Q82 M3

*Q82 M4
O 6Q82 M5

0
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I'm going to resd a list ~ issues to ~vu ~1, ~or e~h aw, please tell us

if y~i think George Bush irO.ild handle that Issue pretty aaoh ~nald Rea~an
has, rr~ild handle it b.tter, or ~roald not handle it M ~l1.

H~1e Handle It As Not Handle I~r~ 't Ref .1

(RANDOMIZE) It ~ttr ~L~~!1 It As I~l1 Kr~ NA

S~- (liv m1A*~ItY~A with the Soviet 3 2 1. 8 9

1. 8 9
Union

84. The federal badget deficit

85. Thxes

86. Abortion

87. ~licies o~ncerning minorities

88. I*maen's rights

89. National econ~uic ~Dlicy

Q8 3

Q84

Q85

Q86

Q8 7

Q88

Q89
LP

Q
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Here are m d~aracter traits and I 'in going to Mk you ~w nu~ch three ~1l-
kn~m people possess each cm. ~* will ~.se a zero to ten wale where
ten nwazw tt~ person possesses tiw trait auch M E~ person possibly can,
and zero zears the person ~esn't possess it at all.

Let's start with (IRAIT). Flow would you rate (NH4E) on this trait?

(FVR INIURVIBIER'S USE)

I I I r71 /
0 1 2 3 4 1Sf 6 7 8 9 10

V
V k~ssesses As

tresn't V N~ch a~ Arty F~rson
It At All Midvoint R~ssiblv Can I

'5 (RANEX24IZE IRAIs/YIP~ rE NAMES (14U IE IN ~UMBER C1~ CIRCLE 98 (-R 99:
WIIIIIN FAQI WAIT) ifl NOr ~E FRACTIONS)

L#p'

ThIJS1IW~ThINESS

90. Ronald Reagan _____________ [bn't know. * 98
(R~)RD ~IJMBER) Refused/NA. * 99

N
91. George Bush ____________ E~ri't know. 98

(RECORD ~*IJMBER) Refused/NA. * Q91

92. Ted Kennedy _____________ Lbri't know. 98

(RECORD ~IJMBER) Refused/NA. *

(X3NCERN

93. Ronald Reagan _____________ Lx~n't know. * 98
(RECORD ~JMBER) Refused/NA. 99 093

94. George Bush _____________ Don't know. 98
(RECORD NUMBER) Refused/NA. * 99 Q9~~

95. Ted Kennedy ______________ Ltn't know. . 98
(RECORD NUMBER) Refused/NA. . 99

(CON'flNUED ON NEXT P~E)
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(WNTINUED)

(F'R INTERV1&t~ER'S USE)

171 / I I

0 1 2 3 4 1516 7 8 9 10

V ~ssesses As
D~esn't V ~ch ~ Any i~rson
as It At All Midvoint Possibly Can

(RAND~4IZE ~AI'IS/1UrATE t~W.1~ (WRIlE IN IV~9ER (1~ C[RCLE 98 OR, 99:
WIThIN FAQ~ tRAIT) W NOT [SE E'RACI'IONS)

LEALERSHIP

96. Ronald Reagan _____________ Don't know. 98tP (RECORD t*UW9ER) Refused/NA. *

97. George Bush _____________ Don't know. 98
0 (RECORD ~*U.~ER) Refused/NA. . 99 Q97

NI 98. Ted Kennedy ____________ 1~n't know. . 98
(RECORD NUMBER) Refused/NA. . 99 Q98

(X~1PE L~JCE

99. Ronald Reagan _____________ Din't know. 98
(RECORD NUMBER) Refused/NA. . 99 099

100. George Bush _____________ EOn't know. 98
(RECORD NUMBER) Refused/NA. . 99 'MOO

101. Ted Kennedy ______ fbn't know. * 98
(RECORD NUMBER) Refused/NA. . 99 Q1O1
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102. ~ uvet j~xAitical issues, '~ild ~.a
describe ~vurself as a liberal, a
conservative, or a ux~derate? (~AIT g)R
RESKNSE AND A$K:) lb you tend ~ be
extrenely (liberal/conservative), fairly
(liberal/conservative), or just slightly
(liberal/conservative)?

Extreuwly liberal .
Fairly liberal. . .

Slightly liberal. . .

Moderate. . . . .

Slightly conservative
Fairly conservative .

Extrenely conservative.

Ref used/NA. . . .

(~~ATE 0.103 AND 0.104)

103. How ~.zld ycRi.describe Ronald Reacan -

as a liberal, a conservative or a
uvderate? (ASK:) W,.ald yr.~i say be's
extrenely (liberal/conservative),
fairly (liberal/conservative) or just
slightly (liberal/conservative)?

Extrenely liberal . .

Fairly liberal. . . .

Slightly liberal.

Slightly conservative
Fairly conservative
Extreusly conservative.
l~n t know. . . .

Refused/NA. . . . .

104. How ~uld you c~scribe George Bush - ExtrelTely liberal . . .................... 1
as a liberal, a conservative or a Fairly liberal. . . . . * * * * * .2
moderate? Would you say te's Slightly liberal. . . . . * * * .3
extrertely (liberal/conservative), Moderate. . . . . . . a * a * * * .4
fairly (liberal/conservative) or just Slightly conservative............5
slightly (liberal/conservative)? Fairly conservative ....................... 6
(liberal/conservative)? Extrerrely conservative...........7

I~n 't know. . . . . . . . . .8
Refused/NA. . . . . . ..................... 9

*1
.2
.3
.4
.5
.6
.7

.9

Q102

Q103

Q104
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Now, a few qisstions for statistical purposes. .

Dl. Gerwrally quaking, do you think Republican.
of yourself a Republican, a E~u~crat. .

DuIK~crat, an Indsvendnt or what? J Independent
j- No jreferenc.

-j--' Other . . .li- L~~n't know.
j~...- Refused . .

vv

0
* . . . . . . .

. . . . . . . .

* 0 0 ~ 0 0 ~

* 0 0 ~ ~ 0 ~ 0

. 0 0 0 0 0 * *

* 0 0 0 0 0 * *

* 0 0 0 0 0 ~

. . .1
. . . 2 F~RTYIL)
. . . 3
. . . 4
0 * * 5
* . . 8
* . . 9

a. Would you call yourself a___ b. lb you think of yourself as

(Rep./t~mu.)? the C~nK~cratic Party? ~

~Stra~g. . . . . . . . . . . . .1 --- Republican. . . . . . . . . . . . . 1
Not very strong . . . . . . . .2 - L~mK~cratic. . . . . . . . . . . . . 2
lbn't know. * . . . . . . . . .8 Neither . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3
Refused. . . . . . . . . . . .9 lbn't know. . . . . . . . . . . . . 8

Refused . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 9
iv iv

Why do you think of yourself
as a (Repub1i~an/E~m~crat)?
(PI~)BE EUR AT LEAST NO ~SKE~JSES)

4d. Why do ya.z think of yourself
as closer to the (Republican!
D~w~cratic) party?
(~3BE EOR AT LEAST fl.~.) RESR~SES)

51

e. iave you always L~uyhL at yourself ~t. Have you always thought at yOurst~1t
as a (Republican/r~j~crat) or is as closer to the (Republican/I~no-
this a recent thing for you? cratic) party or is this a recent

thing for you?

Always. * * *.............................In-between 2 Always. *..........................................(VCLLrJTEERED). . . . In-between (VOLUNTEERED) . . . . . .2
Recent.............. . . . .3 Recent. . . ................................... 3
I)~n 't know......... . . . . .8 [))fl't knci~i.............. . . . . 8
Refused/NA. . . . . . . . . . .9 Refused/NA. .............................. . . 9

SPECIAL VARIABLE: SPECIAL 0E2 CXRAEIflC TABLE - ~hRTY ID INIX:X/NURt4AI VOTE

53 (V5) 54-56
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~. In the last gmnecal election in which
you iioted, which ~wver Inst describes
-~ you ~ for state aKI local c~-

(V6) fioss each - gw~noc awi senator?
(M~D oioiczs 1 m~n 7/ALTERNXEE
lOP ~ 87rv.VBOrEK ~ NW)

Straight Des~cratic
Mostly L~uvcratiC . .

A few uore Durccrats tkw
Republicans . . .

About equally for ~th
parties . . . . . .

A few more Republicans
than Democrats. . .

Mostly Republican .

Straight Republican .

* . . . . .01
* . . . . .02
I' VO'1EtYPE
* . . . . .03 57-58

. . . . . .04

* .05
..06
* .07

Other

Never voted . . . .

Refused/NA. . .

.0 D3. Are you currently registered to vote
at y~r present. a5dress?

Yes . . . . . . .

No. . . . . . . .

Registered elsewhere.

Refused/NA. . . . . .

* 2 RaIIST~
.1 59
.3
.8
.9

SPEX2IAL VARIABLE - 1 J1~OUT ~IGHTS 65-68

(V7)
SPE~CIAL VARIABLE - COLLAPSED 'IUI~I1C1JT 69-7 2

(V8)
7 4-76=EXThA
77=JOB ID
78-80 JOB NO

.09

.98

.99

0
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DBB. ~4~at is yxlr a~proocizuate age?

(V1O)

18-24 years
25-29 years
30-34 years
35-39 years
40-44 years
45-49 years
50-54 years
55-59 years
60-64 years
65-74 years
75 and over .

Refused . .

D9. What is the last grade of school you Grade school or less (Grade 1-8). . 1
caipleted? Saie high school (Grade 9-11) . . . 2

Graduated high school . . . . . . . 3 EDOFR

Vocational school/rechnical School. 4 87
Sate oollege - 2 years or less. . . 5
Sate oollege - more than 2 years. * 6
Graduated oollege * *......* 7
Post-graduate work. . . . . . . . . 8
Refused . . . ......... . . 9

DIO. Are you currently. . . .(READ 1-5; ONE E~ip1oyed aid working full-tThe. . . 1 ~DRKING
ANSWER ONLY) ~rployed aid working part-tJJTe. . 2 89

tJnenployed.......................3
Retired..........................4
Housewife........................5

Temporarily laid off (VOU.Th~EERED). 6

Other ____________________________ 7
(SPECIFY)

Ebn't know.......................8
Refused/NA.......................9

.15

.20

.25 N3E

.30 85-86

.35

.40

.45

.50

.55

.60

.65

.99



0

Dii. Ithat Is your present n~rital status?

- 29 -

Single. .

Married . . .

Divorced. . .

Separated
WidovA4idowsr
lX~n't know. .

Refused/NA. .

. . . 0 3 6 0 6 * * 1.
* 0 0 0 0 S 0 0 0

* 0 0 6 0 0 0 6 *

* 6 * 0 0 5 0 * 6

* 0 9 0 0 0 0 0 *

* 2 MARITAL.
.3 92
.4
.5

* 6 S 0 0 * 0 0 0 .8
* . 0 0 0 * * 0 0 .9

Dila.(IF t'~RRIED) Is your spouse ourrently
.(~AD 1-51 GE RISI~R GILY)

Ekuployed and vxking full-tine.
E~up1oyed and borking part-tine.
Lhienployed. . . . . . . .

Retired . . . . . . . . .

'I~orarily laid off (~A)LUNTI~EHED). 6

Other______________________________ 7
(SPECIFY)

Refused/NA. . . . . . . . . . . . . 9

Dl3. Frciu the following list, what ~ild you
say is the cccupat ion of the primary
wage earner in y~xir family?

(V13)

DIS. I),es anyor~ in your ~usehold do any
farming?

Salaried erployee (manager, salesman,
accountant) . . . . . .01

Self-employed....................02
~tired . ...................... . . .03
Professional (doctor, lawyer, CPA) .04
'IThdesman (carpenter, foreman,

machinist). . . .......................... 05
Executive (corporate officer) . . .06
~k~emaker . . . . ....................... .07
Services (rurse, police, military).08
Hourly ~rker (laborer, typist) . .09
Student . . ..................................... 10
Education (teacher, counselor). . .1.1
Other .............................................. 12
Ekn 't know......................98
Refused/NA...............................99

Respondent....................
Other nernber of tnusehold .

Both. . . .

.2

.3
. .

I)~n 't know
Refused.................

SR~Z~RK
93

FAR~1
100

. . . 4
. . . . 8

. . 0 9
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D18. Is your ~rk or anyone in your b~usekvild
in the field of health, education, or
social ~lfare serviom?

Other riuwber ~ ~vuseho1d . .

~f used . . . . . . . . . . .

019. I~es a~yor~ in y~ir I~useI~K1d belong to labor w~ion ~ teahers ~sociation?
(CIRCLE A WOE WOER ~Thi MS~]NLmE NID ODIER feU.51R) OD1m4 106

RES 104 Othr

Labor union. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1 1
Teachers'associatiOfl................ 2 2

N o. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . * * * * * * * 3 3
Refused/Sing1eTI~I1t~ertOUSehO1d........... 9 9

.1

.2

.3
.4
.8
.9

103
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021. Is your religious beckgroufld PK0t5 Protestant (e.g. aqtist,
tant, ~uan Catholic, Jewish or f4eth~1ist, etc.). . . . . . . . . 1

SOI1E'IIIING ELSE - Rcmnan Catholic. . . . . . . . . . . 2 RELIGION
CfLHCL~~RY.FO1RISTtAt4, ASK:) Is Jewish. . . . . . . . . . . . * . . 3 110
that aChristian d~jrch? I-Other Ctristian . . . . . . . . . . 4

Other Non-Clristian/
Unspecified ........

Agnostic/Atheist. . . . . . . . . o 6
Norw. * * * 0 0 0 0 * * * * * * 0 0 7
~nht know. 0 * 0 * 0 * 0 0 0 0 0 0 8
Refused 0 0 0 0 0 0 * * * 0 * * * * 9

V

D21X you say that you ~ to diurch *** Every ~ek. 0.05

(READ WOES). A1n~st e'~ery ~ek ... e.00004 I
C~ce or twice a nonth 0 * * * * * * 3
Afewtiii~sayear...........*
Never 0 * 0 * * * * * * * 0 * * * * 1.
1~n ~t know. * * * 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 * * 8
Refused...... 000 0 0 0 * 0 9

t~'~ D25. Which of the following inccme groups Under $10,000 0 * * * * * * * * . .0 INCOME

includes your IUTAL ~UJSE~IOLD INCOME $l0,000-$15,000 (l4~999)o * * . . .1. 119
in 1984 before taxes? (Just stop tie S15,000-$20,000 (19,999). 0 * 0 * .2

4 when I read the cxrrect category) S20,000-$25,000 (24,999)......3
$25,000-$30,000 (28,999). * * . . .4

TO $30000-$40,000 (39,999). 0 * *

~40,00O-$5O,000 (49,999). * . * .6
C' $50,000 and over. * 00000 * . .7

I~n 't know. 0 0 0 0 00000

Refused . . * .......................... 9

~.. 1)26. (TRANSFER E1~)M NATIONALITY CR ASK:) Is White...........................1.
your racial or ethnic 1~eritage white, Black...........................2 RACE
black, hispanic or what? Hispanic/Spanish Pirerican/ 120

Chicano.............3
Oriental........................4
Airericanlndian..................5
Other................................6
Not ascertained ...................... 9
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D27. Lastly, 1*1st is ~ur zip ~ pleas.?
(V16)

D28. Sex: (BY ~SRVATICI4)

ZIP
121-1.

14a1 . . . . . 9 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 .1 SEX
Fisialo . . . 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 * .2 126

SPECIAL VARIABLE: ~A [US GR)UPSAiIS EORICAL TRACER G~)UPS
127 / 128

SPECIAL VARIABLE: PARTY INDeX/CANDIDATE INDEX/TARGET (iUUP
(V17) 129-130 /(V18) 131-132/ 133

SPECIAL VARIABLE: INTE7~~T = 134

SPECIAL VARIABLE: INTEREST = 135
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*
MARKET OPINION RESEARCH

AGREEMENT

Agreement made .M~5 ~t(5l5I.r .h 1 .?~J between Market OpItMOuI Rwwds

Company, a Michigan Corporation. of Detroit. Michigan ("MOl~C") and ~ ILAIS 'SAL I diAl

NIORC and client agree that NIORC shall conduct a public opinion survey ("surVeY") for client ass the

following terms and conditions.

I. Conduct of Public Opinion Survey

(a) The survey shalt consist of r~.rt I s.t ~*~r5 ~4 fta.n t'.ir 1,.i4 (I '~.k~) Cii iDh4)M

1nt~rv1e~tS ~c~nttiiiStere'1 to a wobabilltv sasqole of adults in the United
states - ("population sample").

(b) ~lORC will submit the questionnaire and population sample for the sun cv to client for approval prior

to the commencement of interviews. The specific details of the survey as to timing, questionnaire content, and

population sample to be surveyed (except as otherwise specified in paragraph lis) shall be mutually agreed upon

by the t'~"~ as circumstances may require. In the event the parties fail to agree. client shall have final authority to

determine the subject matter content of the survey and the population type to be sampled while NIOBC shall have

final authontv to determine the specific wording of questions on the questionnaire and the specific individuals

within the given population type to be sampled. MORC shall not be obligated to ask questions of persons inter-

viewed in addition to those included on the approved questionnaire or to provide data or interpretations with respect

to topics or tipes of issues not covered by the questionnaire. ~lORC will proceed with a survey only after it receives

notice of the clients approval i)f the questionnaire and the population sample

ic
1 P.svment as required by paragraph 2 having been made to NIORC. the survey to be conducted by MOFIC

shall be commenced by MOFIC within ten days after written or oral approval by client of the queshonnasre and

the population sample. or . ~r 1'. whichever date is later.

d~ ~s report of the result', of the sunev in the customar~ lorm used us ~1ORC shall lie delivered to client not

Liter than - A) :' :.~. ,r~l1'ln,~rj r.tt"rt _____

N
2 Fees and Payment

Client agrees to pay MOFIC for the survey ~ f'~" "~

il@8.fldp4 

~y October~. 
L.

Pis uient more thin thu ts d.us os erdiie shill heir interest it echteen percent nuiutil

V
3. Ownership of Surveys and Di.sdosure of Information

The interpretive report of the surves shall become the properts of client after delis cry of the report to client

by NIORC and the payment to ~slOFtC of the full fee provided in paragraph 2 The sur'.ev questionnaires and replies

and all related data, materials and information shall remain the prope~rs of MORC \IORC agrees to retain such

items for at least two sears and gise slient reasonable access so them \IOF(C agrees not to divulge or use for any

purpose. including but not limited to advertising and public relations. the information obtained in the surves or

included in the interpreti'.e repiirt without the written consent of client. prosided. hossever. if the data or results of

the survey or contents of the interpretise report are directly or indirectly made public by client or anyone else acting

for client or on its behalf. \IORC mas make public the following information the population from which the sample

~ taken, the method of obtaining the interviews including the size and design of the sample and the basis of the

data if the sample is less than the total sample, the dates and times when the interviews were conducted, the exact

wording of questions asked and the client's name Client agrees that fit or ans one else acting for it or on its behalf

wishes to release in whole or its part to the public by press release, speech or otherwise the data or results of the

survey or contents of the interpretive report that client or such other person will first notify \IORC in writing and

that there will also be stated in the release. speech. or otherwise that the surse~ or interpretive report. as the case mas

he, was done by MOBC. Client agrees. at all times both during the term of this Agreement and thereafter, to keep in

confidence all knowledge or information as to the processes. methods and techniques of NIORC and not to disclose

or make known such knowledge or information to an~ other person. firm, corporation or organization including but

not limited to competitors of NIOFIC except when specifically authonzed to do so in writing by MOFIC. Client

further understands and agrees that the names for addresses of interviewers used b~ MOFIC and the names and ir

addresses of persons sampled are confidential and will not be made available to client

4. Carscellation of Surtey

Client may cancel this surses or a subsequent survey, if any, on wntten notice to NIOFIC made at least seven

days prior to the scheduled starting date of interviewing. In the event written notice of cancellation is received by

NIOFIC seven days or more prior to the scheduled starting date of untersiewing. any deposits or payments made bi

the client ssith respect to said surves shall be returned to it. In the event that the written notice of cancellation of a

surves is receised by NIOFIC less than sesen days prior to the scheduled starting date of interviewing, MOFIC shall be

entitled to ten percent lO~ oi the full fee for the surve. as liquidated damages. the parties expressly agreeing that

NIORCi damages and costs of preparing for ans such survey are not capable of precise measurement
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5. EaduslomcfWwveauee
MORC agree to undies Its bess e&vta to huw. the aucuamey of any survey conducted by I pmmu Sm. this

Agreement. Hinswver, yeeicalyundeMoedandepuedshesuotisieglss dais A mint. oranyuuwyerke.pre.
tive repoet~, shill be cemideredes elmherapredieuon or giawuisse of the results rims7 il morthe miuernin ef amy
event and any represent uorwarranhles~ eaprees or Imphed, wghnte&et mhesebyendudud. la~Ilin, MOC
shall nil be resgiomible or bible for any ~il., by It to conduct amy survey or sender amy ietsqm*Iv.rspese ~meh
bible rumble. labor dusurbenoes, Ores, leeds, wars, riots, civil disturbances and other s~ or 4ugmg~
veils beymad the canisol of MOUC.

0. hflsoeUmsom
(a) The fullowlng peume (and no others) are rip esentatives of the patties for purposes of this Agresmens

with authority to give notices and otherwise act on behalf cIthe respective parties:

For CII,,e
For MORC

(b) All notices given pursuant to, or an cosesection with, this Agreement shall bedermMgi
In person or deposited . the U.S. mimi wish first clam postage prepaid to the recipient addressed ii blows:

Ifs. Client
8r. Williari ireen.r
~er~ublican National Com~1ttee Rs~search

553 Washlntiton Ply'1.
'~aft~ 'Vii
~~"!p'ett, AIC.H.1,9 I

I -.

(C) This Agreement represents the entire agreement between the parties and supersedes any and all prior
agreements written or verbal and may be amended only by wntsen instrument signed by both patties.

(d) The pronouns "is" and "its" shall include the pronouns lie", "iii." and "'them" and the singular shell
include the plural, and vice versa. The word "survey" shall include the word "subsequent survey"or "surveys" where
evident from the consent.

(e) This Agreement shall be banding on the respective administrators, ezecutoes, heirs, successors or migias
of the parties.

(0 ThisAgreenientihall beconstrued in accordancewiththelawsoftheStateofMichipn.
(g) If any one or more of the provisions of this Agreement are held illegal, invalid or uneuilssveable~ the

balance of the Agreement shall remain in full force and effect.

7. Additional protnaona

Client isa political cunmittee with a chairman ada treasurer at least one of whom has authorized this
expenditure by said committee as defined in the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1974 and, as audi, client has
assured MORC that it will account for and d.close the cost of this survey as an expenditure as required by said Act
arid otherwise comply with any other applicable Federal or State law an connection with this matter.

MORC reserves the right to use the findings from this survey in anonymous form as to the specific population
and client for purposes of aggregate and comparative analysis to be made available to other clients of MORC or
publications.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have caused this Agreement to be duly eascusedas ofthe date
first written above.

BY

Its
(atent)

MARKET OPINION RESEARCH COMPANY

BY

Its
(MORC)
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sever vo'r~ Democrat
Don't like the current Democrats
Haven't like Democratic Presidential candidates
Used to be a Democrat - didnt like their economic views
Democrats seem to qrab anyone (or Vice President
Afraid of the forces of the Democrats
Jon't aqree with Democratic views
Don't believe Democrats have the best interests for us
Disapproved of Johnson's welfare programs

C. Dl Democratic responses

00 Democrats are for the workinq people3
I'm a poor workinq stiff
I'm.a workinq middle class man
4orkini man
r'm a blue colidr worker

00 Democrats stand up for the poor
Democr1t~ are more for poor people
9emocr~ts ~re more for the poor class2
It's for the poor people/Help the poor

In
00 More for the lower class

0 Their concern for the little guy

30 More for the public/For the people
4e ire for the people
Platforr is qeared toward all pecple, not just the rich
Help the averaqe citizen
~eneral attitude toward the average perscn
They hive social concerns
3elieve in power of the people

03 Union liember
~ielieve in the labor movement
Party stanlinqs concernini labor unions

00 Aqree with Democratic issues2
Aqree with the Democratic principal
Like the issues they stand for2
I believe in the ~ay they believe
Ideals are the same as mine
~qree with what they think
Like what they stand for
Believe more in what Democrats say than the ~eFublic~ns

00 Social reforn~
Aqree with their sociil economic views

00 1 tend to be liberal/I'm more liberal than conservative
Like their liberal policies



Question B82: What are @0 things you think he migliandle
poorly?

Economy2/Economics
Doesn't get publicity on economics
Everyone promises to get the economy in order

~ Unemploy~ent/Jobs - not getting jobs/EmployRent

De'fThit2/Bfad~et deficit4/Reducing the defioitkffational debt2
Financial affairs2
Not enough of an economist to help the defiot

/ ~ deficit spending
T~.ing too get federaJ~ spez~ding cut

yWould be spending more money

0 Defense3/Military/National defense
Defense system
Concerns about disarmament
Would probably reduce the military
Splits the administration - defense versus the state
Not as good as with the military

Defense spending2

Foreign affairs6/Foreign relations/Foreign policy2
Foreign policy, detrimental to certain sides

Li' (Latin American policy)

Relations with the 3rd World; Africa, Middle East!
Appear snobbish to 3rd World, Central America and Mid-east

Relations with the Soviet Union/Russia

Foreign relations with communist countries/Handling the
communists
Relations with China

Foreign trade4/Trade policy2

? Working with farmers/Farming/Lack of concern for farmers

* Taxes/Raising taxes/Reducing taxes

~(Chan~ii gtb~tax reform laws)

* Labor unions/Anti-union

(.1 Education3/State education/Aid to education

Public schools

~-Not helping middle and lower classes/The poor and middle

classes

Concerns about the poor/Lack of concern for the poor/Care
of our poor
Caught short in handling elementary human rights of the poor



Question B82: What are e things you think he miqllandle
poorly?

Social services/Welfare2/Treatment of welfare people
The whole country - welfare
Social issues

women's rights2/Women's issUes

Civil rights/Equal opportunity
~2firmative action.
Working with minorities ~

Social Security2/~ts ~n Social Security ~ ~
Aii't ~ ~ ~ a leader
Leadership/Don't know e

Lack of ability to work with Congress
Would not stand up to Congress
Relations with Congress
Doesn't have the personality to handle Congress that Reagan has

The government - don't think he should be president
Th. internal government
Anything involving the executive branch of the White House
Couldn't handle reforms in goverernment

VP Domestic at fairs2/Domestic problems in general (unap)

Not strong enough/Does not have strong image
Not strong enough personality to stand up for what he

2'J believes
Not sure that he would take a strong stand to accomplish
things
Not strong person, not forceful

Abortion, seems to put it down in his speeches
Human rights - abortion

Pub7.ic image, speaking ability, motivation lacking especially
after Reagan
Not making progress, doesn't show for the public
Public personality, doesn't come across on television well
He's not in the spotlight

Personality might not come across as good as it should
He'd stunible along, not an outstanding president

~ -no spin~

Hopes that emotions don't take over for common sense
Might fly of f the handle in diplomacy, could Bush hold his
temper

Work too much like Reagan
Make things worse like Reagan is doing now
Follows too much like Reagan



Q~isstion 382: What aree things you think he RigJlandle
poorly?

Terrorism2

Star Wars/Star wars project

95 Everything2/Will do everything wrong

96 All other miscellaneous responses
97 No, wouldn't do a bad job on anything/Would do a fine job
98 Don't know2

99 Refused/No answer

00 Single mentions ILNot as good in communication as Reagan~
Shouldn't tell jokes
Too much of a politician
Individual rights
Addressing Americans in an honest and open wayState dinner at the White House
Give too much aid to foreign countries
Space program
Food stamps - give to people that ton'tRUwdAt-
Housing problem
Inflation
Government in his hometown
Gun control
Would make poor selections for his cabinet
Personal integrity is non-existant
Terrible - selfish, chauvanistic arrogant personGenuine Concern for the way he carries himself



tics Pit Vumy 40 vi~tblnhr of yourself as a (RIblican/
Dessotat)? Vhv do you think of yourself as
closer to the (Republlcan/Oemocratic) party?

Republican responses

a e country
Ran the country well In the past
Have the bOst interests for the country
( 'tty.-taa.ch our children values Cf our country)

JA ,....
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00 Like their views on lobs
Have more working people at this time

00 T people on the Republican side
he people I like are Republican

Like the Republicans/Like the people in the party2

00 LLke who iS In office/The people who are in office
~Dob~~tervtwn Re.j~u~iicans are In of Et~E~

00 fARe the lob tThat they do
Because of the past performance of the party
Benefit more with Republicans 'in office
They're leading us in the right direction

00 The man r~the most important thinq
Like the people rather than the party
Depends on who is in power - if it agrees with my thinking

00 Like the candidates2
'0 StrQnqiy aqree with the cdndidates

Just accordinq to who's runninq
00 Lean more towari the Republican policy

Approve of their policies/Policies are great
NJ Their views are closer to mine2

Iv beliefs/My vilues are in the Republican traditiC~
They are for traditional values
Aqree with their wy~f thinkinq
Because of the issues
Like what they stand for
Like their philosophy of .jovernment
IL ijentify with their philosophies
Like the Republican platform
Like their way of thinking

30 r vote Republicin3
Vote rncre for R.~publicans tr~an Democrats

00 My voter's reqistration/Reqistered Republicin2

00 Because of business/Ileas about business
I was in business - a~ree with their viehs

00 ~ family tradition/Family background
Parents are Republic~ns2
I've been one all my life
~Jas ri~ed that wcIy

00 I'm conservative3/More conservative2
I have conservative beliefs
They are more conservative
Beinq Republican is more conservative
flecause of their conservativism
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00 Economic poiici'~s2/8etter grip on economics
Their economic changes

00 Aqainst welfare
They believe people should work for what they cet
Every man should take cdre of hieseif - no handouts

00 I voted for Redqan2

00 ~onald Reiqan/In favor of Ronald Reaqan/t like Peagan2
.1 believe in Reaqan
I like our President

00 Ronald I~eeqan i~ doinq a ~ood lob

Like what i~ea~an is doinq

0 00 Republicans holl on to money

N they manaqe money

00 Jimmy Carter diin't Jo such a qocd

3ecause of Jimmy Carter

00 1 a~ree with tree tr3de

Retter qrip on trade

00 Democr~it~ have been bi~ spenders lately

Democrats causel the deficit

00 Smile mentions
~udiifie1 candidates
~e~ubiic3ns are more for the workinq man
I aqree with free enterprise
rhe community I live in is Republicin
~qree with what Reagan says
Like their views on money
~1ore disciplined
Tendency to be more moderate than liber~l
.ike the W8~ Republicans hold themselves up
Republicans have better management
If Nixon ran riqht now9 would vote for hia~
3elieve in their stand on abcrticn
Stand on prayer in schools
Republicans stop the wars
~ot us out of the mess OeuiocTats got us into
The presidents that were Republicans were better
Jemocr:it~ stick their noses in too much
Disaqree with the Democratic approach tc domestic affairs
Democrats give everything away
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* U.S. National Study Omnibus Job #165040Question BSl: If George Bush became President in 1966, what
are the things 1ou think he would handle
particularly wel?

Economy4/Economics/Economic growth/Get economy moving

Unemployment/Jobs

Businesses/Getting industry back on its feet
National deficit
Reduce federal budget deficit3/Cut deficit3
Budget2/salance the budget deficit

Government spending3/Federal spending m reduce it2
Bringing down government spend±~
Cutting waste in government spending
Financial things

Military spending/Defense spending

Defense/National defense/Defense of our nation
~ security, militaryEnforce the m litaryStren~thening the military

Foreign p01 icy6/Foreign affairs4/Foreign relations
Will try and stabalize things here in the U.S. as well
as other countries
International affairs
Negotiations with foreign countries
Better relations with foreign governments
Working with foreign dignitaries/Experienced in foreign
Talk to people in Central America - communication
Ex-CIA administrator - would do good
CIA covert activities
Diplomacy - could negotiated in sticky situations because
of quietness
Staying out of trouble - Government has a whole, would beK~ <-~ better leader

Help relations with Soviets and improve working relations
with them
Good with meeting with Russians

Help nuclear disarmament/Nuclear arms
Working out a nuclear arms control

Foreign trade/Foreign imports - get the trade going better
Straighten out foreign trade/Trade deficit
Trade with China and India



* U.S. National Study Qubjbus 3ob #165040
Question BSl: If Geor~4inauh became President in 1~ what

are the ~nge you think he would haWe
particularly well?

Terrorists/Terrorists in foreign countries/Dealing with
terrorists
Hostage situations
Won't cater to extremists as much

Carrying out some of the principles Reagan has instituted
Follows Reagan well3/Continue to do what Reagan has
Carrying on policies of now

More experience than others
He's vice president

~Dealing with people/Could handle people in politics

Speaks well/Debate - would draw well from other peoples'
weaknesses

Public relations/Relations with the media

Work to lower taxes/Reforming taxes
Help taxes - poor pay less and rich pay more

N Welfare program/Not give away money to everyone
Welfare isapriority program

Social Security/Social Security programs for the elderly
Domestic affairs2/Handle domestic policy better than Reagan

Education system/Education is in priority

Good job on the drug task force in Florida
Narcotic contraband

Labor problems/On labor

Parties - social engagements
White house parties
Barbaqueing out on the Rose Garden lawn

95 Everything/Entire office

96 All other miscellaneous responses

97 Nothing/Don't think he does well/Won't handle anything well

98 Don't know3/Don't know, keeps a low profile
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* U.S. National Study Q~bus Job #WRI~4O *
Question 381: If Georg'5ush became Pz'~i4.*~t 3A1, what

are the things you think he would handle
particularly vol 1?

99 Refused/No answer

00 Single mentions
Trilateralist
Administration manageuen~.~ -~

Clear understanding of working vitk~ Congress - various
committees
Would work on his own and not do as het3w~ght Reagan would
want him to
Took over good for Reagan's illness
Not a war monger
Get inflation down lowerQ ~ ~qmpet.nt administration C~ ~
Keep consi~ r&tiv. tz~in~d going
Not as conservative as Reagan

~ Help. state aid
Housing
Conaervatiaz~ laws

for out country
Farming issues
The racial problems
!4ore compassion for the less fortunate
Welfare of the American people9
Just like the way he comes across
Details pretty good - would handle topics better than Reagan
Things that he has to do to win - Texas

7%J Seems to favor the South
Protocal - he is a diplomat
Taking out the trash for the White House



Verbatims from Job PZSPONIZ

Question ABl

For a strong military
Hors for the middle class working people
Changes in tax laws
He's not president.
He'5 not a puppet.
He is not president.
For the middle class
He understands business
He's compromising.
Would do a good job with the people that are handicapped.
His appearance
The way he handled the TWA hostage situatiion
He does a lot of traveling for the President
Putting Chritianity back in schools.
Good family man
He 's not Reagan
He's not in the spotlight too much.
He is not a phony
The fact that he is sponsoring this poll.
His nice hair style.
Too quiet
Not afraid of other countries
Not a strong hawk like the President.
Doesn't do anything till he's needed.

C) Corporation influences.
He is Vice President
President Reagan keeps him on a tight rein

27 Responses

Page i



Verbatims from Job us~owsz - Page 2

Question A82

Handling of the hostage crisis
Not very ecology-minded
Short tempered.
He's trying to invade income tax
I don't like him being Vice-President.
Slures of f on women.
War monger.
Unintelligent.
No respect for women.
His stand on nerve gas issues.
Should fight more for welfare
Neglects agricultural affairs.
Whites should get the same as blacks in benefits.
His economic plans.
Too sensitive to political I.O.U.'s
Yes, he's in office.
How he feels about nuclear weapons.
He's riding on someone else's coat tail
Just don't like him.
He should have taken over when the President was in the hospital.

f%. Too liberal
Would be very much another Nixon, dictator.

(P Not impressed with him
Don't like him
He is a Texas person
He has an oil background
Reagan has not done much to reduce the deficit
He doesn't favor black people
He's going to be out of office.
Doesn't have charisma
Outward appearance.
He has an honest face.
Likes the way he supports the President.
He's much more competent than Reagan.
To have more say as a Vice President.
He's from Texas
Magnum in Exxon Corporation.
Not as dynamic as Reagan.
Not a deep thinker.
Policy on NLRB.
Supreme court.
Narrow minded
Anti-union

43 Responses
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Verbatims from Job USPONSI

Question 03

Freeze on wages for youth.
Political contributions should not come from sources out of state
Put more republicans in Congress.
Give people more borrowing power.
Get people with new young ideas
Lottery in Wisconsin
Abolish abortion.
Need new industrialization.
More republicans.
Stop monopolies
PAC system needs changes
Everything should be viewed equally.
We need a democratic government
Don't stop affirmative action toward black people
More communication.
Need better insurance rules.
Too many freedoms being taken away.
Conservative.

o Food and fuel prices need to be lower.
Labor unions.
Congress shouldn't use taxpayer's money to go overseas with their
wives

The presidency should not only be for the rich
Instead of a first class country we've become a second class country
Lower the emphasis on big business and corporations
Streets need fixing.

IN State government to help aids victims more.
Can't take care of our own country
Too conservative now
More solar research is needed
No abortion less homosexuales
Aid to college students
Regulation on utilities
Roads
Child support
A revolution to overthrow the capitalist system
Don't agree the Parochial should have tax break
Stronger laws on gun control
Stronger laws on air pollution
More cooperation between local and federal governments
New media is privy to too much information, often abuses its

journalistic responsibilities
More cooperation between federal and state governments
Get rid of people like Carter and the Democrats

42 Responses



Verbatims from Job RESPONSE Pa;e 4
Question lDcdDem

Getting jobs
Agree with the way they handle foreign policy
Farmers do better the democratic rule.Democrats have programs in defense and military that are superior to

the republicans
More for education
Major issues in health and medical care.
I think on the deficit issue they vere pragmatic.
The country fairs better with a democratic government.
Economy used to be better.
There for the farmers.
More for social security
Agree with the way they cut taxes
Agree with their views on military spending
More conservative for peace
Their views on the trade policy.
They would rather see small business get ahead
Democrats are pro-freeze
They do more than Republicans
I believe in equal justice, equal treatment
They have done a lot for the country.
Tradition
Get more done
They are not as liberal as Republicans
Personality.
Matured in the F.D. Roosevelt era and be is my idle
Everyone gets fair stakes
They are more for the elderly than the Republicans are
Don't like Reagan
Concerned with environment
Concerned with education
My family was Republican
Against Republicans
I don't like anything the Republicans have accomplished during my

lifetime.
Things not going well under Republicans
Republicans are so insulting, were so shamefull especially toward

Mrs. Roosevelt, they belittle people

35 Responses



Page 5Verbatims from Job RESPONSE
Question lDcdRep

with Republican's views on abortion
I don't believe in ERA
More aggressive
Supports the farm area
Agree with their foreign policy
Against Vietnam War
More power to the state, fair share for state
Less government controls
Against liquor and gambling
Believe in free enterprise like the Republican party does
I agree with Republican labor issues
I am for big business
Tendency to be more moderate than liberal
If Nixon ran right now, I would vote for him - don't like ReaganThey are more liberal, open
I try to treat people like Jesus.
Agree with the strong leadership in the party
Love Busch
I liked past Republicans - Nixon and FordN They help the people
Identified with morality and patriotism
Less government involvement
Reagan more open for free trade
Democratic party has become too liberal
The equality.Democratic leadership handles things in ways I don't agree with
Everytime there has been a war, the Democrats have been in powerDidn't like the members of the democratic partyDemocratic party was an insult to American people last electionDisagree with Ted kennedy and Tip O'Neillv Democrats have not showed me anything that makes me want to vote for
one

Democrat don't have the best interest for usIf I wasn't the Democrats will have their way with everything
Democrats have not shown leadership ability
Democrats have not put forth their political policies.

36 Responses
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Verbatims from Job 3*RPQKSZ

Question 818

He is Vice-President
Get inflation down
Housing
Conservation laws
Basic services and fundamentalists
Higher prices for farmers
Racial problems
Prosecute people more
The job of President
His relationship with Congress
He would get things passed that Reagan couldn't
More for the morale of the country - patriotism
Reduce the size of government
Probably do good job
Fighter
School prayer
Reduce the size of government
Would follow Reagan on interest rates
Conservation issues
Forest
Make a lot ~f changes
Would work on his own and not do as he thought Reagan would want him

to do
Things that have to do with Texas favors the South
Conservative
Taking vacations at Camp David.
Decisive
Oil business
He would terrify me
Inflation.

29 Responses
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4 Page 7

Verbatim frau Job UESPON5Z

Question 82B

Inflation
Raising taxes
Gun control
State dinner at the white house.
Would not be re-elected a 2nd. term if he turns into a politician
Immigration
Shift of responsibility frau federal to state and local governments
Farmers
Can't wind down the nuclear weapons problem
Law enforcement
State and local government
The legislation that will give up our freedom
Would need really excellent advisors
Dealing with minorities
Hasn't common sense
Attack of AIDS epidemic
Housing programs
Foreign aid
Doesn't handle people well

o State of emergency
The House of Representatives
Not fair to the working man more for big business.
Finish up where Johnson left off

23 Responses

N

C,
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Question 3: What kinds of chanqes do you think need to ~e made?

00 No one in office more than six years
Let leqislature run for I. term not 2
(Elections)

00 We need new politicians
,-. Chanqe in qovernment officials

' -~'rhe administration
~LLm~.-..1.*a~~hip, in 2pvernent
Different officials
Chanqe the people in office

00 More honesty in politics
People in office need better moral values
Improve corruption in iovernment

00 Our political system/Need a new system
Not a 4e11-balancej system
(The whole White Ilouse)

00 Chanqes in qovernment should be by the geople
They should respond more to the majorities' opinions

o Popular vote instead of electoral vote
00 Kyhe way they run Conqress

Relitionship between 'oncress and the President
00 rhe President 20 Need a new presiient2/Need a different presiclent2

Replacement of the President

00 Not enouqh for the poor/Help poor people2
More consideration for the poor/Concern for the pocr
Too many people qo to bed hunqry it niqht
Aid to the needy
Poor ~re beinq deprived
r'~erprivileqej citizens need help

Concern for the homeless

00 Not enouqh for the middle class
More needs to be lone for middle ~nJ lower class

00 More concern for the people
Think more dbOUt the people in the country
start lookinq out for people in thi~ country
tnter3ction with people instead of issues

00 Domestic problems/Domestic pclicy

3enior Citizens
Seniors need help/Concern for the ajed
Keepinq proqrams for the elderly qoing
Consideration for the elderly
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00 Social SecurityfChanges in Social Security
Social Security should still be given
Takinq money from Social Security
Not fair to older people Social Security

00 bId down inflation
Prices are too high

00 Income taxes
Make income tax more fair
Make federal income tax more equitable

00 Reduce taxes2/Taxes need to be lovered2
Taxes are too hiqh2

00 Taxes/Tax system3/Tax reform2/Changes in tixes
~ax structure
Need fair taxation2

N raxes are way out of line
Taxes need to be re-worked

00 ~1e fiirer to the middle class ~ayinq taxes
Taxes are hurtinq working people

C)

N 00 The deficit/National debt2
*Reduce the deficit~
Some ~ far as woney isccncerna4~.~

00 ~et our spendinq under control
Deficit spendinq/Cut spending
Spendinq less money

00 ietter education
Should do sometning for schools

0) 3rlnc prayer into schools2
4eed to put God back in schools
~ore moral values in schoo1s..~

00 Aeed Christians in qovernment2
i' i~-t ~ bcr~ :u~*l1~ CN i~iei~ irrto the Supr~!Ir~C~u~t

03 Need to turn more to God
Peo2le need to be more in tune with God's direction

00 The ludicial system needs to be changed
3upreme Court overhaul

00 System of paroling convicts is bad
Need chanqes in criminal law

00 The 1~rms Talks
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-7/,
~"Stop the "Star Uars" talk

00 Nuclear situation
Arms race/Nuclear war race

00 The military/Defense2
Warfare

00 Less defense/Less money on defense
Less spendinq on the military
Military budqet should be trimmed

00 Our trade policy/Balance trade/Foreign trale balance
Knock out all imports/Stop foreign imports
Too many imports/lmportinq too much
Should buy more American

00 Lix foreiqn products
Hiqher tarrifs on imports and exports

00 Less foreiqn au/Stay out of foreign countries
Poc~is on problems here, rather than overseas
Less emphasis on foreiqn countriesKeep out of everybody else's business

O Focus on U.S. policies rather than foreiqn
Take -~xare of ourselves instead of cther countries2

00 £oreiJn ~clicy3/More concern for foreiqn affairs
J~r rc~L*tionshi, with other countries

00 ~et tou4her with Russia
Situation with Soviet Union
Communism

CO Better jobscr Create lobs/Neel work/Need lobs for people
"are jobs5

CO The economy2
New economic policies

00 More attent~e~j liven to national iebt
Deficit should be. reduced
Federal debt is com~1etely out of hand
Deficit - government should pay bills

00 Should t3ke a touqher stand on terrorist,
Hostaqes beinq taken care of

00 Strict rule for aliens
Send refuqees back
Send foreiqners out of here
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Farminq/Farminq policy/Need a better farm policy
Tarmers need help
Government should do something for the farmers

Dealing with welfare
lielfare cheats should be cauqht

Medicare
Health system

Sinqie mentions
The vay social services is run
Lover property taxes
V.A. soldiers in var not getting medical atten
Crime'
South Africa needs help
Should keep Publicity about 'Star liars' secret
Priority on defense
Fairer stand tovard labor unions
Streets need fixing
Need nev industrialization
Pay raises for employees
Ab~ljsh abortion
Less money on space program
~Jealthy people hav~e the power
Get rid of red tape - get down to the heart of
Democrats need to be in power
More Republicans in Congress
More cooperation between local and federal govi
Need younq blood in office
Start cuttinq President's salary
Lumber
The environment
More riqhts for women
More riqhts for minorities
Government is too much for biq business
State qovernment should help Aids victims more

tion

the problem

ernments

0

I.



QUestior~f*4: ~: ~ YOU like

~01 Like candidate/Nice

.02 Good person/Fine

03 Airight/Okay/Doing a good job

'04 Trying/Does his best

05 Hard worker/Works hard at o
.1

Honest/Integrity/44.M4//'4L~
* '06

** '07 Intelligent/Sharp/Educated

** 08 Responsible/Dependable/conscientious

** *09 Well-informed/Knowledgeable

** 10

** 11

** .12 Respectable/Respectable person

*** '13 Aggressive/Go-getter

*** 14 Energetic/Energy/Active

* 15 Straiqhtforward/Forthright/outspo~en

*** .16 Gets things done/Cefl~&~L.t

**** .17 Public servant/For the peopi

* * ** .18 Concerned/C~?p&ao 4 ~ v~?/A4w4I1(~d

**** 19 Works for _________

**** 20 ~~ab1e/Personality/Likeab1e/tK4

***** '21

* 22 Friendly/Outgoing/congenial

***** 23 Down-to-earth

'I)

N

C,

'7

P(4o

.26 Holds down spending



- .Questior~f~4: what
about

Lfl

~s do yu like 4
'27 155U@5/ViBws/P@1t@0/ D4d4ii974~

.28 Foreign at fa

zisoellaneous responses
.97 None/Nothing J,4 .kt.iL'

98 Don't know/Don't know him

.99 Refused/Mo answer

Combined responses

* Trustworthy

1* Competent

*** Strong

**** Concerned

***** P

~~j~able

3o, Ci~4~w~e~

4~Y ~9V

442~

(tabbed)

(tabbed)

33.
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Question __: What things do you like

01 Does not do o ot done job
* ~02 Not honest/Sincere/Untrustworthy

* 03 Does not keep promises/Does not keep word
* 04 Political/Politics - cheap/Political tactics!

Typical politician

** '05 No experience/Lack of experience
** 06 ~ ~ -4~ CAr"~-
** 07~

~** .08 Says one thing does another/Contradicts himself/Not consistent/Wishymwashy 
I, ~

*** .09 Talks too much/Too much talking/Talks, no actioi~/~1~' '~ P~
~ .10 Not outspoken/Does not take a stand

~ .11 Not getting anything done/Has not done much/
Takes time doing th

* * ** 12 /~~j- ~ ~4~/- ~#-~

13 Voting record/Way he votes
C,

'14 Ideas/Views/Policies/Issues

15 Spends too much money/Spends foolishly

.16 Does not keep in touch with the people/Does notcommunicate/Does not inform the people/Don't see
him much

~

.18 -Republican

.19 i)zite~ ~
20 Giveaway program - too much welfare

.21 Too much for big business

23 Views on Pro-l&bor union

24 Abortion stand



Question __: ~ do you like ~st

'25 Does nothing on taxes/ftxes should be lowered

26 Obnoxious/Sup.rior attitu1$ZAA*0.t/~"."4 ~

*27 View on foreign polioy/St~ould not b involved in other
countries

28 ~

'29 ~ A-~ ~ ~L~4~1
~4f95 e related respons~(tabb~)

96 All other miscellaneous responses (tabbed)

97 Non./Nothinqd4VQi44a~.

.98 Don'.t know/Don't know him

* 99 Refused/No answer

Combined responses - negative
0

* Untrustworthy

** Incompetent

*** Weak

**** Not concerned

***** Not personable

3o
/

&3. ~2~t ~ C T~9 ~

~ A'-~
~

~ z~ /eta4

~
39~ /

I
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UIIUDUS Study I~te: 9-17-85ICALLRECORDsIiEFrI 
- -

OFEIC
Oesignatod F~rgon Not in Nr,,/
No Tizin N~ri/Call Back

(REF)
N (IP4IAJrN/cs)

(REF)
Respor~.nt Term. (R-Term.)
NOR Nrm. (M-Terzn)
Business N~. (BlE)

IFJ&~-~*,rking #(DxscA~Is/oij~)
I Non-Working 9
Geographic P.O. (G-F.O.)
~ographic P.O. (G-F.o.)
Non-Register Voter P.O. (V-F.o)

Male in Ix~useho1d (t1)
No Female in tKxzsehold (NF)

OPEN

C 14
[14
[14
(14
[14

[14 19

19
19 J~d~
19

19 ~
19 ~
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19
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01.
Ori~inai Call

Phone Roc~n:

COMPLE'rED NLI4BER

E~troit...............1.I~
Fazmington............4

.

q V3~I

II V4
Time Started: Time Ended:

Caip. Male (04)
Cap. Female (CF)

No Answer (NA)
No Answer (NA)
Busy (B)
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NO.
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0 9
Personal Adult

Hello, I 'm fros Market opinion Research Cc~pany, an International research
car~iany with headquarters in Detroit. *re doing a piblic opinion studyin your area aid I'd like wry nucti to have your opinions.

A * Is there an 18-24 year old 'male/female
currently living at this address aid a
citizen of the Unitad States?

- Yes. . . . . 0 0 0 0 0 0 0I No.. * * . (GO 10 Q.C) .

Refused/NA . 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

'7

B. May I speak with hiuVh.r? Yes, 18-24 year old bsccNles
respondent (GO '10 Q.l)...........3

Yes, I am. . (GO '10 Q.1) . . . . . .2
~~.~..(GOl0Q.C)..........1

4'

C * Are you a resident of this address and
~ -~ ~ 6.-,.-- - -- - - Yes. . . . . (GO '10 0.1)..........2

LIL LIW Ufl1~O ~tSt6S? 17' ~ 0 0 0 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 .1
D. Is there any male/female ~o is a resi- Yes. . .............................................. 2

dent of this address and a citizen of
the United States? May I speak with hinVher?

(After you have ascertained that
he/she is a citizen of the
United States at that address,
(GO '10 0.1)

No (TERMINATE)

L~J
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U.S. National #2 - Qmibus StLady

1. lb you feel things in this country are
generally going in the right direction
or do you feel things have pretty
seriously gotten off on the wrong
track?

2. Generally speaking, do you think our
political systan arKi ~'erfuwnt we
~rking fairly ~i.ll at the present

'~OO 1fl6 tutu, or do you think they ned sig-
~j.~j~~jLcant changes?

Right direction . . . . . . . .

Wro.~ track . . . . . . . . . .

Ref us.d/3a. . . . . . . . . . .

~cking fairly ~ll . . .
- Need significant d~ang.s.

I ~n 't ki~. . . . . 0 0 0I Refused/NA. . 6 0 0 0 6 0 0

of changes do you think need to be nude? (~BE FOR AT LEAST '1W)

I. .~+ I

(C.om. bI'i
4. [b you approve or disapprove of the Strongly approve. . . . . . . * * 4

wayRnaldReaganis~~inghjsjob Sanewhatapprove. * .3as President? (WAIT FOR RESFVNSE kID S~newhat disapprove ........................ 2ASK:) Would that bestrongly Stronglydisapprove ..................... I(approve/disapprove) or just 3ximwhat Dn't know............. . . . 8(approve/disapprove)? Refused/NA. . . . . ........................ 9

5. £~ you approve or disapprove of the Strongly approve. . ........................ 4way George Bush is harKiling his job Sanewhat approve. . ..................... 3as Vice-President? (i~AIT FOR RES~SE Saiwwtiat disapprove ........................ 2AND ASK:) Would that be strongly Strongly disapprove.............1
(approve/disapprove) or just scmwwhat I)~n't know. ..................................... 8(approve/disapprove)? Refused/NA..................9

(

0

* 0 0 0

* 0 S 0

* 0 0 0



Now Pd like to read you sc~ne statements about various issues in the country. Par each one, please tell ifyou strongly ajree. scuuewhat ajree1 scunewhat disagree, or strongly disagree.

(RANDuMIz~)

6. 'flu United States should rever send troops
to fight in a civil war in another country,
even if a Cxuuuunist takeover is likely.

7. Ne should help only countries which are for
us arKi not help tfr~se bdiiJl are against us.

8. It is all right for pablic schools to
start each day with a prayer.

9. If cities aid towns around the country reed
financial help to inprove their schools, the
government in ~hington ought to give than
the money they reed.

10. Claims about welfare abuses are ~reatly ex-
ag~erated; most people receiving well are
assistance truly reed it.

II. Labor unions have tecane too big aid powerful
for the god of the country.

12. Black people in the cxxantry should he given
special consideration for new jobs hecause at
past discrimination against than.

Neither &j~ee
Strongly Somewhat Nor L)isaj~ee Somewhat Strongly I~m't ~f./Agree ~ ~ ___

1 8

1 8

j B

I

18

a 9~tCX~~)

1

a
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Thinking ~ut foreign trade for a notnnt. .

13. All ill, do~athinkthsttradevith
other countriEs, both baying am~ selling
goods, helps the United States' econauy
or tuarts tim United States' eccnouy?

Helps . . . . . . . . .

Neither (~U~L3r1mED) .

Hurts. . . . . . . . .

~n 't know. . . . . . .

Refused/NA.. . . . . . .

14. over tim rmxt several years, do y~a Mare. . . . . . . . . a * * * * * . 3
think oar ~untry ~uld be better oU Aboat the satin. . . . . . . . . . . 2
with nore trade, ~ trade. or about Lass. see...... * * * * * *

th. s trade, at r~, with foreign ~n't know. . . . . . . . . . . . . 8
countries? Refused/NA. . . . . . . a e * * * . 9

15. Ibyouknowofaayspecificb.asinessee
inyoarareathathavebeen~martby No. .......... ... *.* I
foreign ocmpetition? ~n't know. . . . . . . . . . . . . 8

Refused/NA. . . . . . . . . . . . . 9

16. Which of the following three d~ices do ~vu think slK~uld be oar a~~afltry's foreign

trade policy?

(RAN~4IZE)

a. Have r~ restrictions on foreign imports ~ Miinricans
can have the widest dxice possible on

what to bAy at the 1~st possible price . . . ..... . 1

b. Restrict foreign imports fran any country which
restricts oar products and trade freely with all
other ~antries........... . . . . ...................... 2

c. Restrict any foreign Imports which threaten ~wrican
jobs even if they are fran a country which doesn't
restrict oar products....................................................3

E~~n't know:........................................8
fused/NA.........................................9

.3

.2

.1

.8

.9
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(MAD E.A~LY)
As you nay know, urn have a foreign trade deficit. This mane that u are buyir~nore frciu foreign ~mtries than w are esUing to them. J~r each of thefoU~vi~, please tall tue how u~h you think it has witr~tad to the tradedefic.Lt - a great deal, a fair invwxt, v~y little or not at all. First,
how nud'i ~ you think (MAD n'Di) has contribatad to the trade deficit?

~MND0MIZE)
A (teat A Fair
m ~ L~ ~L

Veiy t~t
Little At All

Ik~nt Ref./
Know NA

17. ~or plaming id nunagmuent by
U.S. ccn~anies

18. Wage demands by Auerican labor
unions.

19. Better ~iality ~ foreign products

20. Unfair trade policies c~ foreign

countries

21. Cheap labor in foreign countries

22. 'lIe selling of ~ods at less than
cost by foreign ~pariies

4

4

4

4

4

4

3 2 1 8 9 ~D4~

3 2 1 8 9

3 2 1 8 9

3 2 1 8 9

3 2 1 8 9*

3 2 1 8 9



9 7A - S

tEAL? SMIKE A

23A. Itich ~ tim ~ol3oving eteteunts o~ss clc~est to y~ir cpinion 2

(I~TE)

a. l ~ J~arwse ar ~upStin~ wi-
fairly with ~rican irdustries. .1

CR

b. Auwrican irduatria we bland
th Jq~anme for their am mis-
nmn~eiwnt anl excessive labor

Refused//NA . . . . . . . . . . . . .9

C,



73 -

238. ~tich ~ Uw foL3owlng statinsnts oin cl~st to your ~inian:

(~ThTE)

a. 11w E~wqieaiu ar ~stir~ in-

fairly with Aurican irxlustrim. .1

b. huarican ii~1ustris ar bliniir~
Urn Eirc~rnauu for tiwir ~n mis-
flSMgUflt and xcassiv. labor

Rsfused/NA . . . . . . . . . . . . .9

0

0

N

N

0



m8..

24. )ier the rsxt several years, d~ yo.a
think oar country ~.uld ~ bttr ~f
allowing , ~ ~ gout tkw sins
£ioant of foreign ia~aorts, i~,
into the country?

425. Ifwe a11owfewerforeignla~orts AVOidingatcade~r........2I into oar country, other countrim Alloying ~swer in~orts into country. In~y allow fewer ~ oar products into I~n't Im~ . . . . . . . . * . * . .8I their country. This is s~ti~ Refused/NA . . . . . . . . * * * * .9
called a "trade wer. W~ch ~l think is n~re in~ortant (~ThTZ:
avoiding a trade war or allowing
fewer foreign inports into oar
country?)

More......
About the suns . .

*** S0.6

~n't ka~ . . .
Ret used/Uk . . . S

* 0 0 0 6 0 6 0 .3
* 6 0 0 0 0 0 * .2
* 6 S 0 0 0 * . .1
* 0 S 0 0 0 0 0 .8
* . . . . . . . .9



Here are some statements *nut other issues in the a~intry. E'cz each one ple~e tell me if yvu stronglyagree. scuiewhat agree, smewhat disagree, or strongly disagree.

C.

(RANDOMIZE)

26. (~jr econcmny and security ~xild suffer
it wa did mt ~e military troops to
protect air interests in other parts
ot the world.

27. ~ir country has a nDral ctligation to
help people in other parts of the
world, even thse in neutral or Wi-
friendly countries.

28. A ~uan should have the legal right
to have an abort ion it she wants cr~.

29 * The ~pvernnent in W~hington should
see to it that every person has a job
and a gcod standard ct living.

30. Tighter ountrols are needed in the
federal food stan~ progran, many people
r~ receiving food staius cbn't deeerve
them.

31. Labor unions are very necessary to pro-
tect the working man.

Neither ~ee
strongly Sauwwhat Nor Disagree ~hat Strvwjly Ikui't kt./
~ Auree (1A3Utfl~RED) ~

5 4

5 4

5 4

5 4 3 2

8

1 8

I S

I

1 8

1 8

1 8
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International terrorism Is another issue which hes ~en in the news
recently. .

32. S~ people say that there really i. not
much the U.S. g~ierunt can ~ to re-
dUos terrorism. Others say the U.S.
govertuent can significantly reduce
terrorism. ~*iich opinion is closest to
your own?

Not much gov't cm do
Gov't can significantly
lbn 't know. . . . . .
Refused/NA. . . . . .

. . . 0 ~ . 1
rduce. . . 2
* . . . . .

* 0 0 ~ ~ . 9

33. i~ you favor or oppose the United States Favor . . .(GO 'tO 0.35) . . . . . . 2taking military action against terror- - Opos. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . IletS? I-~n't krov. : : : : : : : : : : : :8
I-- RefUsed/NA. 9
V

'34.

H
'bald y~.a favor or oppose military
action against terrorists who had
killed American citisers?

(ASK 0.35-37 OILY IF FA ~ 0.33 CR 0.34)
35. I*~uld you favor or ~cae military

action against terrorist can~s if
innocent people in the osu~is are likely
to be killed or ~indsd in the attack?

Favor . . .(GO 10 0.35)
Oppose. . .(GO 20 Q.38)
D~nt know. (GO ID 0.38)
Refused/~&. (GO 10 0.38)

Favor . . . . . . . . .

Oppose. . . . . . . . .

lbn t know. . . . . . .

------ ,.~~-.. 6 0 0 0 * * 0 0 6 0 0 0 ~

36. ~'b~a1d you favor military Favor against suspected terrorists. 2action against terrorists who are sus- Favor only as retaliation . . . . . 1pected of planning mi attack or only Favor neither . . . . . . . . . * . 3as retaliation against terrorists ~io tk~n't know. . . . . . . . . . . . 8have actually carried out an attack? Refused/NA. . . . . . . . . * * * * 9

37. W~ald you favor or oppose military Favor . ............................. . . . 2action against ~verruients which help Oppose...................... 1train and finance terrorists, even if Ibn't know.....................8thatmeansriskingaIrger~r? Refused/NA.....................9

(ASK ALL)
38. When terrorists are holding Americans Should negotiate. . ..................... 2hostage, do you think our goverruimnt Refuse to negotiate.............1

should negotiate with the terrorists Ibnt know. . . . . . . . . 8for their release or refuse to Refused/NA. . . . . . .................. 9negotiate with the terrorists?

39. lb you believe terrorist acts are Individuals/anall groups. . . . . . Ilargely the acts cI individuals and Foreign governmment . . . . . . . . 2small groups, Cr do you think that !TK)st Jbn't know. . . . . . . . . . . . 8of theuarebeingbacked~~s~ Refused/NA........... . . . . . .9
foreign government?

. . .

. . .

. . .
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Now I'd likeyltorate your fli~st erG s~m people in pc~1itics using a
favorable feeling,aero mening a wry ~ld, w~favorabIe feeling. wI 50 iiinaning not particularly

vazia or oo~d.
If you ~n 't hew a~ ia~resa ion about or haw rmver heard ~ the person, lust
tell im aid we'll g~ onto the rwxt nin'w.
Ihe first person is (READ MID ~1E). How ~ you feel about (hinvher) using a
nero to aie kindred scale?

(FrJa IW!~VIaaER' S USE)

f~7~J /0 10 20 30 40 jSOj 60 70 80 90 100I ~1~~~ IV V VVery Cold, Not Particularly Very Warn,I Lhifavorable fteling Warm or Cold Favorable F~ling* c~L~
(RANDOMIZE)

40. Ronald Reagan

41. George Bush

42. Robert Ible

43. HcMard Baker

44. Jack Keop

45. Pat R~ertson

46. Jeane Kirkpatrick

47. Walter Mondale

48. ~d Kennedy

49. Tip O'Neill

(RECORD ~)

(RECORD ~I*UER)

(RECORD r&JISER)

(RECORD

(~I'IE IN tIZER CR ~RC~E 998 CR 999:
W NOT LBS F~~IC~6)

!~n't know. .998
Refused/NA. .999

I~~nt know. .998
Refused/NA. .999

fk:~n't know. .998
Refused/NA. .999

Ekn't know. .998
Refused/NA. .999

r~n't know. .998
Refused/NA. .999

i~'t know. .998
Refused/NA. .999

an't know. .998
Refused/NA. .999

ibn't know. .998
Refused/NA. .999

t~n't know. .998
Refused/NA. .999

L~n't know. .998

Refused/NA. .999
(C~TINUED ~ NEXT ~) a
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(CCW~INUED)

(FVR IWZWZ'B ~R)

ii I-I I
10 1501 60 90 ~pp

~ -r
Very Cold, Not Particularly Very Warm,J Lk~favorable F~eling Warm or Cold Favorable F~ling

(RMIfl(~432E) IN ~Ji9J~I~ CR ~ 998 CR 999:
IX) tOT LBE FRAC~IOIS)

so. j~.. Jaciceon ~ ~n't know. .998
Refused/NA. .999

51. Mario C~aio (~JO-W)) ~ I~n't know. .998
Refused/NA. .999

52. Gary Hart. ~n't know. .998
(REWRD t~8~R) Refused/NA. .999

53. Geraldine Ferraro (FrM-RAH-~M) I~n't know. .998
(RE(X)RD tI)91R) Refused/NA. .999

54. John Glenn ~'t know. .998
(REWRD [11'BER) Refused/NA. .999

55. Jane Fonda ~'t know. .998
(RE~~~~ Refused/NA. .999

56. Jerry Faiwell ~t know. .998
Refused/NA. .999

57 * Gerald Ford Q~9~~- ~ I~'t know. .998
(RECORD tiUJIwBER) Refused/NA. .999

58. Jimny Carter (~)(~G~S- ~4'j) D.~'t know. .998
(RECORD tIJt.BER) Refused/NA. .999

59. George Walla~ f~nt know. .998

(R~ORJt.s~y Refused/NA. .999
60. Lee Ia~cca (EYE-A-~KE-A) E~fl't know. .998

Refused/NA. .999

I~J
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I also taw ~o~is ~ people to get y~ar fooling. about. flu first ~jp
(is/are) * Nw ~ you ~s.l about then using a zero to one lundred scale?

(FOR INI~fl~$ tUB)

I~~7~I /6 10 20 30 40 1501 6(J 70 80 90 100
I IV V VVery Cold, Not Paiticularly Very i~u,

rable E~elino harm or Cold Favorable Feeling
(RANDOMIZE) (~8I1E IN ~II3ER CR C~E 998 CR 999:

DO NCY~ ~EE FRACrICI6)

61. The Republican Party know. .998
Refused/NA. .999

62. The l~ti~ratic Party ~ tb9t kr~. .998
Refused/NA. .999

63. Liberals C~n't know. .998

64. Conservatives . I~ Ibrit know. .998
Refused/NA. .999

[Q63j
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Ronald Reagan is serving his second te~iu m President w~ cann~ run for a
third term.

65. Of the foUovir~ characteristics, please tell as which ~ yO~ think
Is irost izu~ortant for the rwxt president ~ have?

Fiist Second66. taich one ~uld you choose second? tion Mention
(PA~ZE)

a. Couervative (~>""'i 1b. Respected by foreign leaders 2 2c. Is in goverruusnt nov 3 3d. Has ~rked with Ronald Reagan 4 4e. Has held a variety of goverrx,~n~ positions 5None 6No second nwnt ion 7D~x~'t know 8 8Refused/NA 9 9

67. I will briefly describe four presidential candidates
tell us which one arost ~peals to ~u.

One (read below)
Ds second (read below)
The third (read below)
And the fourth (read below)

(RANDOMIZE)

a.
b.

C.
d.

cr

ad I'd like you to

Has the best personal qualifications for the job.. ... . . . . . . . . IIIWould step-~ the pace ~ reducing goverrmnent spending and strengthening our
Is a fighter for making major c±aanges in g~vernnsnt . . . . . . . . . . . . . .3Considers reducing the federal bidget deficits, the country's runter one

None (VQWN'rEERED). . (LI '10 Q.69)............ C......... C C * 5Lk~i't know..........(GO TO 0.69)...................*...... .8 (~)i~efused/NA...........(GO TO Q.69) . . ........................ . . . . . . . . . . . . .9
(IF F~DE A FII~T GIOICE, ASK:)

JaB~L~~b SI
68. Which one ~ald you choose second?

(REPEAT IF NECESSARY/RANDOMIZE)

a. H~ the best personal qualifications for the job. . . . . . . . . * a * * * *

b. ~u1d step-up the pace o~ reducing ~vernnsnt spending and strengthening oarC. Isafighter forn~kingnujordaar~es ingnvernment . ego...... .0.03d. Considers reducing the federal badget daficits, the country's rizter one

No second choice. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . * * * * * * * . . . . . .5£~a 't kr~.. . . *..................0 0 0 0 0 C 0 0 0 0 * * * . . . . . . .8Refused/NA.......... . * . . . * . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .9
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Here w. £3OP3* 'ho might t~ elected President in 1988, ard I d like y~,a
to rate lx~u g~od a President ~ think each aw ia.ald wuke. %tb'll use a ero-to-ten
scale wiure earo esaw tim p.rsa~ ira.ald isko the mt possible President ~ ten
issans the ~wrs@i %Dild rmke the but possible president.

If yo.a ~nt know the ~rsa~ just tell is.

'flu first ~wrson is NAME.
on a sew-to-ten .calT

How ~od a President ~ yo.i think he i~o.ald nake

(F~ INTERVI~S USE)

1 / 171 / I
1 2 3 4 j5j 6 9 10

I IV I VI
R2ssible 1 Best I

V R~sible I
President Mi~oint President

69. George ksh
(RECORD ~BER)

70. Jack Karp

(RE~D NLISER)

c'~ 71. Ted Kennedy
(RECORD ~BER)

~i't know.
Refused/NA.

l~n't know.
Refused/NA.

Ck~n't know.
Refused/NA.

* . . . . . 98
* . . S S 0 99

* . . . . 98
* 0 0 0 0 99

* . . . . . 98
* 0 0 0 0 99

72. Gary Hart
(RECORD ~IJPBER)

~i 't know............98
Refused/NA...........99

~4
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73. In the preaWantlal primary electiors in - Rpublican. . . . . . . . . . . . . 21988 to select eaCh party's ~ndidate I ~w~cratic. (GO 'V Q.77). . * * * . Ifor Pvssidsnt. muming y~ir stat. h~2 I Neither ais (GO 'V Q.78). * * * * * 3one, ~~dd yw~ecre likely to~ote in I Cant know. (GO 'VQ.78). .0.0.8the (~TE: Rq~ub1ican or I~i~ratic) I Refused/NA. (GO 'V 0.78). . . . . . 9
primary or neither aw? I

V
74. If the primary election to select the a. George ~.ash . . . . (00 10 Q.75). . 1

~ ~didate for Prident b. Bob Dole. . . . . . (00 '10 Q.75). * 2
held today ~ the andi- c. Hoird B&er. . . . (GO 'V Q.75). * 3datesw!e (RANWMIZEWa),~J.d d.JackKemp. .... (GO'VQ.75). .4~ ~oting for (PEAT LAST I~ES 0 Jearw Kirkpatrick . (GO 'V Q.75). * 5IN SAME ~in)? - Don't know. . . . . . * * * * * * * N

- Refused/NA. * * * 0 * * * * 0 0 0 0 N
V

a. ~ich~y~youleanot~ay..... -a.Georg.hinh. . *......... 1t~ard (RE~kTFULLNAM~SIIJ~ I-b. BobDole. 0.00.0.0.00002

~*0 Jeane Kirkpatrick 00000.0..

~~'t know. * (GO '10 0.78). . 8

4 Refused/NA..... (GO 100.78). *9

I~5. Wt~ "~u1d be y~.ar second d~oice? George k~sh 0 * * * * * . * I I(REPEAT N~t~ IF NE~8SARY) Bob Dole. 0 * * * * * * * * * 2
HowardBicer. ...........3
J~k Kanp 0 0 000000000 * * 4
Jeane Kirkpatrick * * * * . . . . . 5
l~n 't know. 0 * 0 0 0 * * * * * * * 8(GO TO Q.78) Refused/NA. . * * * * * * * 9

(Q.76 ~t Mked)
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77. If the primary election to 'elect the
C~nocratic ~nd1date ~r President
ware being held toaay w~ the ~m~i-
dates ware (RW~OMIZE tIUS), tcaldyoe~ be ~ting ~or (REPST LAST taMU
IN SAME CRDER)?

a. Thd Kennsdy
b. Gary Hart .

a. Mario Qi~.
d. Lee lacocca

I~n't Igow.
l- Refused/ta.

V

a. Whichwy~culeanottoday.... a.ThdK.nnsdy..........**~
toward (REPEAT FULL ~MI~ IN SAME b. GaryHart. *.......,* 062* C. t4arloQ.ato *......... .63

d * Lee lacocca * *... *. *. * * .4

Refused/NA. . . . . . . . * * * * * 9

Here are scum general elect ion races for President that ~uld be on the
ballot in 1988. For each oem, please tell n who yoei woild '~te for ifthe election ware being held today and the people I mention ware the
candidates.
a. Which way ~ yoei lean as at today toward (REPEAT FULL tW4ES IN

bAME (PL~fR)?

(RAND~IZE RACES/I~yEAm lW4ES)

78. George Bush, 1~d Kennedy. Don't know. . . . . . . . . . . . . 8
Republican L~ix~crat Refused/NA. ......... .0.9

2 1

79. George Bush, Gary Hart, Dxi't know. *.......... . 8
Republican ~crat Refused/NA................0.9

2 1

80. George Bush, Lee lacocca, D~nt know. . . . . . . . . . . . . 8Repub]. ican f~n~rat Refused/NA......................9 (
2 1 r

0

*0

* S

00

06

06

* 
0

O 6 0 6 0 0 0

O 0 6 0 6 0 6

6 6 6 6 0 6 0

O 6 0 0 0 0 6

O 6 6 6 6 0 0

O 0 6 6 6 0 6

0l

.2

.3

.4
*N
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Thinking about George 3mh frr a mnt. .

Ask . frau .11 that you have heard, md ai~ kr~v about hia, ~Aat W U~ Of the
things you about George wish? CIEOSE R)R AT LEAST IWO RESP(JISSS)

.64k. I:

A82.. Again, frau all that you have heard, re~ a~d I~-~ ~at hits, i~iiat are Sans of
the things you c~n't lik, about Georgkash? (~S~ K~R AT LEAST I'O RES~1S

8 4&I-'I)
LMZ b~..

:4 //

C Q82~M5 %'b'I.4
/

/ - -

I
a. (IF Ifli' T KNC~ CI~ NC)ThING, ASK:) Is there anything at ai~. about George ~iSh

that ~ncerns or bothers you? (What?)

cr
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S

~.81 . If George flush I3cums Prsident in LWS, id~st are ths ~hIA9S YOU tkLlX2k i~
wo.ald handle particularly ~mll? CS2 ~S fPICIFIC inSR~UI~)

'1

82. .~tat ax tiu things yoi think ha might handle poorly? (~BE ~)R SPECIFIC
-0

Ml I'IS~

2 I

N
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I'm ping to ~ee4 a list ~ issuins to ~u ad, ~c eech aw, please tell urn
if y~a U~inII Ginarge Dish ~ald hs~3.e that ias~e £wetty mach - ~ald Reqan
has, ~ald handle it hatter, or ~in~a34 not hu~1* it as ~mll. Wc~ild

(RANDOMIZE)

83. our rlations with tkw Soviet
~hiion

Wwld
lIw~1e Hw~le It N

It btter ~Jj~ft
Not Haidle IXxit Ref.!

189~

84. L1sf.d.ralb~dget~ficit 3 2

85. Tuxes 3 2

86. Akortion 3 2

87. Rilicigs ~ncsmir~ minorities 3 2

88. I~isn's rights 3 2

89. Nat~.ana1 econauic jDlicy 3 2

1 8 9

1 8 9

1 8 9

1 8 9

1 8 9

1 8 9



- 20 -

Hera we am character traits aid I u g~ing ~o ~ ~u tvw in.~h three ~inll-
kn~m people peem eeoh cm. lb will ~uh am ~ ten scale where
till US ~ ~I~I peeuu.. t~3 trait - ISICh ~ peisoil possibly can,
aid saro s Urn ~son doesnt posies it ~

fAt's start with (UAIT). Ii~e mild ~@a rate CHINS) an this trait?

(FCR ZWL~~I3iWS LW)

/
1 2 3 4 ISJ 6 7 8 9 10I 1~ II

Resesst V As
At All Join t _______

CeII IN tUSR C~ CIRCLE 98 ~ 99:
CO N~F LBS FP~~I0NS)

ThUSR~WffiINS

90. Ronald Reagan

91. George Bush

N

92. Ted Kennedy

~CERN

93. Ronald Reagan

94. George Bush

95. Ted Kennedy

(R~OORD WIW)

Th~W~I~

Th~W~

Ibnt know.
Refused/NA..

tZ~n't know.
Refused/NA.

i8~

9
.9

0,n't know. 9
Refused/NA. . 9

L~nt know. * 98
Refused/NA. . 99

Crr~'t know. 98
Refused/NA. . 99

I~n't know. * 98 (~j~)
Refused/NA. . 99

(coNnNUED Q4 ~XT P~)
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~XJNTINUED)

(FIR xwr~Iu~'s LEE)

I '-.7-I / I1 2' 3 4 151 6 7 8 9 10I -F II
V I R.~ssessm AsI L~ssn 't ~kach se Arty i~raon IR~gses It At All Mi~oint R3ssibly Cm~I I

(RANDOMIZE D~Afls/~rATE ~W4ES
WIThIN DOl ThAIT)

LEADERSHI P

96. Ronald Reagan

97. George B~h

98. 'I~d Kennedy

~1P~TE~4CE

99. Ronald Reagan

100. George Bush

IOL Ted Kennedy

(WRVIE IN M.~5ER ~ CRCLE 98 ~R 99:
DO NOT LSE FRACEIOIS)

Dzt iu~. . 98
Refused/NA. . 99

L~n't know. . 98
Refused/NA. . 99

~'t know. 98
Refused/NA. .

(RECORD ~IJEBER)

Refused/NA. . 99

r~n't know. 98

Refused/NA. . 99

E~n't kr~w. * 98
Refused/NA. . 99
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102. Q~ Imet political issues, ~.uld y~i
describe y~arself a liberal, a
conservative, or a noderate? C11T R)R
RESR~4SE 4D MK:) lb ~i terd ~ be
extremely (liberal/conservative), fairly
(liberal/conservative), or j~at slightly
(liberal/conservative)?

Extremely liberal . .
Fairly liberal. . . .

Slightly liberal. . .

Moderate. . . . . . .
Slightly couue~vative
Fairly conservative .
Extreuwly comervative.

R~ usedAq&. . . . . .

(~TE Q.I03 N4D Q.104)

103. How ~rA~uld yc~i describe Ronald Reagan - E~ctreuwly liberal . . . . .0.001

asaliberal, aconservativeCra Fairly liberal. *........ .2
ux~derate? (ASK:) W~.uld y~i say t~m's Slightly liberal. . . . . . . . . .3
extreuwly (liberal/conservative), Moderate. . . . . . . . . . . . . .4
fairly (liberal/conservative) or just Slightly conservative . . . . . . .5
slightly (liberal/conservative)? Fairly conservative . . . . . . . .6

£xtreuwly ogiusryative. . . . . . .7
~n't know. . . . . . . . . . . . .8
Refused/NA.. . . . . . . * * . * * * 9

l04.How'~~~uldyoudescribeGeorqeazsh- Extrenelyliberal. 0000006.1

as a liberal1 a conservative cc a Fairly liberal. * o . . o o .2
n~erate? Waild y~i say te's Slightly liberal. . . . . . .3
extrenely (liberal/conservative), Moderate. . . . . . . . . . .4
fairly (liberal/conservative) or just Slightly conservative . . . .5
slightly (liberal/conservative)? Fairly conservative . . . . .6
(liberal/conservative)? Extrenely conservative. . . .7

J~n 't kr~w. . . . . . .................... 8
Refused/NA.. . . . . . . . . . 9

F-.,

O 0

O 0

O 0

O 0

O 0

O 0

O 0

O 0

.2

.3

.4

.5

.6

.7

.8

.9

102
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Now I'd like to ask you a~wthing a little different. .

I went you to picture in ~r mind the biloving rwual sevings of three
beverages (MAD 5.OItLY RID ~TE: a 12 ounce gls ~ beer; a 5 ounceglass of vine; a 1-1/4 ounce glass of liq~~7Tb,, I ~.ald like ~
sow questions oc~iparing the three servings of these beverages.

105. First, ~, (~I~A'IE: 12 ounces of beer,
5 ounces of wine, end 1-1/4 ounces of
liquor) - have (~EATE: the saw
mount of alcohol or different mounts
of alcohol)?

Saw amount . . .

Different amounts

Refused/NA. . . .

106. I~ (~'rA1E: l2ouncesof beer, 5ounces Su,~unt *...........2
0fWineuMIdI..1/4ouesofliq~ior)..... Differentaw~unts. 000000.01have (I~)TA1E: the saw av~unt ci calor- I~n't know. 0 * * * * * * * * 0 * * 8jes 'x different a~unts of calories)? Refused/NA. * * * * * * * * * * * . 9

cv 107. lb (IVTATE: 12 ounces of beer, 5 ounces Saumeffect. , * * * * * * * * * * * 2ofwinea~d1-1/4ouncesof liquor)..... Different effect .........1have (~TE: the sane effect or dif- ~i't kr~,. . . . * * * * * 8C) ferent effects)? Refused/NA. * * * * * * * * * * . 9

108 * In the last few weeks, have you seen a newspaper a3vertisenwnt featuring apicture of a glass of beer, a glass of wine, and a glass of liquor with "equal"o Signs between the glasses? The headline says, "What you can learn fran Reader's
Digest that you can't learn fran NBC." The ad describes "the facts ~ut alcoholequivalence" and is spcrisored by the House of Seagram. Have you seen this news-
paper advertisenent?

Yes . . . ...................................... 2
No. * . *...................................* 1
I~ 't i~i~v.....................0 0 8
Refused/NA..............0.0.09

001

0.9
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Q~ another topic. .

109. Itmn y~j think at legalized gmitling
u~ ~irK~s, What Is th first place
that ~ms t~ mind? (ASK AS 0P84 END -

RECORD FIRST ~JTIQI Q4LY)

Las Vegas .

Atlantic City
~ . . .

Lake Ta~e.
Its 8ah~.
Monaco. . .

Puerto Rico
Other . . .

Don't know.
kfused/NL.

110. Have you visited a place lzring tim last - Yes . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2
twoysars that has lagalizedgantling? I No. *....... ........ 1

I ~fused/NA. . . . . . . . . . . . . 9
V

111. ~tich places? (MULTIPLE ~ENTIONS - Las Vegas . . . . . . . . . . . . .01
Reno. *000 (GOIDQ.114)

ALLC~iED) Atlantic City (GOlD Q.114)
TheBahanas . (GOIJQ.114) .*.(21 Lake TakK~e. . (GO 100.114) . . . .0

I Mcnaco....(GO'IUQ.114)....06

Puerto Rico * (GO 100.114). .6.07
I Other.... (GO'IDQ.114) .00.08i ~n'tkr~,. . (GUIDQ.114) . . . .98

Refused/NA. . (GO'IDQ.114) ~
V

112. Did you c, for a vacation, a neeting Vacation. . . . . . . ...................... 1
or convention, or bth? Meeting/Convention. . . . . . . . . 2

Refused/NA. . . . . . . . . . . . . 9

113. DId you garT~le while you here there? Yes . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2

Refused/NA. . . . . . . . . . . . . 9

00

. 6

. 6

. .

. 6

O ~

O 6

. 6

. 6

O 6

.01

.02

.03

.04
.05
.06
.07
.08
.98
.99
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I 'm going to reed ~w m statnts. Please respond to sash using a five-point
scale, wtare aie mats you strongly disagree ktd five mats you Strongly egres.

(RANDOMIZE)

114. Caupared to ±tler
reorts, Las Vegas Is
a good bargain.

115. Las Vegas is at
eritertaiiu.nt ompitol.

116. Las Vegas is a safe
place to visit.

117. Las Vegas is at exciting
place to visit.

118. Las Vegas is tt* Mwrican
way to play.

Neithr ~rm
Strongly Somewhat Nor Disagree Somewhat Strongly I~n 't Ref./
-~ ~

1 8 9

1 8 9 15

1 8 9

1 8 9

1 8 9
119. Las Vegas is a great place

to have met ings ad
a)nvent ions.

1 8 9

N 120. It~u1d you ~nsider going to Las Vegas
in the future?

~*t~y not? (MULTIPLE t~4TI(MS N~IL~~?ED)
a' ~121.

C.

Yes . . . . .

- NO.. . . . . .

I~n't know. .

Refused/NA. .

Distance. . . .

Religious reasons
Tho expensive .

I
2
3Unfrierdly/Lack of ~urtesy . . . . 4

Tho ~t in Las Vegas. .... . . . 5
Difficult to ~t to by air/Air

service ............ 6

Other 7
(S~CIFY)

I:~n't know.
Refused/NA.

.08

* 0 0 0 0 S 0 0 0 0 0 0 9

120

f~J
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Now, a few cp.asstions Cor statistical pwpose. .

Dl. Gsrsrally q~eaking. ~ you think Republican.
of ~uirsslf - a~iI~,a J ~crat. .

- I- No geference
.4- Other . . .

~n't kr~.I Refused . .vvI I.

~uld you call yourself a
(Rap./r~u.) or a

I Str~tg. . . . 0 6 0 0

-Not wry strong. . .

~ kr~. . . . . 0 0

~ Refused . . . 0 0 0 6 S

Iv

* 0 0

* 0 0

* 0 0

* 0 0

4 411 c. ~a~y ~ you think of yourself
se a (Republican/L~w~crat)?
(P~BE FVR AT LEAS~I 1~O ESKNSES)

I,
e.i-'JI.a If'

~

C k)

* 0 0 0 0 * S S

* 0 0 0 * 0 0 *

* 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

** 0 0 0 0 S 0

* 0 0 0 0 0 0 *
* 0 S 0 0 0 0 0

* 9 0 0 0 0 0 0

I b. I~yoatkainkofyoirs.lf as
closer to the Republican or
tkw ~cratic Party?

Ref used . . . . . . * . .

a

* 0 0

* . 0

* 0 0

* 0 0 5
* . . 8
* 0 0 9

I,
* 0 6 0 1.
* . . . 2
* 0 0 * 3
* * * . 8
* 0 0 0 9

*d. I4iy b you think of yourself
closer to the (~ublican/

r~iVcratic) party?
(~BE R~R AT LEAST lI'~J i~ESR~ISES)

.' 'i I

..I ~ *~

Kj'

I u-yu,-.0 vw- ~ ____________________________________________e. Have you a1~ays t.-x~uyht ci yourself 4f. Have you aiweys tkEuyht ci yourself
~ a (Republican/I~,~at) or is ~ closer to the (Republican/f~m)-.
this a recent thing for you? cratic) party or is this a recent

thing for you? ~
AJways. . . . . . . . . . . . .1 Always. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . I
In-between (VrLJI1TEERED). . . .2 In-between (\~LLHTE~ED) . . . . . .2
Recent. . . * . . . . . . . . .3 Recent. . . * . . . . . . . * . . . 3
~n't kr~i. * * * * . . * . . .8 I~rit knnw. * * * * * * . . . * . . 8

* * * *...................9 Refused/NA. * * * * * * * * * * * * 9

1 SPECIAL VARIABLE: SPECIAl.. DENOGRAfflIC 1Y~8LE- X4D<4[EX/NCR4AL S~VTE

(53j) ______________________________ ~1
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I~. In Uw lest ~mra1 lecticn in ~*dch
you a~ot.4, ~alch a~r k*st describes
I~w you i~tad £01 state il lc~al of~

(V6) floss wot~ es ~vemar and aerator?
(~D OIDI~ I 1~I~ 7/ALlU~AlE
lOP ID WFDVBOrlvM ID ID?)

Straight L~nK~cratic
Mostly tarocratic . .

A few irore taicorats thi
Republican . . . .

About egually for both
parties . . . . . *

A few rore Republicans
than tauvcrats. . .

Mostly Republican . .

Straight Republican .

* . . . . .01
* . . . . .02

0 0 0 * *

* . . . . .04

* .05
*.06
* .07

Otwr
SNCIF'Y)

Newer ~ted . . . .

~a t k:~. . . . . 6

Refused/NA.. . * . *

D3. Are you o~rrently registered to '~te
at your present eddress?

cv
Yes . . . . . .

. . 0 ~ 0 ~ ~ 0 ~

Registered elsewtwre.
~n t kn~. . .

Refused/NA. . .

2~ER

.3
.8
* 9

SPECIAL VARIABLE ITJR~JOUT IEIGH'IS

SPECIAL VARIABLE COLLAPSED DJR~JT

74..76zEX'IRt4
77=308 ID
78-80 JCB NO

.09
.98

.99
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088. *Iat is y~.ar ~pracimmte age?

(V1O)
18-24 years .

25-29 years .

30-34 years .

35-39 years .
40-44 years
45-49 years .
50-54 years .

55-59 years .
60-64 years .

65-74 years .

75 and ~er .

Refused . . .

. . 0 0 0 0 0 0 .15

* 0 0 0 0 0 0

* . S 0 0 0 6

* 0 0 * S S 0

* 0 0 0 0 * 0

6 0 0 0 * 0 0 .40

.20
25~

* 0 ~ ~ 0 ~ .45
.50

* 0 0 0 0 * 0 * 055

* . * . . . . . .60
* . . . . . * . .65

D9. 1 tat is the last grade of school you
CCzipleted? Grads school cc lass (Grads 1-8).

Scmin high school (Grads 9-11)
Graduated high school . . . . .
Vocational ~ SCIKXil.
Sauie college - 2 years or less.
SaTe college - u~rs than 2 years.
Graduated college . . . . . . . .
Post-graduate work. . . . . .
Refused * . . . . * . . . . .

010. Are you currently. . . .(RLAD 1-5; C?'JEANSWER ONLY) EkT~1oyed and working full-time.
E~rployed and working ~rt-tizue.
Unenployed. 0 0 0 6 0

Retired.............. 
0

Hou~~ife........... . . .

C' Ten~orarily laid off (VOLUNTEERED). 6

Other _________________________ 7
(SPECIFY)

I~nt knc~i.......................8

.5

Ref used,'NA. . . . . ........................

1

5
6
7

9

.3

.4
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Dli * ;t~at Is y~w present rital status?
____ Married . . . . . . .

Separated . . . . . *

Widov/Wido~r . . .

Refused/NA. . . . . .

Dlla.(IF tRRIED) Is yotw qiouins oarrently
.(~AD la.5; OlE MS1rR 01.!)

hploy.d afxI ~rkir~ full-tue.
bployed avi ~rking part-time.
Lhasnployed. . . . . . . . . .
Retired . . . . . . . . . . .

.1

.2

.3
54
.5

Thw~orarily laid off ('.U.LD4TEDtED). 6

Other 7

(S~CIFY)

Ref used,'NA. . . . . . . . . . . . . 9

D13. F'romn the following list, what bI~ild ya~
say is the occupation of the primary
wage earner in y~ar family?

Dl 5 * ~s anyone in y~ir ~seIx~ld cb any
farming?

-- I
U ft

Salaried employee (manager, salesman ~

acocuntant) . . . . . . . . . .

Self-employed . . . . . . . . . . .02
Retired . . . . . . . . . . . . . .03
Professional (~ctor, lawyer, CPA) .04
Tradesman (carpenter, foreman,

machinist). . . . . . . . . . . .0
Executive (~rporate officer) . . .06 "'

Hai~u'naker . ................... . . . . .07
Services (ru~rse, ~xlice, military).08
H~ir1y i~rker (lakxrer, typist) . .09
Student . . . . . . . . . . . . .10
Education (teacher, coinselor) . .11
Other . . . . . ............................. 12
D~n 't know.................... .98
Refused/NA...................99Respondent. . . . . ..................... 1

Other nesiter of I~usehold . . . . . 2 4o~)

Ref used.......................... 9

Single. . . . 0 0 0 0 * 0 0 0 0 S

. S ~ ~

* . 0 0 0

* 0 ~ S *

. S S S 0

* S 0 0 0

* 5 5 5 5

Si

.2

.3

.4

.5

.8

.9
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D18 * Is ~.ar ~rk or wuyo~. in y~w tDus~ld
in the field ~ health, ducatiaa, or
social ~.1far usrviom?

~UPOfldSflt . 6 0 0 6 S 000 6 0 0e

~fussd . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 9

D19. fbs N~yorm in y~ar t~usbo1d ~long to Ia~or w~ion or te~hws
(CI~Lg A a~c LHD WDI in~~r~mrr MID ODhD

Labor 'x~icn. . . . . . . . . * . * * * * * * * * * * 1 1#1~,acherse sociation. * * * . . . . . . . . . . . . 2 2

No. . . . * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 3 3R.fused/Singl. iui'~r ~.imI~ld. . . . . . . . . . . 9
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D~1. Is your religious beckground Protes-
tant, ~ Catk~lic, Jewish or
bom~~~.lm? (IF UONmINQ ~sE

QIRISTIAK, ASK:) Is
that a Christian d urch?

Protestant (e.g. Deptist,

Rauan CattxJlc. . . .
Jewish. . . . . . . . .

I- Other Christian . .

Other Non-mChristian/
Utwp.cifi.d . . . . .

Agnostic/Atheist. . .

Norw. . . . . . . . . .

RefuSed . . . . . .

. .

.4

. . . . . 5

. . . . . 6

. .

. . .9

.7

.8

D21X. kuld you say that you go to d~archI READ Cfl0E~)
* . Every ~ek.. * .

AIzvx~st ~ry ~rsek
~ce or twios a with
A few tinus a year.
Never . * * * . . . .

Rnfne*v4

7

D25. Whichof the following incxuiw groups Under $10,000. . . . . . . . . . .0includes your 'flYCAL H0USE~I0LD INCXJME SIO,000.-$15,000 (14,999). . . . . .1in 1984 before taxes? (Just stop no $15,000-$20,000 (19,999). . . . . .2
when I read the ~~rrect category) S20,000-S25,000 (24,999). . . . . .3

S25,000-S30,000 (~,999). . . . . .4
S30,000-540,000 (39,999). . . . . .5
$40,000-S50,OoO (49,999). . . . . .6
$50,000 and owr. . . . . . * . * .7
~n 't know. . . . . . . . . . . . .8
Refused . . . . . . . . . . . . . .9

* . . .

. . . .

I.5
.4
.3
.2
.1
.8

D26. (TRANSFER EI~M NATIONALITY C~ ASK:) Is
your racial or ethnic heritage white,
black, hispanic or what? B lack . . . . . . . .

Hispanic/Spanish Arerican!
Chicano . . . . .................

Oriental..................
~1erican Indian............
Other . . . . . . . . .

Not ~certained . . . .

. . .1

. . .2

. . .3
.4

. . .5
. . .6

. . .9



D27. Lmtly, what is yaw zip c~I. pisas.?

-32- 4

- -

D28. Sx: (BY OB6~ATIOI)

SPECIAL VARIABLE: SrAa JS~)UPS/HIS ItRIcAL ~R ~UPS

SPECIAL VARIABLE: PAm'Y~XM~X.ZCANDI[w ,.Ih tfl~~ ~(JP

SPECIAL VARIABLE: INTE~T (1'!4)

SPECIAL VARIABLE: ~
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* U.S. National #2 Omnibt Study Job #P85040
Question 3: What kinds of changes do you think need to be made?

01 No one in office more than six years!
Let legislature run for 1 term not 2

02 Better leadership in government/We need new politicians/
change in government officials/Different officials!
Change the people in office

03 More honesty in politics/People in office need
better moral values/Reduce corruption in government

04 Our political system/Need a new system/
Not a well-balanced system

05 changes in government should be by the people/
They should respond more to the majorities' opinions/
Popular vote instead of electoral vote

06 The way they run Congress/The Administration/
Relationship between Congress and the President

07 The President/Need a new president/
Need a different president/Replace the President

08 Not enough for the poor/Help poor people/Concern
for the poor/Underprivileged citizens need help/
Concern for the homeless

09 Not enough for the middle class/More needs to be done
for middle and lower class

N
10 More concern for the people/Think more about the people

O in the country/Start looking out for people in this
country/Interaction with people instead of issues

11 Domestic problems/Domestic policy

12 Social Security/Changes in Social Security/Social
Security should still be given/Taking money from Social
Security/Not fair to older people - Social Security

13 Hold down inflation/Prices are too high

14 Income taxes/Make income tax more fair/

Make federal income tax more equitable

15 Taxes are too high/Reduce taxes/Taxes need to be lowered

16 Taxes/Tax system/Tax reform/Changes in taxes/
Tax structure/Need fair taxation/
Taxes are way out of line/Taxes need to be re-worked

17 Be fairer to the middle class paying taxes/
Taxes are hurting working people



* U.S. National #2 Omnibaw Study Job #P65040
Question 3: What kinds o~hanges do you think need 9 be made?

18 The deficit/National debt/Reduce the deficit!
Get our spending under control/
Deficit spending/Cut spending/Spending less money

19 Better education/Should do something tot schools

20 Bring prayer into schools/Need to put God back in schools

21 Need Christians in government/Need to turn more to God/
People need to be more in tune with God's direction

22 The judicial system needs to be changed/
Supreme Court overhaul

23 Need changes in criminal law/
System of paroling convicts is bad/Crime

24 The Arms Talks/Stop the "Star Wars" talk/
Should keep publicity about "Star Wars" secret

25 Nuclear situation/Arms race/Nuclear war race
1V

26 The military/Defense/Warfare

27 LesS defense/Less money on defense/
Less spending on the m ilitary/
Military budget should be trimmed

N 28 Our trade policy/Balance trade/Foreign trade balance/
Knock out all imports/Stop foreign imports!
Too many imports/Importing too much/Should buy more American

29 Tax foreign products/Higher tariffs on imports & exports

30 Less foreign aid/Stay out of foreign countries/
Focus on problems here, rather than overseas/
Take care of ourselves instead of other countries

31 Foreign policy/More concern for foreign affairs/
Our relationship with other countries

32 Get tougher with Russia/Situation with Soviet tjnion/
Communism

33 Better jobs/Create jobs/Need work/Need jobs for people/
More jobs

34 The economy/New economic policies

35 Should take a tougher stand on terrorism/
Hostages being taken care of



* U.S. National #2 Omni* Study Job #285040*
Question 3: What kinds o~hanges do you think need W be made?

36 strict rule for aliens/Send refugees back/
Send foreigners out of here

37 Farming/Farming policy/Need a better farm policy/Farmers
need help/Government should do something for the farmers

38 DeaLing with welfare/Welfare cheats should be caught

39 Medicare/Health system/Medical research

40 Senior citizens/Seniors need help/Concern for the aged!
Keeping programs for the elderly going/
Consideration for the elderly

41 Too much government/Too much bureaucracy

42 Minorities/Minority leaders should be more involved/
Problems with minorities

43 Housing/Need more housing/Build more housing
'U

44 Cut salaries in government/Top heads of government get
paid too much/Cut the President's salary

45 Women's rights/Back equality of gender

96 All other miscellaneous responses
N

98 Don't know
N

99 Refused/No answer

V

C



Question ASi: What are le of the things you like *st
about Geo~ Bush?

01

02

03

04

05

* 06

** 07

** 08

** 09

** 10

** 11

** 12

*** 13

*** 14

*** 15

*** 16

**** 17

**** 18

**** 19

**** 20

***** 21

***** 22

***** 23

24

Like candidate/Nice

Good per5on/Fine

Airight/Okay/Doing a good job

Trying/Does his best

Hard worker/Works bard at job

Honest/Integrity/S incere/ Fair

Intelligent/Sharp/Educated

Responsible/Dependable/Conscientious

Well -informed/Knowledgeable

Articulate/Talks well

Experience/Background/Qualified

Respectable/Respectable person

Aggressive/Go-getter

Energetic/Energy/Active

Straightforward/Forthright/Outspoken

Gets things done/Competent

Public servant/For the people

Concerned/Compassionate/Thoughtful

Works for the country/Loyal to the country

Loyal/Dedicated

Personable/Personal ity/Likeable/Charismatic

Friendly/Outgoing/Congenial

Down-to-earth

Firm person/Willing to take a stand/Takes a firm stand/

Consistent

For minorities/Helps minorities/Dealing with Hispanics

Holds down spending

9%

C)

N

C

Cr



Question A81: What are IL. of the things you like *st
about George Bush?

27 Issues/Views/Pal ices/Philosophies

28 Foreign affairs/Foreign policies/Foreign relations

29 Republican

30 Conservative

31 Vice-president

32 Leadership quality/Strong leader

33 Reagan's man/Works with Reagan/Follows Reagan's
policies/Philosophies

34 Was an ex-member of the C.I.A./Central Intelligence Agency
director/Former C.I.A. agent

35 Cool/Calm and collected/Very calm/Calm and composed

36 Handles the deficit well

37 Would make a good President/Would make a strong

President

38 Held a variety of government positions (unap)

39 He is a diplomat/Diplomatic

40 Decisive/He' s decisive/Determined

41 He's from Texas/From my home state

42 Terrorism/Might handle terrorist situation better

43 Not too conservative/More moderate than most
Republicans

94 Everything/Like everything about him

95 All other issue related responses

96 All other miscellaneous responses

97 None/Nothing

98 Don't know/Don't know him

99 Refused/No answer



Quest±rn Ml: What are £0 of the things you like @st

about Geo~ lush?
C~bined responses

* Trustvorthy

** Competent

*** Strong

**** Concerned

***** Personable

7%J

0*



Question A82 & A82a: ~?are some of the things yaP

don't like about George Bush?

01 Does not do job/Has not done job

* 02 Not honest/Sincere/Untrustworthy

* 03 Does not keep promises/Does not keep word

* 04 Political/Politics - cheap/Political tactics/
Typical politician

** 05 No experience/Lack of experience

06 His speaking voice/Way he comes across

07 Weak/Spineless

*** 08 Says one thing does another/Contradicts himself/

Not consistent/Wishy-washy

*** 09 Talks too much/Too much talking/Talks, no action/

Puts his foot in his mouth

*** 10 Not outspoken/Does not take a stand

*** 11 Not getting anything done/Has not done much/

Takes time doing things

12 Doesn't care about he people/Cares about no one

13 Voting record/Way he votes
fm~.

14 Ideas/Views/Policies/Issues
0

15 Spends too much money/Spends foolishly

16 Does not keep in touch with the people/Does not
communicate/Does not inform the people/Don't see
him much

17 Low profile/In the background/Not in the limelight/
Needs more experience

18 Republican

19 More moderate

20 Giveaway program - too much welfare

21 Too much for big business

22 Too many junkets/Trips at taxpayers expense

23 Views on labor/Pro-labor union



WhDate some of the thingsQuestion A82 & AS2a: don't like about George Bush

24 Abortion stand

25 Does nothing on taxes/Taxes should be lowered

26 Obnoxious/Superior attitude/Arrogant/Pushy

27 view on foreign policy/Should not be involved in other
countries

28 Doesn't stand with Reagan

29 Rubber stamp for Reagan/Second hand man

30 Conservative

31 He's a "yes" man

32 Lacks leadership qualities

- 33 Not Presidential material/Not qualified as presidential
candidate

34 Was an ex-meuber of the Central Intelligence Agency/
Former C.I.A. director

O 35 His personality

36 For the rich

37 His performance in the debates/Came across poorly

C in the debates

38 Not aggressive enough/Not forceful

39 His wife/Don't like his wife

40 Tn-lateral Commission/Belongs to the Tn-lateral
Commission

C..

41 Too easily swayed/Crowd follower

42 Not conservative enough/Not a conservative/Too liberal

94 Everything

95 All other issue related responses

96 All other miscellaneous responses

97 None/Nothing



Question A82 & AS2a: Whta2~e some of the thi:~oP

don't like about George

98 Don't know/Don't knov him

99 Refused/No answer

Couibined responses m negative

* Untrustworthy

** Incompetent

*** Weak

**** Not concerned

***** Not personable



Question B81: If George Bush became President in l9~ what
are the things you think he would handle
particularly well?

01 Economy/Economics/Economic growth/Get economy moving

02 Unemployment/Jobs

03 Businesses/Getting industry back on its feet

04 Work to lower taxes/Reforming taxes/Help taxes
poor pay less and rich pay more

05 National deficit/Reduce federal budget deficit/

Budget/Balance the budget deficit
06 Government spending/Federal spending - reduce it/

Bringing down government spending/Cutting waste in
government spending/Financial things

07 Military spending/Defense spending

08 Defense/National defense/Defense of our nation/
Security - military/Enforce the military/
Our military position/Strengthening the military

09 Foreign policy/Foreign affairs/Foreign relations/
International affairs/Negotiations with foreign

O countries/Experienced in foreign affairs

10 Ex-CIA administrator - would do good/
CIA covert activities

11 Diplomacy - could negotiate in sticky situations because
of quietness/Protocol - he is a diplomat

12 Help relations with Soviets and improve working relations
with them/Good meeting with Russians

0' 13 Help nuclear disarmament/Nuclear arms/
Working out a nuclear arms control

14 Foreign trade/Foreign imports - get the trade going better/
Straighten out foreign trade/Trade deficit/
Trade with China and India

15 Terrorists/Terrorists in foreign countries/Dealing with
terrorists/Hostage situations/Won't cater to extremists
as much

16 Carrying out some of the principles Reagan has instituted/
Follows Reagan well/Continue to do what Reagan has done

17 Welfare program/Not give away money to everyone/
Welfare is a priority program



Question BSl: If George~sh became President in l9~ what
are the things you think he would handle
particularly well?

18 Social Security/Social Security programs for the elderly

19 Domestic affairs/Handle domestic policy better than Reagan

20 Education system/Education is in priority

21 Good job on the drug task force in Florida/
Narcotic contraband

22 Labor problems/On labor

23 Administration management/Corn etent administration
for Bureaucracy cutting/organization/Government
as a whole, would be a better leader/More experience

24 Dealing with people/Could handle people in politics

25 Speaks well/Debate would draw well from other peoples'
weaknesses

26 Public relations/Relations with the media

27 Parties - social engagements/White house parties/
Barbecuing out on the Rose Garden lawn

28 For the poor/Sensitive to need of poor

29 Get us out of wars/Not a war monger

30 Farmers/Work on farm policy

31 Stand on abortion/Follows Reagan on abortion

95 Everything/Entire office

96 All other miscellaneous responses

97 Nothing/Don't think he does well/Won't handle anything well

98 Don't know

99 Refused/No answer



Question B82: What are ~e things you think he mighPhandle
poorly?

01 Economy/Economics/Doesn't get publicity on economics/
Everyone promises to get the economy in order

02 Unemployment/Jobs not getting jobs/Employment

03 Deficit/Budget deficit/Reducing the deficit/National debt/
Not enough of an economist to help the deficit/
Reduce deficit spending/Financial affairs

04 Defense/Military/National defense/Defense system/
Concerns about disarmament/Would reduce the military

05 Defense spending

06 Foreign affairs/Foreign relations/Foreign policy!
Foreign policy, detrimental to certain sides

07 Relations with the 3rd World; Africa, Middle East!
Appear snobbish to 3rd World, Central America and
Mid-east

08 Relations with the Soviet Union/Russia

09 Foreign relations with communist countries/Handling the
communists/Relations with China

10 Foreign trade/Trade policy

11 Working with farmers/Farming/Lack of concern for
farmers

12 Taxes/Changing the tax reform laws

13 Labor unions/Anti-union/Labor relations

14 Education/State education/Aid to education
Public schools

15 Not helping middle class/Middle classes

16 Concerns about the poor/Lack of concern for the poor/Care
of our poor/The lower classes/Caught short in handling
elementary human rights of the poor

17 Welfare/Treatment of welfare people/The whole country -

welfare

18 Women's rights/Women's issues

19 Civil rights/Equal opportunity/Affirmative action

20 Social Security/Cuts in Social Security



Question B82: What are the things you think he might handle
poorly?

21 Food stamps/Food stamps - give to people that don't need it

22 Leadership/Don't know if he could lead/Being a leader

23 Lack of ability to work with Congress/Would not stand
up to congress/Relations with Congress/DoOSfl't have
the personality to handle Congress that Reagan has

24 The government - don't think he should be president!
The internal govern~ent/~ything involving the
executive branch of the White House/Not capable

25 Domestic affairs/Domestic problems in general (unsp)

26 Not .strong enough/Does not have strong image/
Not strong enough personality to stand up for what he
believes/Not sure he would take a strong stand/Not a
strong person, not forceful

27 Abortion, seems to put it down in his speeches/
Human rights - abortion

28 Public image, speaking ability, motivation lacking/
Not making progress, doesn't show for the public!
Public personality, doesn't come across on television well

29 Personality might not come across as good as it should/
He'd stumble along, not an outstanding president

30 Hopes that emotions don't take over for common sense/
Might fly of f the handle in diplomacy, could Bush hold his
temper

31 Work too much like Reagan/Make things worse like Reagan
is doing now/Follows too much like Reagan

32 Terrorism/Too lenient - ex-hostage situation
C.

33 Star Wars/Star wars project

34 Social services/Social issues

35 Concern for minorities/Working with minorities

36 Will spend more money/Would be spending more

37 Environmental problems - has no experience/Not enough
attention to air and water problems

95 Everything/Will do everything wrong



Qiaestltn 362: What are I things you think he aiqhPhandle
poorly?

96 All other aiscellaneous responses

97 No, wouldn't do a bad job on anything/Would do a fine job

98 Don't know

99 Refused/No answer



Question Dl: Why do you t9ink of yourself as a R.pub#can?

01 Republicans are good for the country/Ran the
country well in the past/They're leading us in
the right direction/Setter when in Republicans
are in office

02 Like their views on jobs/Have more working people
at this time

03 Because of business/Ideas about business/
I was in business - agree with their views

04 Economic policies/Better grip on economics/
Their economic changes

05 Against welfare/They believe people should work
for what they get/Every man should take care
of himself - no handouts

06 Republicans hold on to money/They manage money

07 I agree with free trade/Better grip on trade

08 I voted for Reagan

09 Ronald Reagan/In favor of Ronald Reagan/I like Reagan/
I believe in Reagan/I like our President

C
10 Ronald Reagan is doing a good job/Like what Reagan

'1 is doing/Agree with what Reagan says

N 11 Like the candidates/The people on the Republican
side/The people I like are Republican/Like the

C Republicans/Like the people in the party

12 Like the job that they do/Because or the past
performance of the party

13 Lean more toward the Republican policy/
Approve of their policies/Policies are great/
Their views are closer to mine

14 I vote Republican/Vote more for Republicans
than Democrats/My voter's registration/
Registered Republican

15 I'm conservative/More conservative/I have
conservative beliefs/They are more conservative/
Being Republican is more conservative

16 A family tradition/Family background/
Parents are Republicans/I've been one all my life/
Was raised that way



Question Dl: Why do you ~nk of yourself as a Repub#can?

17 Just according to who's running/Lik. the people
rather than the party/The man is the most important
thing/strongly agree with the candidates

18 Defense stance/Defense/Nor. for the military
19 Tax reduction/Ideas on reduction in taxes
20 Don't like unions/Against unions

21 Stand on defense spending/Military spending

22 Stance on abortion

23 For the poor

24 Prayer in school issue

25 Minorities/Views on minority rights

50 Jimmy Carter didn't do such a good/Because of Jimmy Carter

51 Democrats have been big spenders lately/
Democrats caused the deficit

52 Democrats are too liberal

53 Don't like Democrats/Don't like people in the
Democratic party/Didn't like select i on for President

93 All other issue responses

94 All other miscellaneous responses

95 All other Reagan responses

96 All other negative Democrat responses

98 Don't know

99 Refused/No answer



Question Dl: Why do you t9nk of yourself as a Democt?

01 It's a good party to be in,'
It's something to be proud of

02 Democrats are for the working people/
I'm a poor working stiff/I'm a working middle class man,'
Working man/I'm a blue collar yorker

03 Like the way they run welfare,'
They believe in giveaway programs for the needy

04 Usually like the Democrats/Like them,'
Most of my heros are Democrats

05 Candidates I usually pick are Democrats,'
Usually like the Democratic person who' s running!
Candidates are down-to-earth

06 Make better leaders,'
Better when Democrats are in power

07 Majority or the presidents have been Democrats,'
All Democratic presidents have been good

08 Agree with Democratic issues/I believe in the
way they believe/Ideals are the same as mine,'
Like what they stand for

0
09 Registered as a Democrat/I vote Democrat!

Always voted for Democrats,'

N 10 I tend to be liberal/I'm more liberal than conservative,'
Like their liberal policies/Liberal is good

11 Family is Democratic/Family members/Family background,'
Runs in the family/Family heritage,'
It's the way I was brought up

12 Everyone around me is one/Because I live in Chicago

13 Union member/Believe in the labor movement,'
Party standings concerning labor unions

14 More for the public/For the people/We are for the people,'
Platform is geared toward all people, not just the rich,'
Help the average citizen

15 Democrats stand up for the poor,'
Democrats are more for poor people,'
Democrats are more for the poor class,'

16 More for the lower class,'
Their concern for the little guy



Question Dl: Why do you think of yourself as a Democrat?

17 No bread lines when Democrats were in of fice/
Came through the depression

18 Issues on minorities/Supportive of minorities

19 Social reform/Agree with their social economic views

20 More open-minded/Would like the country to be
more open and free

21 Pro-abortion/Pro-choice issues

22 Believe in E.R.A./Equal rights for women

23 Like the Kennedy's/Ted Kennedy/Needed help and
got it from Senator Kennedy

50 Republicans are more for money/
Republicans are only for rich people

- 52 Republicans are too conservative

53 Don't like Reagan/Republicans are for Reagan

54 Don't like Republicans
0

55 Republicans are for big business
N

93 All other issue responses
N

94 All other miscellaneous responses

95 All other negative Reagan responses

96 All other negative Republican responses

or 98 Don't know

99 Refused/No answer



1174EITV 2321 "A81 ' 96:Goo~ tami.Ly man
2*5~3Z~V-2 321 "AOl- - - A-96r~LOyj~. to country
l~94SLTV~ 2522. "ABi 41" 96:H@~a Texan
165IBITV 3321 "AS2 2.6" 9&:Co be very cau5tic
1689E1TV 3321 "A82 " 96:Narrow minded
2309E1TV 1522 "03 " 96:Roads
2334E1TV 1522 "03 43" ~6:3uild more housing
2412E1TV 1522 "03 " 96:Don't agree the Parochial should have tax break
118lEITV 6522 "lDcdDem N 93:Nore for education
1.64~E-1TV 6321 "lDo4De"--9~What Reagan has done to the country
232211TV 6321 "iDodDem ' 93:More conservative for peace
24O2EW 6321 N1Do4De54i3-1~:Disagree with Republican
2420E1TV 6522 "lDcdDem " 95:Concerned with environment
2420E1TV 6723 "lDcdDem " 95:Concerned with education
1-I73EITV 632~~1~w1DcdRe53K 96:Don't like Democrates
I175EITV 6723 '!lOcdR.la" 3~Gt~ji~ on taxes
l1~EITV 6522 "lDcdRel8't-93Stance on defense
l651EITV 6321 "lDcdRep " 93:Supports the farm area
1665E1TV 6321"lDcdRe53" 96:Don't like the people in Democratic party
l676EITV 6723 "lDcdRei#~ 93:Agree with military defense issues
23~1-9EITV 6321 "lDcdRel2" 94~hey get the job done
232.lEITV 6522 "lDcdReal" 93:Views on spending on military
2334E1TV 6321 "lDcdRe23" 93:They are for poor people
2~44EITV 6723 "lDcdRel8" 93:Need a strong defense
2439E1TV 6723 "lDcdRe24" 93:Prayer in school
2439E1TV 6924 "lDcdRe22" 93:Abortion
233i2EITV 4321 "81B " 96:Racial problems
2406E1TV 4321 "813 29" 96:Get us out of wars
244'2EITV 4321 "813 " 96:Probably do good job
2436E1TV 4321 "81B " 96:Fighter
24~'9EITV 4522 "813 " 96:School prayer
2j3~9EITV 4723 "81B 31" 96:Abortion
23~3EITV 5321 "823 " 96:Farmers
24'~0EITV 5321 "823 " 96:Hasn't common sense
*i~1JECV 2321 "ABi A~" 96:He is more moderate than many other Republicans
1P~30JECV 2522 "A81 " 96:He is not a phony
i~GJ~CV 2321 "A81 -41" 95:He might handle a terrorist situation better than Pr
J~2I;'ECV 3522 "A82 Q.~" 96:Don't like him as Vice-President
13'29JECV 3723 "A82 " 96:He is a Texas person
l~3ECV 3924 "A82 " 96:He has an oil background

£~ 'J s ~.' %-

2 4~9JECV
~-~JECV
~3~4JECV
22~lJECV
225lJECV
2462JECV
24-4JECV
2+&QJECV
24~1JECV
1~3 2 2JECV
33*aJECV
2Q64JECV
2I34JECV
a26~JECV
227OJECV
2457JECV
2458JECV
~4.~.3~3ECV
2263JECV
245BJECV
2463JECV
2*~tJECV
2488JECV
249OJECV
20563ECV
2~8JECV
247OJECV

1522
6321
6321
6321
6522
6522
6522
6321
6321
6321
6522
6321
6321
6321
6321
6321
6321
4522
4321
4321
4723
4522
4321
4321
5321
5522
5723

"03 " 96:Stronger laws on air po±±ut±on
"1DcdDe~"~6:Because of the present leadership
"lDcdDe~ 96:Republicans are into a lot of backing of big industr
"lDcdDem " 93:Agree with the way they cut taxes
"lDcdDem " 93:Agree with their views on military spending
"lDcdbe~~' 94:Position on women's issues
"lDcdDea~" 96:Republicans would take women's rights back 100 years
"lDcdDE5~" 96:Don't like Republicans
"lDcdDem " 94:They are more for the elderly than the Republicans a
"lDcdRep " 93:Deficit
"lDcdRe~" 93:Military spending
"lDcdRe~ " 96:Everytime there has been a war, the Democrats have b
"lDcdRep" 93:Agree with their foreign policy
"lDcdRefr~" 96:Didn't like who the Democrats had for Presidential c
"lDcdRep " 96:Democrats have not showed me anything that makes me
"lDcdRep " 93:1 am for big business
"lDcdRep " 94:They help the people
"81B ~'%~" 96:Strong leader //

"81B " 96:Reduce taxes better than the Republicans
"81B " 96:Reduce the size of government
"81B " 96:Would follow Reagan on interest rates
"81B .- ~' 96:The farmers
"81B " 96:Conservation issues
"81B " 96:Forest
"82B " 96:Gun control
"82B .)~" 96:Environmental problems because he has no experience
"82B " 96:Attack of AIDS epidemic



uaJ~- 4Wd9 A~MW.L
~82BJLV 332V~A82
~0~7LV- l~2-2- "03
~05BJLV 1321
~32BJLV 1522
WOBJLV 6723
~363JLV 6321
~448JL~-E42 I
~493JLV 6321
~O8BJLV 6522
~13BJLV 6321
2223JLV 6522
~283JLV 6321
23OBJLV 6321
238BJLV 6321
Z81BJLV 6522
281BJLV 6321
297BJLV 6321
~09BJLV 4321
Z24BJLV 4522
226DJLV 4522
234~7LV 4321
2433JLV 4522
27SBJLV 5321
297BJLV 5522

"03
"03
"lDcdDe
"lDcdDe
"lDO4D
"lDcdDe
"lDcdPi
"lDcdRe
"iDodRe
"lDcdRe
"lDcdRe
"lDcdRe
"lDcdRe
"lDcdRe
"lDcdRe
"813
"813
"818
"818
"813
"823
"828

J. 7 7 ~. IY~ U.L~ ~U%~ 'gw~ ~ ~ w.~ www~ -- a

" 96:Don't like him
3l".96:Cle~t Lebenon. 4

ion, less homosexuals
" 96:Aid to college students

23" 94:Ted Kennedy is a Democrat
23" 94:1 like the Kennedys
53" 95:Don't like Reagan
a " 96:Things not going well under Republicans
i2~" 93:Don't beleive in Unions and other Democratic policie
p~" 96:Democratic party was an insult to American people la

" 93:Hore power to the state, fair share for state
93:LesB government controls
93:Against li~or and gambling

" 96:Disagree with Ted kennedy and ~ip O'Neill
" 93:They are more budget minded ~ /
" 95:Reagan more open for free trash

19" 93:Reduced taxes
" 96:Basic services and fundamentalists

28" 96:Xore sensitive to the needs of the poor
23" 96:Good leader
30" 96:Higher prices for farmers
28" 96:For the poor and middl. class

96: I~igration
" 96:Shift of responsibility from federal to state and lo

:35~JPWV
357JPWV
3~7JPWV

:358JPWV
3~JPWV
:5j~JPWV

:5~JPWV=
3~JPWV

:3923PWV
3~~JPWV

:3993PWV
5~JPWV

258OJPWV
2 3bJPWV
23773PWV
23 T~JPWV
2385JPWV
239 OJPWV
396JPWV
:399JPWV
:559JPWV
:574JPWV
:7O5JPWV
235OJPWV
2361JPWV
2366JPWV
237 OJPWV
2378JPWV
239 OJPWV
239 8JPWV
256 1JPWV
257 4JPWV
258 3JPWV
236lJPWV
2362JPWV
2365JPWV
237 OJPWV
27O9JPWV
27O9JPWV

6321
6522
6723
6321
6522
6321
6321
6321
4522
4723
4321
4321
4321
4522
4723
4321
4321
5522
5522
5321
5723
5522
5522
5321
5522
5321
5321
1321
1321
1522
1321
1321
1522
1522
1522
1321
1321
6522
6321
6321
6321
6723
6924

"lDcdRep
"lDcdRe2 4"
"lDcdRel8"
"lDcdRep
"lDcdRep
"lDcdRep
"lDcdRep
"lDcd222 1"
"813
"81B
"813
"813
"813
"813
"813
"8 lB
"8 lB
"8 2B
"82 B
"82 B
"82 B
"823
"8 2B
"8 2B
"82 B
"82 B
"823
"03
"03
"03
"03
"03
"03
"03
"03
"03
"03

30"

29"

37"
42"

42"
45"

42"
05"

10"
03"

"lDcdDe5 4"
"lDcdDem
"lDcdDem
"lDcdDem
"lDcdDem
"lDcdDe2 1"

93:Believe in free enterprise like the Republican party
93:Prayer in schools
93: Defense
93:1 agree with Republican labor issues
94:1 liked past Republicans - Nixon and Ford
96:If I wasn't the Democrats will have their way with e
94:Identified with morality and patriotism
93:Pro-choice issues, women's rights
96:Work on the farm policy
96:Prosecute people more
96:The job of President
96:His relationship with Congress
96:He would get things passed that Reagan couldn't
96:More for the morale of the country - patriotism
96:Reduce the size of government
96:Would work on his own and not do as he thought Reaga
96:Things that have to do with Texas - favors the South
96:He's wishy washy
96:Can't wind down the nuclear weapons problem
96:Law enforcement
96:State and local government
96:The legislation that will give up our freedom
96:Would need really excellent advisors
96:Dealing with minorities
96 :Housing programs
96:Foreign aid
96:Not enouqh attention to air and water problems
96:On a national level, don't like the situation for bi
96:Child support
96:Minorities are getting out of hand in this country
96:Back equality of gender
96:A revolution to overthrow the capitalist system
96:More housing
96:Should be more accountable to the public - they are
96:New media is privy to too much information, often ab
96:They're not thinking fairly for all people only thin
96:Politicians need to be more honest
96:Don't like Republicans
96:Republicans are so insulting, were so shamefull espe
94:Matured in the F.D. Roosevelt era and he is my idle
94:Everyone gets fair stakes
93:Democrats are pro-freeze
93:Ferraro's free choice stand on abortion



1481k13HV 2522 "ASi " 96:Not a strong hawk I±k~ the president.
348-1NJHV 2321 "A8-l~-- 07" 96:He~ a rational person and thorough thinker.
l5l2NJHV 2321 "ASi " 96: D~ 'tdo anything till he's eded.
158t~'IPL2.3-31---"A&1~." 19" 96:De~cated in general to the ctry.
1479N3HV 3321 "A82 " 96:He has an honest face.
1480N3HV 3321 "A82 " 96:Likes the way he supports the President.
1488N3HV 3321 "A82 " 96:He's much more competent than Reagan.
l520NJHV 3321 "A82 " 96:To have more say as a vice president.
1485*f~~HV l3~~l~*O1~ 44" 96:Start cutting president's salary.
l49~N3iI-J$3.3.-.iLGa~-- 33" 96:Loss of industry in the country.
15JIJ1W~*3*3?.~hLGe~.~d 05" 96:The public needs to have more say in the financial a
2654NJHV 1321 "03 " 96:Money means too much.
2669NJHV- 13.21 "O~- 10" 96:More concern for working people.
l2B9NJHV 6321 "lDcdDem "~4:They have done a lot for the country.
151-3kfJHV 6321 "lDcdDe05W~ 94:1 have the right to pick who I want.
21171JHV C3t-'tDcdDe5t~95:I'm disappointed with the way Reagan is handling the
2592NJHV 6522 "lDcdDem " 93:Their views on the trade policy.
2646NJHV 6522 "IDcdDe52j"94:I'm not conservative.
266tf,3*W~+334~JL1DcdDe5r2~'94:More of moderate outlook on things instead of so muc
i&G*NJiW 6733 "lDodR*22"'93:Abortion issue.
l5l7NJHV 6522 "lDcdRel9"'~3:Agree with ideas about reduction in taxes.
152ZNJIfV- 6Il-DcdRe2*4~ 93: Stand on abortion.
266lNJHV 6723 "lDcdRep " 96:Democrats have not put forth their political policie
2673NJHV 6321 "lDcdRel9~.!V93:They reduced taxes.
2ll8NJHV 4522 "81B " 96:Housing
267lNJHV 4321 "81B " 96:Taking vacations at Camp David.
2~22~JHV 5321 "82B " 96:State dinner at the white house.
2662NJHV 5321 "82B " 96:Not fair to the working man more for big business.
2~?4NJHV 5321 "82B 3O'~96:Dealings with liberals, he wouldn't beas paitient w
2l7ORRWV~ 1321- "03 05"-~6 : Give the vote to the people instead of congress
2~3RRWV 1321 "03 " 96:Can't take care of our own country
2l86RRWV 1321 "03 ",96:Too conservative now

42" 96:The president is trying to get rid of minority's rig
21j8RRWV 1723 "03 " 96:More solar research is needed
2l~4RRWV 1522 "03 39"K96:More medical research
2~O7RRWV 1321 ~'03 2l""~96:Should get back to God
2~193RRWV 6321 "lDcdDem " 93:More for social security
2~5RRWV 6522 "lDcdRep " 93:Against Vietnam War
216~RYf'v-632r-"1DcdRe20'~93 :Against labor unions
2iw3~W~V C 2+~~IL3DcdRe3~7S'94:Really don't think as myself as either
2l8lRRWV 6522 "lDcdRep " 94:Love Busch
2(~9RRWV 6321 "lDcdRep " 96:Didn't like the members of the democratic party
2l7CRRWV 4321 "BIB 29"') 6:Not a war monger

30~."~96:Farming issues
2~2RRWV 4522 "81B " 96:Decisive
2~87RRWV 4321 "81B " 96:Oil business
2697RRWV 4321 "81B " 96:He would terrify me
2lB9RRWV 5723 "82B " 96:Would not be re-elected a 2nd. term if he turns into
2697RRWV 5321 "82B " 96:Finish up where Johnson left off

1194JESV
1~52JESV
13 5L3JESV
136*JESV
l18~JESV
~~JESV
13S5JESV
'±±8&JESV
1-±~9*JESV
A~-~6JESV
1~3-6-5dESV
TT~tTESV
It9~tJESV
135OJESV
4a'~JESV
119 3JESV

2321
2321
2321
2321
3321
3522
3321
1522
1321
1321
1522
6321
6522
6321
6321
6321

"A81
"A81
"A81
"ABi ~
"A82
"A82 ~-e~!'
"A82
"03
"03 *.o'r"
"03 .)#"

"03 ~

"lDcdDem
"1DcdD~)~"
"lDcdDem
"lDcdDem
"lDcdRep?"

96:He's not Reagan
95:He's firm and consistent
96:He has good association with foreign leaders
96:
95:He's trying to evade income tax
96:won't represent the united states well
96:Reagan has not dxone much to redue the deficit
96:stop imports
96:Need different people in office
96:Imports tariffs
96:Help black people more
93:Republicans are for big business>< ~

.393:1 am not conservative94: Tradition
94:More for the middle class~'<
94:hey are more liberal .oDen



163 1ALKV ur* tor th. nm~~-
i ~ a ~l39SALKV 23a1 "ABi " 96:TlWfact that he is sponsorit~bis poll.l4l5ALKV 25*2 "ASi " 96:His nice hair 5tyle.

l4lSALKV 23a1 "ASi " 95:He's compromising.
~ 2AiAIV p5~p ~ 4a" ~5 : Not too conservative~ -l53OALRV 2321 "ASi " 95:Would do a good job with the people that are handica
1573AL)CV 2321 "ASi " 95:His appearance
l576ALKV 2321 "ASi " 96:Corporation influences.
.a.ouSAiiKV 23Zt ~ '-4r~ .~i*- terrorism.
l6lOALKV 232r 1~--~4V'. 96:He's from Texas.
l612ALKV 2321 'A~~- ~~4l" 96:He's from Texas.
l615ALK3L2an2'h3~ 41" 96:From home state.
l258ALKV 3522 "A82 " 95:Slures oft on women.
l26OALKV 3321 "A82 " 95:War monger.
l4l3ALKV 3723 "A82 " 96:He's going to be out of office.
l464ALKV 3321 "A82 " 95:Neglects agricultural affairs.
147OALKV 3321 "A82 " 96:Outward appearance.
l53OALKV 3321 "A82 " 95:Whites should get the same as blacks in benefits.
l-5~-3ALKV 35tZ "AS2 07" 95:Whimpy.
l551ALKV 3522 "A82 " 95:His economic plans.
l553ALKV 3321 "A82 " 96:He's from Texas
l556ALKV 3321 "A82 " 95:Too sensitive to political I.O.U.'s
l562ALKV 3723 "A82 " 95:Yes, he's in office.
l576ALKV 3321 "A82 " 96:Magnum in Exxon Corporation.
l577ALKV- 3321 "A#2 -42" 95:Not a conservative which is important.
1~9~1ALXV- 352k "AS-2 *-4V' 96:Nots- conservative enough
16O4ALKV 3522 "A82 " 96:Not as dynamic as Reagan.1~t8ALKV 3321 "A82 " 95:How he feels about nuclear weapons.
l6lOALKV 3321 "A82 " 96:Not a deep thinker.
1~1ALKV 3321 'A82 " 96:Whinney.
l633ALKV 3723 "A82 " 96:Policy on NLRB.
l~3ALKV 3924 "A82 " 96:Supreme court.
l~*,~8*L3szjz~*As2 -42" 96:Too liberal.
1238ALKV 1321 "03 " 96:Everything should be viewed equally.l~89ALKV 1321 "03 --42" 96:More minority leaders should be involved in all partlOALKV-i5~ "03 ---42" 96:Hinority unfairness
1~j7ALKV 1321 "03 04" 96:The system needs to go a little faster-7 -they are too1453ALKV 1321 "03 " 96:More communication.
1~4ALKV 1924 "03 " 96:Need better insurance rules.l464ALI~V-2l25~ "03 ,-45" 96:1 don't believe in Women's Liberation~
lUt~5ALKV 1522 "03 " 96:Too many freedoms being taken away.

1~6ALKV 1522 "03 " 96:Conservative.
l~66ALKV 1321 "03 A 32" 96:El Salvador and Cuba, Communism too close to homel569ALKV 1321 "03 " 96:Food and fuel prices need to be lower.
1583ALKV 1321 "03 " 96:Labor unions.
l6O5kLKV l3~l "03 41" 96:Government progran~s.13&7ALKV 6723 2'lDcdDe2a" 93~Agree with equal rights amendment.-
1398ALKV 6522 "lDcdDem " 93:1 think on the deficit issue they were pragmatic.14IGALKV ~ of what I've seen with the Republican party,
144OM~KW~924 "lDeer~21" 93:1 believe in abortion.~.-
1418ALXV 6723-"lDcdDe22.." 93:1 believe in the ERA~-
1538ALKV 6321 "lDcdDem " 93:The country fairs better with a democratic governmen1538ALKV 6522 "lDcdDem " 93:Economy used to be better.
1563ALKV 6522 "lDcdDem " 93:There for the farmers.l$94ALKV 632L2'~~1DedDe23'Lv94 : Cared- for the Kennedt' s a great deal. The U.S * was i1598ALKV 652 2"J.flcdDem " 94:Personality.
12S~5ALKV 63al-~- 1DcdRel8" 93:Done more for the military.
l263J'~LKV 6)31 ~I-lDc~D i'.-9-3-Reublicans provide for minorities.
140 L~63~2~A-~lDodRlgi' 93t'Pax-- reform
1463ALKV 6522 "lDcdRep " 93:More aggressive
l53OALKV 6321 "lDcdRep " 94:1 try to treat people like Jesus.
~ attitude towards free enterprise. --364AJ-634l~!lDedR.&~3~u~94:Don.'.t like democrats.
1572ALKV 6522 "lDcdRep " 96:The equality.
1-6flALKV 6522 "lDcdRe23"-- 93:The democrats are rich.

-p.--
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MARICETOP~NION RESN S

This survey of ~ults in the United States was conducted by Market
Opinion Research for the Republican National Committee, The major
purposes of the survey are:

* Th assess personal and job-related perceptions ofGeorge Bush, and to compare public perceptions ofBush with tt~ee of Pros Ident Reagan.
* To investigate voter support for Vice-President

George Bush in toth the primary and general elec-tions for President in 1988.
* To nap the national issue agenda, especially withrespect to the in~ortant issues of foreign trade and

international terrorism.

Research [~sign

Sanpie/Field

Fifteen hlundred (1500) telephone interviews were administered to ~
dhist~red, ~rooabi2.ity~proportionatetos~z 

random sample of U.S.
citizens, 18 years old or older living in the continental United
States. The intervie4ng was conducted between Septerv~er 17th and

25th, 1985.



1tw smyl. WE. stratified by tiw nitw U.S. Cmus regions.

Sliiio Fr ~ Csnsus ~ion

PPS Smiple
t4wit~er Thtal Nw~r

of Areas of Intwiews

Census ~oion

New aigland 16 79
Mid-Atlantic 49 245
East North Central 55 265
west North Central 22 111
South Atlantic 51 257
East South Central 19 95
west South Central 32 158

C-.' Mountain 16 80

Pacific 42 211

Totals 300 1500

Sample t~ights

The san~le was checked &ainst census data and previous survey re-

suits. ~justrnent ~ights i~ere applied by party identification, age

and race within re~ons. The ~ights "~re applied by the pr~gr~r~ used

in the subsequent analysis, i.e. fractional/~iachine *4eighing. The

weighted N for the sanpie is fifteen hundred (N=1300).

- ii -



MAMLTOe3NION Itf5I~I

l~ spl error for a si~l rar~ma s~I (36.1500) i~ ±2.5% at theI 95% level of confidence. This inans that ninety-five ~at of one

hxdred 5i~le ZWVJon sa~Is viii have their sauple estimate vithin
plus or minus 2.5% of the ~x~puLation vulus.

F~ta Processing

flu interviews wsre (xnducted, validated and edited in ICR's teleplune
facilities in L~troit, Fazmir~ton, and Livonia, Michigan. The can-
pleted interviews *re o~ded and keyed and the data r~in in the hone

N office of Market Opinion Research, L~troit, Michigan.

Staff Part icipat ion

E~sign/C).iestionnaire: Robert Teeter arid Frederick Steeper

Analysis Report: Julie I*eks and Frederick Steeper

- lii -



MARKET OflNION R~N 0
~scial h~inIYsLe ~ures In ths Rscort

Party 1~sntifiostion In tiw atalysis tables refers to the following

data:

Generall s aki do ou think of urseif as a Re ublican a

~ald v~a call yourself a strong (Rep./t~ui.) or a not very strong

Strong L~riocrat
Weak Deim~crat
Independent I~crat

Independent

Independent Republican
Weak Republican
Strong Republican

Other

Full
Scale

17%
17
12

10

13
17
14

Collapsed

Scale

~n. 46%

md. 10%

Rep. 44%

1

100%

0
- iv -

0
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Ststus Gz~qis in tim analysis tabls refer to the foll~4ng data:

Nucation
Less than High School Saw College ~st11.8. C~ad. Ckaduate College Greduatos

Fmily Inc~um

LOss than $15,000

$l5,000.'-$40, 000

~,er $40,000

I,
tA~R END II

I ____I IW1!LLIGD~IA
IIMIflCCZ aIMS _______

HIQI INC~'E

The above classification excludes the core I~nw~cratic social groups:
blacks, Hispanics, and Jews. The latter groups are coded separately
in the scale and are shown in the analysis tables only if there are

enough cases for reliable analysis.

These status groups have been found to have significantly different
issue interests and degrees of support for the Republican Party.

High inccmne
Intelligentsia
Nliddle class
Lower end
Jews
Hispanics
Blacks
Njot ascertained

Total

Distrjbutjon
of Index

15%
11
31
18
4
4
11
7

100%

-v -
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liistorical Thaor ~uy in the analysis tabl~ is another sociom

duu~graphic ssU!mntat~cn oE the population bind on religion, union
tUU~5Z~hiP, and region. bch u~ap is mitually sieclusive, that is, a

person can only be in cm ~oup.

(~tite Northern)
(~*iite Northern)
(~tite Northern)

Protestant
Catholic
Union
Southern whites
Jews
Blacks
II ispanics
All others

Total

Distribution

25%
13
14
26
4

11
4
3

100%

- vi -
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Otlur beolal Analytical Variables

Several Other analytical variables were created to aid in the

analysis. Unlike the previous qecial variables, them variables are
coq~osd ot perceptual rather than denragraphic data.

The presidentia~ Ballot Swwnary is a combination of questions 78,
79, and 60. A Core Republican votes for Bush on all three ballots aid

a Core 1~crat votes for the I~nrcratic candidate all three times.

Anti-(NAME) E~nx~crats vote for the ~cratic candidate in all but the

(NAME) vs. ~ish ballot. The pro-(NAME) Republicans vote for Bush in

all but the (NAME) vs. ~.zsh ballot.

Core I~rrccratic
Anti-Kennedy [~r1~crats
Anti-Hart C~,~crats
Anti-lacocca C~nvcrats
Pro-Kennedy Republicans
Pro-Hart Re~ublicans
Pro-lacocca Republicans
Core Repuolican
Others

Total

Distribution
of Index

24%
6

5
9
6
5
3
30

100%

- vii -



'ftuce - ~ 9E~te@tionim Lydia... Qie ~s a si~1. conbinat ion of
awst.*o.. 14 aid 24. Zn this insure, tree traders are those who
think Urn ~mtzy '@ald be better off vith ~e £oreign trade and nore
inports. Protectionists have the ~posite view.

1. Protectionist

Mixed

5. Free trader

Tbtal

Distribution
of Index

281
I 47%

191

The other index is a conbination of questions 13, 14, 16, 23, 24, and

25. It yields the following distribution:

Core ?rotectionist

Lean protectionist

NeutralAlixed

Lean anti-protectior~ist

Core anti-protect jry~ist

Total

Distribution
of Index

17%J
42%

25

13

28
45%

17

100%

- viii -

23%

100%



MMKITOPINION 1H b
It. "Military ~tiaa Jydex" is ooqriesd ~ qmsehons 33 to 37. Thorn
who favor tim qmstiom are w.antd to fom a 0 to 4 SOmle. Voters at
tim 0 em! ~pos military action in all the situations presented to
than, those who are a 4 favor it in all the situations presented to

than.

0 ~b military action

2
3
4 Military action in all cases

Total

Distribution
of ZIKISX

16%

28
23
9

100%

Seven "master attitudes" were uncovered in a past U.S. National study.
They were replicated in this study. These attitudes have been found
to significantly divide the electorate. The questions used to make up
these scales are listed in the question results. The distribution of

the scales are listed below:

Liberal
Mixed
Conservative

Total

Seven Master Attitudes

Gunboat Tradi- Gov't.
Diplo- Anerica tional Assis- G:,v't.
~ First Values tance 1~lfare

23~ 25% 20% 42% 22%
33 41 51 26 21
44 33 29 32 58

100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

union Black
P~enda Agenda

35% ' 17%
23 23
42 60

100% 100%

- ix -



MARKET C

Distribstion cC ~ricmi PLblic on Seven Nmstw Attitude Icales

Seven Attitudes

Qmboat
Di- Aerica

fradi- Q~v't.
tional
Values

Assis-
t~e

~v't. Lkdon Black

100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
100% 100%

1985-'Ibtal Electorate

Liberal position
Mixed
Conservative position

1983-Dtal Electorate

Liberal position
Mixed
Conservative position

l9 8 5-1~publican Primary
Electorate

Liberal position
Mixed
Conservative position

23%
33
44

25%
41
33

20%
51
29

42%
26
32

17 45
34 18
49 37

Ibtal

22%
21
58

35%
23
42

17%
23
60



b
qit~r, 1985
~al Results Ibtal Prijuar

Elac"' Blec-
toi'at. torate

I. ~ ~a fuel things in this ~untxy are
gsrwrally ping in the right direction
or ~ y~a fuel things have pretty
Seriamly ~ttsn oft on the wrong
track?

2. Osrurally qisaking, (~ ~a think air
political system and g~v.rvwsnt are
~rking fairly '.11 at tha present.
tim,, or ~ ya.a think tkuy md sig-
flit iceit changes?

3. ~at kinds of changes b ~vu think rued
~S~S)

Right direction . . . *

Wt~ track . . * * * *

RetUrned/Ia. . . . . . *

Working fairly ~ll . .

2::
to ha nude? C~BE ~)R AT LEAST '1W)

S~ A2~D TABlE

4. I~ you approve or disapprove of the Strongly approve. . . . . * .34
way ~ald Reagan is handling his job Somewhat approve. . . . . . .34as President? (WAIT R)R RESR2NSE MID S~i~what disapprove . . . . .12ASK:) Would that be strongly Strongly disapprove . . . . .1.5(approve/disapprove) or Just somewhat !bnt know. . . . . . ..................... 4(approve/disapprove)? Refused/NA.......................2

5. £~ you approve or disapprove of tbe Strongly approve.................22
way George Bush is handling his job Sanewhat approve.................35
as Vice-President? (WAIT RJR RESRJNSE Sc~what disapprove...............8
AND ASK:) Would that be strongly Strongly aisapprove...............9
(approve/disapprove) or just s~mewhat C~n't know......................23
(approve/disapprove)? Refused/NA.......................3

-1-

.39

.10

.1

66%.
24
8
I

* 0

00

00

@0

00

* 6

* 0

iO

.53

.43

.3
*

32
4
2

*



(IF ~ SIQIIFICAWI' OWI~S IN 0.2:)

.3 ~*iat kIa~ of do think rued to be nude? (Rmsponses of 2% or w'ore)

Total

The deficit/Nat lanai debt/~duoe the
deficitA~t a~r wending under
control/~ficit sperKlingtut sperKling/
Spending less u~ruy

Taxes/rax systauVrax refornvthanges in
texes/'l'ax structure/Need fair taxation/
Taxes are ~y out of linefraxes rued to
be re-icrkd

Better leadership in goverrunentA* rued
new politicians/Change in goverrutunt
officials/Different officials/Change
the people in office

- More concern for the peopletihink i~re
about the people in the country/Start
looking out for people in this
country/Interaction with people
instead of issues

Less foreign aid/Stay out of foreign
Countries/Focus on proble~ here,

NI rather than o~~erseas/Take care of
ourselves instead of other countries

The President/Need a new president/Need
a different president/Replace the
president

Better jobs/Create jobs/~4eed work/Need
r jobs for peopleA~1ore jobs

Changes in government should be by the
people/They should respond 'ore to the
majorities' opinions/Ropular vote
instead of electoral ~te

)2r trade pol::y 'Balance trade/Foreign
trade ~1ance 'Knock out all imports/
Too r~ny ur~orts/Thporting too riuch!
Should buy more American

More honesty in politics/~ople in office
need better moral values 'R~ecuce
corruption in government

Social Security/Changes in
Social Security/Social Security
sfr~uld still be given/raking

7% n~ruy frce~ Social Security/Not
fair to older people-Social
Security

fru judicial syste~ rueds to be
4 changed/Supreme Court .~erhaul

Farming/Farming policy/Need a
better far~'t pQlicy/Faruurs
need heip/Goverritunt st~uld do

4 smwthing for the farnurs
Not enough for the poorAlelp
poor people/Concern for the poor!
Underprivileged citizens rued
help/Concern for the ~ieless

4 Need changes in criminal law/
Stysta~i of parolling convicts
is bad/Crine

4 C).ir political systerrVNeed a new
system/Not a ~ll-bala~iced
system

Not enough for the middle class!
4 More needs to be done for middle

and lo~r class
4 Foreign pol icy/~4ore concern for

foreign affairsAX~r relation-
ship 'with other countries

ness defense 'ess ~cney on
3 defense 'ness spending on the

-iilitarv ~ itary budget should
~ tr~-ned

All' other miscellaneous responses

~on't know
Refused/No answer

C~,ibined Responses

Social/~iestic policy ~ent:.r'.s
Economic i~ntions
Foreign policy mentions
E~fense/Fore ign policy
Systemic chances

Taxes

-2

Total



idf~1*Ir~hL7 )'

0.6-12 Now I'd like to read ou Sw~ statenEnts about various issues in the ccunt * ftr each cm 3m. telim it
strongly agree, sonu~what agree, scxr~±what disagree, or strongly disagree.

0.26-31 Here are sai~ staten~nts about other issues in the country. Ibr each cm pl.. tell m if y~a strvmly ~m.
sai~what agree, scznewhat disagree, or strongly disagree.

Nither
Agree tkr

StronLJly Scm~what I)ieagree S~hat Stroi~ly I~n't tu~/
Attitude Scale #1 Ibtal ~ ~ (SAL.) ~ ~fl ~fimmd

'fl~ United States should never send trxVs
to fight in a civil war in another o~antry,
even if a x~mnunist takeover is likely. 100% 22 19 4 25 26 5 - 9

(Air econoitiy and security ~&xild suffer it
we diii not use military troops to protect
our interests iii other parts of the ~rld. 100% 41 32 1 13 10 3 +50

Attitude Scale #2

~ stK)uI(1 help only countries which are tor
us dod not help those which are ajainst us. 100% 41 21 4 19 11 4 +32

(Air o)untry has a nrral obligation to lEIj)
people in other parts ot the b~T1)r1d, INtO

those in neutral or unfriendly countries. 100% 22 34 2 17 22 3 +1?

Attitude Scale #3 6
It is all right for jAiblic sch~)ls L()
start each day with a prayer. 100% 55 21) 3 7 13 1

A ~uiian should have tIP~ legal right IA
have an abortion is she wants one. 100% 46 19 2 6 24 3 +36

(continued on next page)



Q.6-i2 Now I 'd like to read ou some stateuv~ntis about various issues in the * ft~r each aw Iein tell m ifstrongly agree, scivv~what agree, Scm~wIiat disagree, or strongly disagree.
Q. 26-31 Here are some statements about other issues in the country. Fbr each one please toIl if you stt~onoI.v ~.sam~what agree, somewhat disagree, or strongly disagree.

(conh 'd) Neither

Strongly Suewhat ~1~.~jreerscumswhit Strongly ~nt kn~/Nttitude Scale #4 'Ibtal kjree -~ PAIL) pj~~ ~ hfuinsd
If cities and towns around the cixintry need

tinancial help to improve their Schools,the cpverrunent in Wastiinsjtori (TucjIlt tiE) give Ithem the Iront.~y they nted. [00% 39 24 3 15 16 32 e32

The pverrLI~nt in Washington should see to
it that every person h&~ a job and a yrxxlstandard ot living. 100% 30 21 1 22 25 1 +3

Attitude Scale #5

ClainLs about welfare abuses are ~Jedtly
exaggerated; most people receiving welfareassistance truly need it. 100% 20 27 4 18 27 4 + 2
Tighter controls are needed in the federal
food stamp proyr~sn, many people mw

I>receiviny hxd stamps ck~n't deserve tht~n. 100% 53 24 1 9 9 3
Attitude Scale #6

Labor unions have become too big andpowerful for the pod of the country. 100% 42 23 2 15 15 3 +35
Labour unions are ~ necessary tiE)protect the ~arkiny man. 100% 31 35 1 16 16 2 +35

(continued on next pa(Je)

0 0



*

like to read you suri statements about various issues in the ~unt * Fbr each one learn tell rn if
5Cwm!wllatdisa

0 26-31 Here are some statements about other issues in the countly. For each one please tell ifsc~what agree, ~

(cont'd)

Neither
Agree NorStrorKjly Sonewhat Disagree &mmwhat Strongly [tnt kru~/Total Agree ~ (~R)L.) ~ Pi~. IbfumsdBlack j~ople in the country should he ~jiven

sj~cia1 conSideration for new jobs because
of past 'Iiscritnin~tion ajainst them.

(Combined with Jesse Jackson thenwrnw~ter
rat my to tor-rn scale #7)

100%
25 

45

(a)pf)f. Percentayc I)itference Index = ~ "Ayree" minus % Disagree~U

-44



Thinking ~ut ftreig~ trade ~r a mnt.

All in all, do you think that trade with
otter auntries, hoth baying wid selling
g~ds, helps the United States' e~n~y
or turts the United States' e~nomy?

Theal Pr~. ..y
Elec- Elec...

torate
Helps . . . . . . .
Neither (~LL3r1'3mu))
Hurts . . . . . . .

~ra ~t ~iw. . . . . 0

Refused/NA. . . . .

O ~

O 0

O 0

O 0

. 0 *

14. (hirer the rwxt several years, do ~., More. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .31thinkozr~Jratry~J1dbebett.roff Abcazttkwuuw.......* .28with z~r trade, less trade, or d~out lass. . . . . * * * * * * * * * * .34the trade, r~, with ~r.ign lbn't knw. . . . . . . . . . . . . 7~untries? (See, also, 0.24) Refused/NA. ... .0.***** .1

. .55%
0.4

.. 36
0.5

15. lb you kn~i of any q~ecific tzasirmsses
in your area that have been kurt ty
foreign c~et it ion?

Yes . . . . . . . .

Refused/NA. . . . 0

. . . . . . .46

* . . . 0

O ~ 0 0 ~

O 0 0 ~ 0 *16. Which of the fo11owir~ three d~oices do y~ think slK~uld be oar coantry's foreign

trade policy?

(RANDct4Iz~)

a. Ilave no restrictions on foreign imports ~ Anericans
can have the widest choice possible on
what to tuy at the loriest possible price........... . .16

~. Restrict foreign imports fr~ any country which
restricts our products and trade freely with all
'ther countries.......................................53

z. Restrict any foreign unports which threaten Pnerican
jo~ even if they are fran a country which doesn't
restrict our products.................................27

D~n 't krvy~..............................................3
Refused,'NA........................................ 

. . 1

.51

.2

-6-

13.

61%
2
32
5
*

35
27
31
6
I

48
49
2

0

lb



btal Electorate

Qw~ labor in foreign a~untrise

tags dmini2s by Mricw~ labor
Lmions.

Its selling of gnods at lass thin
cost by foreign ~anies.

R~or planning aid umiagswnt by
U.S. cov~anies.

Better ~aality of foreign ~xod~ts.

Lkifair trade policies of foreign
countries.

Republican Primary Electorate

Cluap labor in foreign countries

Wage demands by Anerican labor
unions.

The selling of pods at less than
cost ~y foreign canpanies.

Ror planning and r-~nager'ient q

U.S. ca~anies.

Better quality of foreign products.

Unfair trade policies of foreign
auntries.

~' 't
A~et AUair Yew Not At krori/

~ii
100% E6% 18% 8% 3% 5%

100%

100%

100%

100%

100%

47 11. 4 7

47 27 12 5 9

37 31 15 4 11

A (k~eat A Fair Very Not At
'Ibtal [hal Auu~unt Little All

100% 71% 17% 7% 1%

1.00%

100%

1.00%

1.00%

100%

I~n't
know/

Refused

3%

54 29 10 2 5

47 27 14 5

38 32 15 4 10

-7-



-
(2M.)Iibwa4f Us ~llWIuW Stabinftts @in olint ~ your qdnion: IV

(~T3) ft ArIlec.. Elec-.
a. ~ JqSfthS are a~~t±~ ~ t~p~

fairly with hinrican ia~tr1.. 32% 36%

OR

b. hwrican industries are bluiing
ti~ Jq~wisee br tisir ~n mis-
esnagmiunt ES Osoesive labor
C~ tS. . . . . . . . . . . . . . 56 58

~n 't 3g~~ * * * * * . . * . . . . .8 6
Rsfued/?A . . . . * . * * * * * * .1

N. HALF SN4PLE B
N. 238. Wdch oe tis ftllowing statements ~ues closest ~ your cpinion:

(~TE)

a. 1~w Europeans are ~et ing L11~ 30 2
fairly

N OR

b. American industries are blaming
the Europeans for their on mis-
management a~d excessive labor
COStS......................55

5.5
Ibn't knc~,.....................14
Refused/NA......................2

24. Over the rext several years, do you
think our ~untry '~uld ~ tetter of f
allowing irore, less, or about the sa~ie
amount of foreign imports, as now,
into the ~untry?

If we allow fewer fore igr-i Lmports
into our country, other ccuntries
may allow fewer of our j.roducts into
their ~untry. This is sa~eti~es
called a "trade war." Which do you
think is more important (~tATE:
avoiding a trade war or allowing
fewer foreign imports into our
~untry?)

More................
Aflout ~the's.rie .

Less................V [)~nt know..........
Ref used,'NA..........

Avoiding a trade war
Allowing fewer imports
IXn't know..........
Ref used/NA..........

.9
* 3b -~

* 51
.3 -

.1 *

.35into COuntry58
7
*

.

-8-
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t.rrorl.Sa a~Umr ISSIS vi

32. ~ Leopi. Say Umat Uuw willy I. u~
mmh Urn U.S. govs~v.snt wi ~ ce-.du~ terrorim. Otism swUm U.S.pveguinnt m uiuiifLi4y md~.
terrorism. Ud~a ~.iMm Is cImsst ~
YOUr ~i?

hm bset~ tha 'me I~,tal

E3ao" bpib. p

* * * * S~ ~js. ~
SlgflifiOO~tly re&~s. * .57 56

Rst~insd/I~. 00~00000 00.. * *

33. ~Yaor~pmeuwi~itedstat.. Favor.. .(0O~Q.35) 0.0.0.73takir~ military action against ~rrou~ rists? ~n t lu~. 000.... . . . . . 7
~fused/NA. ** . . *. . . . . . .1

34. I~uld y~.a Lavor ~ q~pw. ailitazy Favor *. .(GD U) 0.35) . . . . e 043action against barrorists wl~ t~ 0~,~iose. . .(QO ID 0.38) . . * * * .40killed Aimrican citiziuw? D~n't kfl~rj.(0O ID 0.38) * . o * . .15
R.fussd/NA.(~ U)g.38) * * * * * .3

(ASK Q.35-37 OILY IF FA~ 0.33 (R Q.34)35. ~ Favor.. *o.*.*. .00.0.35action against terrorist cau~s if op~~ose. * * * * * * * * * * * . . .40innocant people in tha mips ace likely Oppose all military action (0(33,34)16to be killed or ~undsd in tiw attack? D~n't know. * * * * * * * * * . . * 8
Ref used/NA.. * * * 0 * 0 * * * * * * 1

5. ~u1d you also favor military Favor against suspected terrorists.28action against terrorists who are sus- Favor only as retaliation . . . . .47pected of planning an attack or only Favor rwither 0 * * * * * * * . . . 4as retaliation against terrorists who Oppose all (0033,34). 0 * * * a * .16have actually carried out an attack? Ek~nt know. 0 * . * * * * * * * * * 5
Refused/NA. * * * * * * * * * * * *

37. ~*xild you favor or c~pose military Favor.............................36action against Qovern~ients which help Oppose..........................40
train and finance terrorists, even if Oppose all (Q.33,34).............6that r~ans risking a larger war? D2>r~'t know.......................7

Retusea,'NA..........................

(ASK ALL)
38. When terrorists are holding Americans Should negotiate.................59hostage, do you think our goverrunent Refuse to negotiate *....................34should regotiate with the terrorists Ek~nt know.......................6for their release or refuse to Refused/NA 1.negotiate with the terrorists?

390 Do you believe terrorist acts are Individuals/~ll groups..........27largely the acts of individuals and Foreign ~verm1ent........ .663T1a11 groups, or do you think that rrost ~bn't know.................... . 7of them are being becked ~y sane Ref used/NA.......................1.
foreign government?

-9-

77
16
7
I

46
38
15
2

40
39
1.3
7
I

33
48
3
13
4
*

-t)



~DNI~NY~Aue Ibudc~ feel t h r '.s auro~o~

Ihlfavorabla Ks'jtr~4 y~g~3 t~n't kr~/
1~tal (0-49) j~Qj JA~29). Pafuugd AverageRonald ~agmn 100% 17 55 66 1 68*ZaeXacooo~ 100% 16 14 51 19 64Jeara Kirkpatrick 100% 11 15 35 38 62Ths1pj~1jo~p~.e~, 100% 21 23 52 4 60Hovardflak.r 100% 12 21 36 32 60

GeorgeBush 100% 20 26 49 5 59The I~nK~cratic Party 100% 21 27 49 4 59Robert i~1e 100% 12 23 35 29 58JohnGlenn 100% 17 27 43 12 58Gerald Ford 100% 22 34 50 4 58N JackKaup 100% 9 13 22 57 57MarioCucx~x, 100% 14 9 25 53 56Gary Hart 100% 19 23 41 17 55Tip O'Neill 100% 27 19 44 10 55TedKennedy 100% 30 22 44 5 54
Pat 100% 31 21 45 2 53100% 8 10 12 70 53Conservatives 100% 29 29 32 10 50Walter Mondale 100% 36 26 33 5 47Jesse Jackson 100% 39 21 36 4 46
Geraldine Ferraro 100% 39 21 35 6 46Jane Fonda 100% 40 20 30 9 43Liberals 100% 41 27 21 11 41George ~llace 100% 45 23 22 10 40Jerry Faiwell 100% 49 15 17 19 33

-
10 -



<

~IL~ as ,mlG ~a duam urn~

N~t N~t

~m~a ~a
Respected ~ fiogeigi )aadre

Nm laid a vsri.ty ~ gow~nt
positiciw

58%

45

Is in gwe~,innt t~

O~nservatiw

lies ~rked vith ftr~ald Reagan

~ne
0 No second tiention

D3n 't k~/Rfused

32%

19

13

14

9

26%

26

13

11

11

- 9
3 3

100% 100%

~~1OU~ frlinzv 3 &9~!at.

~al
~insd

56%

39

27

M~t Wet

~t ~t

teristics teristics

27% 28%

18

14

19

14

6

2

100%

21

13

14

15

7

2

100%

.67-68 I viii brief 1 describe four residential candidates and I'd like
* u to tell tie which one u~st avc~eals to you.

C~e (read below), the second (read below), the third (read below) and the
(~ fourth (read below). (IF MADE A FIRST OIOICE, ASIC:) ~tich one ~o.ald you

cr~oee second?

Would step-up the ~ of reducin~
governi~nt spending and strengthening
our posiiton in the ~'~rld.

Considers reducing the federal Wdget
deficits, the countr"'s r~.znter me
priority.

Has the best personal qualifications
for the job.

Is a fighter for n~king ir~jor ci~anges
in gverrment.

None

~ second choice

b ~n 't know/Refused

ibtal Electorate

First Second
Canbined Choice Choice

60% 35% 26%

60 27 35

36 20 16

R~ublican
frirriary Electorate

First Second
Canbined Choice Choice

64%

63

34 15 19 29

1. -- I
- 2
2 1

100% 100%

40% 25%

28 36

1.1 18

I

100%

2
1

100%

- 11 -



0
l*m ~ui a ee1dst*~ v~ thiaa~~I4~

(~)

Gm~ge Dish 100% Si
Jeok £u~ 100% 18
~ 100% 44
Guy ~t 100% 43

- Usp*g1cw~ Primuzy Electorate

20
13
16
21

~*t knw/
A,~. JL~m

5.7
4.9
5.2
5.4

2.9
2.6
3.3
2.7

Goxi Neutral Sal I~mt kncv/

George Bush
Jack Kw~
~d Kennedy
GaryHart

100% 67 17
100% 25 13
100% 25 16
100% 35 23

AVq. - Avera~ on a zero to ten scale.

S. D. = Staidard ~viation aroirid averac~.

- 12 -

6.8
5.4
3.6
4.8

2.4
2.6
3.1
2.7



Thtal
IlOctorate

73. Intim~.sidsntiajprimmzy.l.cti~m in fhp~lican. *. . . . . .... . .36a
1966 to inlct each party. ca,~1datO I ~oratic. ((~ ~ Q.77). * . . . .4u
for Prldmt, insuming ~uarstatah~ I N.itimrone(Gp100.78)......j7cm, ~ald yai be acre ukely to ~t. in I~n't ~. ((W ID 0.76). .. . . . 6
tim (WmT3: ~ub1ican or ~cratic) I Bafused/IS.. (GO ID 0.76). . . . * *

primary or iwither ate?

74. If the primary election to select tim a. George 3ash . . . . . . . . . . . .58
kpub1ican~ndidateflorPr.sident b.Dob~l. . *....... . . . .10wre being luld today -~ tim candi- C. Ibinrd Suer. . . . . . . . . . . .12
dates ~re (RANDOMIZE NAMES), ~ald d. Jack ~ . . . . . . . . . . . . . 8

be ~ting for (REPEAT LAST NAMES e. Jeans Kirkpstzick. . . . . . . . . 7

REFUSED: Which ~ay do y~i lean kfussd/Ia. *0 e.g...... S.

of today -. toward (REPEAT FULL NAMES
IN SAME ORDER)?

75. Who ~.ild be your second choice? George hash . . . . . . . . . . . .19
(REPEATNAI4ESIFNECESSARY)

Suer. . . . . . . . .

Jeane Kirkpatrick . . . . . .15
C, 1  

~n't know. . . . . . . . . . . . .15

~fused/NA. . . . . . . . . . . . . IU (Q.76 Not ~ked)

C,
77. If the primaryelection toselect the a. ThdKennedy . . . . .................... 44

f~cratic candidate for President b. Gary Hart . . . .......................... 22
werebeingim1dtayandtheca~Jj- c.Mariocuano.....................B
dates .~re (RANDCtIIZE NAMES), ~ild d. Lee lacocca.....................A
you be voting for (REPEAT LAST NAMES [~n't kno~v........................
IN SAME ORDER)? (IF LEN 'T iQ~~/REFUSED: Ref used/NA........................
ASK) Which ~ay do you lean as of
today -- toward (REPEAT E~JLL NAMES IN
SME ORDE?~?

- 13 -



mich wy ~ ~ im - of ~ - (U~T VWL ~ IN 1W13 C~) 0
ibtal Republican

Elwsa frl.Sv Ilsotorat.

bash 51% 83%
Venrmdy 45 16
Don't Ici/PM'issd 4 1

100%

bmh 50% 81%
Hart 45 16
f~n 't know/Rsf used 5 2

100% 100%

~1)

Bush 49% 76%
lacocca 43 22
Dn't kn~ri/Refuusd 7 2

100% 100%

N

- 14 -



al
of Sash? ( 0' 03 )

1~tal

Megan's umnArlorks vith MagwV
F~l3ovs Reagan's ~1ioi.s/
Philosophies

Honsst/Int.grity/Sinost/Faig
bperi.ncs/ BeckgroutKI/~1a1it ted
Straightforvard/Forttright/

Oitspoka~
Intellig.nt/Shmrp/Skacated

Foreign ffalrs/Voceign Volicigs/
F~reign relations

Air ight/Okay/Ding a gnod job
Ibll-inf~u.d/Knowl.dgeabl.
Conservative
Rerson~le/Rersc1~allty/Lik.abI./

Charismatic

Articulate/Talks ~ll
vice-Pros ident
Issues/Views! F~~l icies/Philosophies
Good person/Fins
Leadership quality/Strong leader

Held a variety of g~verrutent
positions (unsp.)

All other issue related responses
None/Nothing
I~n't know/tbn't know him
Refused/No answer

Conbined Responses

C~petent
Issues
Strong
Trustworthy
Past jfl6itions/Resui~
~ersonable
Conce med

Low ~of lie/In the ~ck-
gro.urxl,'Not iz~ UW lime-

7% lightAls.ds nore
7 experienos
7 ~noxious/Superior attitude,

Arrogant/PusI~
4 IUter st~ fti~ Megan/
3 Second hand man

Not aggressive efDagh/NOt
forceful

3 ~ak/Spimle.s.
3
3 Not Presidential natrial/
3 Not qualified jresi-

dent lal candidate
3 Not aitspoken/I~es not take

a starK!
2 ~lks too nuch/'lbo much
2 talkIng/Talks, no ection/
2 Rats his foot in his n~uth

2 Conservative
All other issue related

responses
2 All other miscellanea.as
2 responses

10 Everything
38 None/Nothing

I
rx'n't ~now/Con't ~now hLn~
Refused/No ar~wer

16 C~bined Responses
16
11 ~ak
7 Issues
5 Not personable
4 Not concerned
4 ~Y~trustworthy

Past jxs itions/Resune
I ncanpe tent

- 15 -

5%

3

3

3

3

2

2

2

2

2

3
1
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0@
sash beom President in 1988 what

are the thiius you think h might handle voorly? (Responses at 2% or

H~ h~tL HANIZL R2ORLY

Total
Foreign policy/Foreign atfairs/

Foreign relations/Int~,~tjo,~j
affairs/Wegotiati~ with
foreign ~untrias/ie~.~
in foreign affairs 23%National deficit/R.duo. federal
budget deficit Budget/Balance
the bidget deficit 12

Carrying out s~ue of the
principles Reagan has insti
tuted/FoIlow~ Reagan ~.ll/
Contjnue to do what Reagan
has done 5~
growth/Get economy noving 4

Defense/National defense/Defen~
of our nation/Security -

military/Enfor~ the military!
Our military POSition/Strength...
ening the military 4

Governnent spending/Federal
Spending - reduce it/Bringing
down govern~ent spending/cutting
waste in goverrLlent spending/
Financ ~al

~'~injstr-~ things
33~~7~s~ration for bureaucracy

cutt irvg 'Or;anizatiOn/Cover~nt
as a whole, ~uld be a better
leader/~lore experience 3

Foreign trade/Foreign imports -

get the trade goinq better!
Straighten out foreign trade/
Trade deticit/Traje ~'ith China
and India 2

~estic affairs 'Handle io~stic
policy better than Reagan 2All other rmiscellane(-)us responses 4

'ibtal

Fbreign affairs/Foreign
relations/Foreign policy!
Foreign policy, detri-
nental to certain sides 12%

Reducing the deficit/
National debtAlot encugh
of an e~nc~iist to help
the deficit/Reduce
deficit spending/Finan-
cial affairs 8

DefenseAhsilitary,#~ational
defense/I~fense systa~v'
Concerns about disarm-.
aitentA*,uld reduce the
military 3

Public image, speaking

Not making progress, doesn't
show for the public/Public
personality, doesn't came
across on television ~ll 3

Not strong enough/IX~es not
have strong n~ge/Not
strong enough personality
to stand up for what he
belie~.'es 'Not sure he ~uld
take ~ strong stand/Not
3 Strong person, not
forceful 2

~ 
g

get publicity on econar'.ics/
£veryone pr~nises to get
the econony in order 2

Foreign tradeiprade policy 2
Social Security/cuts in

Social Security 2
t~e1fare/Trea~~~ of

welfare people,11~ie whole
country - ~lfare 2

Un~iployment/Jobs 
- not

letting jobs/~loyment 2
(continued on next pege)

-
16 -



hut are tRw tb1iu~ ~s thInk 1w aiaht handle ~rlv?

(~mt'd)

IW4DL5 P3ORLY

Thtal
Everything,4zntir. oefio
NothingAbn't think he doss 'eii/

~n't handle iything veil

Cc~tbin.d Rssvon~

Foreign policy
Econc~njc issues
~St ic/Social policy

1% O~ncerns about the poor/
lack ~ oonoeri~ for the5 poor/Care of our poor/44 The l~er classes/caught
st~,rt in handling eleiwn-
tary Iuuan rights of the
poor

30 Lack of ability to bark20 with CorKressA*uld not
5

Relations with Congress/
I~~esn' t have the j~rson-
ality to handle Congress
that Reagan has

All other miscellaneous
responses

EXrerything/Will do every-
thing wrong

No, '~u1dn't ~ a bad job
on anything/would do a
fine job

E>~n' t know/Refused

~ned~snses

F'crei;r~ policy

~cony-~ic issues

Z-ack of leadership

-
17 -
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-K S.

Uw'1. I4aidle Zt As ?~t Hardle Kraov/ (a)
1Z3act~~a~ It AS 1*11 ~ PDI

Wc~iwn's rights 100% 24 47 16 13 + 8

Policies ~nc.rning tuif~rities 100% 22 51 14 13 + 8

Ttw fedral badget ~ticit 100% 21 49 19 10 + 2

Abortion 100% 17 43 16 24 +1
C~r relations with tt Soviet

Union

National econ~iic x~licy

Taxes

I~pitd.icwi Primary E1ec~rate

Policies ~~ing minorities

~ fe~ral bix3~t ~ficit

Abortia~

National e~nanic ~licy

Our re1aU~s with the Soviet
t ~ian

Ta~s

+0

4-0

-l

100%

100%

100%

100%

100%

100%

100%

100%

100%

100%

(a) Per~nta~ Differen~ In~x % "~*,uld handle it better" minus % "t~uld not handle

it as ~e1l."

- 18 -



[at's start wIth (~ZT).

s~*. - ?'~ ~ ~ I~I m~h t1~ss ~s11-
~ VIZ) use * sn sosl ~sr,

ttait
psrum~ possibly ~n,

36w ~a1d ~ua ~t. (1WU) on this trait?

Total
p.ctorat.

7.190. Ronald began

91. George Bush

92. 1~d IGenrady

93. 1~,na1d Reagan

94. George Bush

95. 'I~d Kennedy

LFAIZR~iIP

96. I~na1d Reagan

97. George Bush

98. Ted Kennedy

CCI'IPE1ENCE

99. Rcr~a1d Reagan

100. George Bush

101. T~d Kennedy

6.6

5.7

7.1

6.6

6.5

7.7

6.4

6.2

7. 1.

6.6

6.2

~ublioU'

Vaot.orata

6.4

7.6

4.5

8.4

7.7

5.5

8.8

7.4

5. 1

8.3

7.7

5. 1

- 19 -



0

102. ~ ~st polittosl Issue, ~4d y~a
describe yoaself - £ liberal9 a
~nservatiw, or a mdsrate? (11T ~a
R3S~)NS3 MID UK:) I~ yaz tewd to be
*xtraly (lib.~al/oowervative), fairly
(liberal/oouervative), or just slightly
(liberal/couwrvative)?

0

000

Slightly lIberal. . .

Modsrate. . . 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 .52

Slightly ~rservat iv.
Fairly ~me!vative .

btrswly ~wervative.

~n't ~ . . . . 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

R.fusedINA. . S 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

(K~TATE Q.103 MD Q.104)

103. How ~.ald you describe I~nald ~aoan -

a liberal, a conservative or a
tm~derate? (ASK:) Would ~vu say bes
extrenaly (liberal/conservative),
fairly (liberal/conservative) or just
slightly (liberal/conservative)?

E~ctrenwly liberal . . . . . . . . . 2
Fairly liberal. . . . . . . . . . . 5
Slightly liberal. . . . . . . . . . 3

Modsrate. . . . . . . . . . . . . .26

Slightly conservative . . . . . . .10
Fairly coruervative . . . . . . . .25
Extreuwly conservative. . . . . . .20

D~n 't know. . . . . . . . . .

Ref tsed/NA. . * * * . . . . .

C.-

~' 104. How ~uld you describe George ~ish -

as a liberal, a conservative or a
ri~derate? Would you say he's
extrertely (liberal,'conservative),
fairly (liberal/conservative) or just
slightly (liberal/conservative)?
(liberal,'conser-vat ive)?

Extreuiwly liberal . .

Fairly liberal. . . .

Slightly liberal. . .

Moderate.............

Slightly z~xiservative
Fairly conservative
Extremely .~onservative.

tbn't inow.............
Refused/NA.............

.2

.4

.4

.36

.11.

.21

.7

.13

.1.

20 -
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'0.4 4

.8
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S
~, a ~ 9inUau Sot' statistical ~wpoinss. .

Thtal RepublicanPriumy
Dl. ~nerally qieddag, ~ ~a think

a'
p

Rm~ab1jcan. * 0 0 0

~crat. . . 6 0 0

1~spen~nt . . * *

t~b preference . * *

Other . . * * S 0 0

~n ~t kn~. . . . . 0

Refused . . . 0 0 * S *

Party Identification Scale

Strong I~nvcrat . . . 17
I~ak ~vcrat . . . . 17
Independent I~uocrat. 12

Independent..... 10

Independent Republican 13
Weak Republican . * * 17
Strong Republican . . 14

OtherA~Iot ascertained *

D2. In the last general election in which
you voted, which answer best describes
h~ you voted for state and local of-

(V6) f ices such as ~vernor and senator?
(READ (2~OICES 1 'I'11~)tX3H 7/ALTE~4ATE
TOP TO BC7rrOM/BcyrIyy~ TO TOP)

D3. Are you currently registered to vote
at your present address?

Straight I~u~cratic * 1:
Mostly Dem~cratic . V
A few more E~utx~crats

than Republicans.
About equally for both

parties.............2]
~ few more Republicans

t~ian ~mcrats. /

Mostly ~public~n .

Str~ir;ht ~epuhlican .

Otner...............
Never voted..............5
I)~n't (flow...............2
Refused/NA...............1

Yes................
16

Registered elsewhere 3
E~)n't know.............*
Refused/NA............-

- 21 -

31%
34
30
3
*

I

73%
3

22
1

*

1
21

3
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Rmpublica*
ri~mry

lectorate
DS. leIRt i ysw qrcsluat. ag~

(V1O)

D9. I*aat is tk~ last grad. of school y~i
ca~leted?

D1O. ~re you currently. . . .(READ 1-5; ONE
ANSWER ONLY)

18-24 years
25-29 years
30-34 years
35-39 years
40-44 years
45-49 years
50-54 years
55-59 years
60-64 years
65-74 years
75 ard ~~er
Refused . .

Grads school or less
(Grad. 1-8) . . .

Sais high school
(Grad. 9-11).

Graduated high School
Vocational school!
Technical school.

Saiw oollege-2 years
or less . . .

Sane oollege-'aore
than 2 years.

Graduated oollege .

~st-graduate ~rk.
Refused . . . .

E~'iployed and ~rki:-~g
full-time.........

~loyed and '4orkirlg

par-t-t~-'ie.........rJne~l~yed -J

-tRetired * 18 16~busewi fe * 11 12

Temporarily laid off

* *(VOLUNTE~R~D) 0 0Other.................4 4Lbn'tknow...........- 
--

*Ref ~.ised,/NA 
--

2

21@

10
17
8

- 22 -



Dli. ;#ast is ~w ~tS6Sflt nmritaj. status?

Thtal ~PL~llcanPrbmary81@ctorat.

Single...... *..24 24-.- Marri.d........62 63
Di~~orosd. . . . . . . * 7 7Separated * * * * * . . 1 1Wid~AIid~r. *... 7 6

Rsfus.dAI&. * * * *
Dila. (IF ~RRIED) Is y~ir ep~as. airrently

.(IWAD 1-5; OlE A~WER OILY) 8tpioysd and ~rking
full-titus . . .

avpioyd ard ~rking
part-tim .

Unenpicyod. . .

~tired . . . .

Housewife . . .
I~orarily laid off
(~WWrEERED)

Other . . . . .

Ref used/HA. . . . .

D13. Fr~n the following list, ~at ~uld yousay is the occupation of the primary
wage earner in your family?

Salaried SVloyee
(manager, salesman,
accountant) .

Self-enployed . . .

Re tired . . . * . .

Professional (doctor,
lawyer, CPA). . .

Tr3desnan (carpenter,
foreman, .'~achinist)

.7Executive (corporate
officer)..............4

d~e-l3~er............
Ser-vic~s (nurse,

jY)l~ce, rni1i~ry) . . 5 5
Hourly ~rker (laborer,

typist)..............12
Student................1 1Education (teacher,
counselor). . ... ' 4 4

Other..................4 4
1~n't ~......................... 

*
Refused/MA.............1 

*

- 23 -
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DiS. ibm w~u in y~w household ~ aa~
farming? Rasponclent. . . .

Othr iun~r of
household . . . .

Both. . . . . 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 * *

Refused . . . . . 0 0

Total RaPUbl*~
Eletorate

~i~e
'.3 3

.2 2

.2 1
.93 94
0 *

*
DiB. Is your '~rk or anyorm in your household

in the field of health, education, orsocial velfare services?
Respondent. . . . . . . 11
Other amv~er of house-

hold. . . . . . . . . 10Both. . . . . . . . . . 2 2Norw.. . . . os * * * 77
ibn'tknow. 

* 1
Refused . . . . . * *

D19. bee anyone in your household belong to labor wijon or teachers' association?(CIJ~LF A CX)D~ LI4DER BCI1I ~RX~DENr MID CYffiER P~.BER) RePt±lican
'ibtal Electorate Primary Electorate

Other Other
Respondent Msuit~er Respondent MeryterLaborunion... 

10 10 8Teachers' association. . . . . . . . . . 4 5
No..........* * * * * * 85 83 88 36Refused/si~1e ~~er household. . . . . * 3 * 4

D21. rs your religious ~ckground Protes-
tant, ~unan Catholjc, Jewish or
s~'ething else? (IF 'SOMEThING ELSE:"
OR ~Y~CLEAR IF ~RISTIAN, ASK:) Is
that a Thr-istian church?

- Protestant (e.g. F3aptist,
Methodist, etc.). 54

Rcwian C~tholjc..........26
Jewish..................4

- Other- Thristian . . 10
Other 'Jon-Christian!
Unspecified............2

?qfloStic/AthejS~, 
. * *

t~bne....................2
[bri'tknow..............1

Refused.................1V
D21x. ~bu1d you say that y-u ~o to church . . . ~2very ~ek.............28(READ CODES) AL~st every "~ek . . . 12 12

Once or t~iice a rTonth . 17 15
A few tirles a year. . . 31 31

* *

-
24 -



D25. Which ~ tue fofloueing inecm ~oups
includes y~w 1~l~AL IWSWOW INCCI'tE
in 1984 betoge taRus? (Just stop urn
when I read the correct ~tegory)

D26. (TRANSnR Fk)M ~4ATIONALITY OR ASK:) Is
y~ir racial or ethnic heritage white,
black, hispanic or what?

1fl8. Sex: (BY OBSERVATION)

Thtal ~PUblicanPciuwry!19S&~I~i Electorate
EJhder$1OOOO. *000 11 6
$lOOOO-$l5,OOO (14,999) 13 13
$1SOOO-$20,OOO (19,999) 12 11
$20,OOO-$25,OOO (24,999) 12 ii
$25,000430,OOO (29,999) 11 14
$30,OOO-$40,OOO (39,999) 14 16
$40,OOO-$50,oOO (49,999) 7 8

~n 't ka~. . . . . . . 3 2
Rsfused . . . . . . . . 5 3

White . . . .

B lack . . . . . .

Hispanic/Spanish
AnericanAhicano.

Oriental. . . . .

Auwrican Indian .

Other . . . . . .

Not ascertained .

Male . . . . . 0

Female . . . 0 0 0

* .

.
.

.39

Political Strata

Pacific.................14 15
Mountain.................5
East North Centr~i1 . 18West North Cer-itral . 7

t~ep South..............26
Sorder................Mid-At1a~tic.............16

New ~Ia-ic~..............5

- 25 -



MARICETOPINION RESH.

~MU 1, 1fl0 OF vi~-iawmrr U~ SWEE

Though tiw o(fice o( Vic.-Presid.nt is often thought of as being an
Out-of-tkw-lizuml±ght ific ~*~ee occupants of tan faib into the poli-

tical background, Vio.-Presid.nt Gsorg. Bush dabunks that notion with

a visible presence and fairly wall-defined public image. Among the

nation's elIgible voters, only 23% do not have an opinion about his

performanc, in office, a~d only 5% do not have an impression of him

personally.

The American public reacts favorably toward Bush both in terms of his

job performance and on a ti~re personal level. Fifty-seven percent

(57%) approve of the way he is handling his job as Vice-President

while only 17% disapprove. On a zero to one hundred degree

"tt2rno'eter" scale of personal favorability, ~ash draws a rating of
590, 5th out of a list of 21 political figures. Half of the voters

(49%) have a favorable ii~ression of ~sh, 26% have neutral feelings

about ~Lm, and 20% are unfavorably inclined towari Bush. Only Ronald

Reagan (680), Lee lacocca (640), Jeane Kirkpatrick (620) and Howard

Baker (600) have higher average thermometer ratings than Bush. All

but Reagan, ~wever, have a raich l~r level of awareness. So, while

their therrr~neter ratings may be higher, fewer people are able to

offer an opinion about them. Bush is thus .3 much more familiar

political person than these other xtential Presidential candidates.

-1-



-
Feople wre inked b~ opsnmuidsd qJsetiow about what they liked best
aid 3.t~d least abwat George bash. Pittymmaw peroent (51%) can give
an ansimr about what they like best about Bush, 39% can give no
aiww~, aid 10% say they like mothing about Bush. Among Republican
pritury voters. 66% can ama mthing thsy 11k., 30% don't know, and
only 2% say they don't like anything about him. Republicans (cc..
pecially older, East North Central, and high income Republicans),

Border South residents, men, senior citizens, and higher status
Anmri~ans are those most able to relate something they like about

Bush.

Adjectives dialing with ~mpetenoe are the most frequently volunteered
as the basis for liking Bush (16%). 'Those are foll~ind by adjectives
relating to strength (11%) and trustworthiness (7%). Seven percent
(7%) specifically say they like Bush because of his close association
with Reagan. The following is a sunmiary of the most frequent vol-

unteered reasons for liking Bush.

Ccu~~~etence: experienced,
intel 1 igent, kn~ledgeable,
ccx~1, etc.

Strength: forthright, strong
leader, willing to take a
stand, etc.

Trusti~,rthiness: honest,
sincere, fair, etc.

Reagan association: works ~ith,
follows Reagan's ~xlicies

Past Positions: Vice President,
held variety of pos~.tions,
diplc~at, C.I.A.

Total mantions
Nothing liked
I~~n't know

Total
Electorate

16%

11

7

7

5

51
10
39

~publ ican
Primary
Voters

23%

13

9

13

8

68
2

30

-2-



MARICITOPINION RE5I~

Little inre than a third of the American public (37%) are able to

rnntlcn uinthing tiwy ~n't like about Qsocge flush. Fully halt (50%)

cui turn nothing, aid 13% say thar is nothing they don' t lik, about

flush. 11~ee ~Ao do tuntion mthing about flush they dislike are mrs

apt to bs Wintocrats, Jews, aid East North ~ntral residents.

Udle 11% of tha voters volunteer adjectives attributing strength to

Bush,. nore voters (17%) volunteer adjectives attributing weakness to

Bush, e.g., 'weak,' 'not aggressive enough,' 'does not take a stand,'

'not conSistent,' 'wishy-washy,' 'too easily vayd,' etc. Included

in this 17% category are negative referenoes to Bush's relationship to

Reagan, e.g., 'rubber staup for Reagan' (3%) and 'he's a 'yes' man'
C,

(1%). SignifIcantly, less than 1% of the Republican primary voters

say they don' t like Bush because 'he's not conservative enough.' The

following is a s~mmary of the most frequent reasons for not liking

__ Bush:

~epubl ican
Total Prirr~ry

Electorate VotersWeakness: not aggressive, wishy-
washy, not consistent, rubber
starry, etc. 17% 16%

~2~jlein the background/
not in the limelight 5 4

Not personable: arrogant, his
personality, ~.iper~or attitude 4 3

Total ryentions 42 37
Nothing disliked 11 13
Don't know 47 50

-3-



MARICITOI'INION

In ~mriaon ~ the volunteered likes a~ dislikes of 3.inh, there is
a ~uster wmntration of answers when voters are aked what Bush
would handle particularly well it elected President. Fully 23%
volunteer foreign policy in general and another 71 volunteer such
s~mcific areas as rational datense, foreign trade, relations with the
Soviet Union, and nuclear arms control. Ry comparison to foreign
policy, 201 volunteer economic issues including a 121 mention of
handling the deficit as problems Bush '*~ild handle well.

Overall, 51% can volunteer something they think Bush would handle
well; 5% say he would hardle nothing well; and 44% have no perceptions

of Bush In this context.

There is less focus to the answers on what the voters thlnJc Bush might

handle poorly. Forty-seven percent (47%) of the voters do have
ScxYething to volunteer, but these responses are spread across foreign
policy/defense (18%), econcmic issues (13%), and other cbi~estic issues

(12%).

These general evaluative questions mint out several findings:

o Bush is Aell-known as Vice-Presidents go, and enjoys a
general1~ darn reception amng the national electorate.

o Bush's ma~ar pluses at this time are public perceptions of
experience, competence, his connection to President
Reagan, and his ability to handle foreign policy issues.

o His major .~akness at the present time is just that -- a
rnrnber- 'f ~ters see him as weak or a "yes" man.

0
-4-



ImMLaJa~
Republican

Ttal Primary
V~rp

Z9n±5n~m
Foreign policy in general 23% 29%* National defense 4 5
Foreign trade 2 4
Relations with Soviets 1 2Nuclear arms control 3, 1Xilitary spending 3. 2
Terrorists 1
Diplomacy 3 1
CIA covert activities * *

30% 40%

Economic issues

Reduce budget deficit 12% 16%
Economy/economic growth 4 6
Reduce government spending/
waste 3 4
Unemployment 1 2
Lower taxes

20% 28%

Carrying out Reaaan
pn~i~ia/continue to do what
Reagan has done 5% 6%

Total mentions 51% 61%
Would handle nothing well 5 5
Don't know 44 34

-5-
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R~P1Ib1 loan
Primary
Voters

Fore ian nol icy/defense

Foreign policy in general 12% 13%National defense 3 2Foreign trade 2 2Relations with communists 1 *Terrorists 1 -~Relations with Soviets 1 1Defense spending

16% 17%
0

Economic Issues
Budget deficit 6% 6%N Economy 2 2
Unemployment 2 2Would spend more .1 1
Taxes

13% 12%

Other Domestic/Social Policy

Social Security 2% 1%Wel fare 2 *Concern for the poor 2 *Domestic affairs (unspec.) 1 1Labor unions 1 1Education 
1 1Women's rights/women's issues 1Civil rights/atfjrmativ* 1action 1 1Social services 1 1Abortion 
1 1Concern for ~'inorities 1 *Concern for farmers 

*

12% 9%

-6-



MARKITOPINION

Sab's krmnal ~alition

3I~ likes Guorge flush? m mr this qmstion, perceptions of Bush
~re looked at by every dm~raphic subgroup, both by themselves and
in ~ination with Other demgraphj.c variables. After Performing
this bi-variat. and 'filti-variat. analysis, it ~. found that, though
mest Americans approve of Bush's performance in offic, as Vice-
President and have a gsrwrally varm and favorable personal perception
of him, the following voter groups Ivld Bush in highest regard:

Rinpublican partisans
* Southerners
* voters 55 or older
* people with inccmes over $40,000

There is r~,t nuch significant interaction a~Kng these groups, that is,
Southerners of all ages are nore favorable toward Bush, as are high
inc~ie voters of all ages residing in all parts of the c~untry.

~t the other end of the spectrum, white U~r~crats, blacks, Jews, and
residents rf the mid-Atlantic states are less favorably disposed

t~ard Bush.
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MARKIVOflMON w
1hat~s At~at1na ~cmti~,m ol ~oS 3sb

~ papi. like George Bush? tillO that is a cimplicated quest Ion

to inmr. it mum to toil d~m to sweral hay factors:

* km Is a faniliar qmntity
* people mime that he is phi1~ophically clime to then
* people tzust him
* people meociate him with Ronald Reagan. whom they also

know, like, w~ trust

First of all. ttm public is tailiar with Bush. Ody President Maan

aid focuar Presidents Gerald Ford a~ Jlz.y Carter are nore familiar

to the qeraral public than Bush. A~ Bush is the wet well-known of

N the potential 1988 presidential cardidates. Nearly all (97%) of the

country's Republicans have heard of Bush, while 25% are unaware of

I~1e, 27% are unaware of Baker, 33% have rwver heard of Kirkpatrick,

N and 48% are unfamiliar with Kemp.

The American public is ideologically lust right-of-center. On a

7-point liberal-conservative scale, where I. is very liberal, 4 is

moderate, and 7 is very conservative, the national average is 4.3.

When asked where they would place George Bush on this scale,

Republicans and Democrats alike place him at 4.6, close to the

national average and clser to their respective averages than their

placetient of Reagan. ~iowever, perceived ideological distance tram

Bush only mildly explains why people like and dislike him. Party

identifications, for example, explain r~ore than twice the variance in

Bush's thermometer ratinc~s than do self-described ideological

distances. Even so, it is important that most Americans teel

ideologically o~nfortable with Bush.

-8-
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Mw. inked Ruse ina~a 01 4 qualities bash posSesses, trustworthiness
appea as top. ~ a 0-10 scale cC Ruse mach of that quality he
p~ssm, binh ratem a 6.8 from th piblic on trusbiouthinsss, a 6.6
on ~rn and ~stenom, w~ a 6.4 on leadership. Trustworthiness
U~d leadership we both highly related to overall ~in1on 01 Bush. The
fact that he is rated high on trust is thus a positive finding, bat
his loper rating on leadership ~ald ~r~e to he a problem, since it
is a further indication 01 a percaptlon 01 'inaknsss.

hhen voters inkod what q.aaliti.s frau a list 01 five tt~ey 'r~uld like
in the next Px~sident (all five 01 which are bash characteristics),
one 01 them - hm ~crk.d with ft~nald Reagan - is highly rnociatai
with Perceptions of Bush, uaning that waluations 01 Bush are often

dewithReaganinp~j. Inoneemrue this is~odsinceRsagan is
very pop~lar and visible. But in an~her serse it is a hindrance to
Bush in developing his ~n political identity.

(if the five Bush d~1aracteristics, "respected by foreign leaders," is
the attribute with the greatest potential impact with the voters.

Nearly One-third (32%) selected it frc~n the five as the rrost important

characteristic for the next president to have, anc another 26%

selected it ~ the second nrst important attribute. However, the

importance people place ai this attribute airrently is not related to

their opinion of ~3ush. The same is true for the other three

characteristics; none of them help explain the piblic's overall regard

for Bush.

-9-
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Its piblic's ru*aordsring 01 the kwh diaracteristics is IoUomus

~W'tant for text President
Ripublican

Ibtal Ilececrate ftJ~~
C~irmd Selected ~irwd Selected
Selection First Selection First

Respected by forei~a laders 58% (32%) 56% (27%)
Has held a miety of gwern-

Dent positions 45 (19) 39 (18)
Is in ~,verrumnt u~ 26 (13) 27 (14)
Conservative 25 (14) 32 (19)
Has~rkedvithr~,na1db~an 20 (9) 29 (14)

It is interesting to see just who selects what characteristics as

their first choice. Though all voter groups chose "respected by
N.

foreign leaders" over th. other choices, holding a variety of

government positions is ~re important than average to middle aged
voters, members of the intelligentsia, and Jews. Being in government

n~ is yore iri~,ortant to residents of the South and ~vters aged 55 to

64. Being conservative is relatively ~re important to ~1ountain state

residents, ~th strong and independent Republicans, and the intelli-

*;entsia. Having worked with Reagan is relatively more important to

strong Republicans, l~er end whites, and Border South residents.

While the Reagan connection ~uld appear to be relatively un~'Vortant,

that ~uld be an erroneous overall conclusion. From practically all

the other results on Rea~jan, Bush's association with Reagan is a rT~jor

asset for his candidacy. What these particular results do mean is

that Bush's foreign policy experience and his wide ranging government

background are mejor assets for him when the time ~s to use them.

- 10 -
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p In sumary, the Merican public likes George Dush because he is

tillgar to them, they feel hdeologically c~SDrtable with ni.1 they

trust hi.. u~ they maclate him with ~nald Reagan, wham they also

knam. sid trust. 1~ factors that wght to play a strOnqer part in

defining Bush as a political figure are his res and his leadership

qualities. Bush has an early perceptual advantage over his 1988

opponents because he is jresently a sore fuuiliar public figure, but

that advantage will disappear as the other candidates begin

cui~aicdng in earnest. The best thing that Bush could do in the

coming months, as he campaigns for other Republicans around the

country, is to broaden his public image and begin to highlight his

resuns and leadership experience.

Cairaring Bush and Reagan

As is alluded to earlier, George Bush's public image is closely

related to Ronald Reagan's. It is '~ry important as the 1988 campaign

begins and Reagan's term comes to a close to define lust how

perceptions of Bush and Reagan are related, where there are dif-

terences, and how Bush can both take advantage of public goodwill

toward Reagan and begin to develop his c.in image.

Comparing the two on an issue dirr~nsion, a plurality of the nation's

pool of voters believe Bush ~,uld handle seven specific issues about

the sane as Reagan has. The marginal differences are interesting,

though, and prove Bush to be a trore 'centrist" jnlitical figure

ideologically ~npareo ~o President Reagan. Bush receives a small

- 11 -
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~vantag on handling policies ~noSrning mincritim caa say he %~ald
haNdle it better, 51% the SaNO, 14% not as ~ll, for an S-point
advwatag) and ~sn's rights (24%, 47%, 16%). Q~ the other 5 issues
- the federal bidgt deficit, ~ortion, oar relations with the Sol.t
Union, national a~nauic policy, aid tacos -~ there is no significant
diff*rence between Reagan aid Bush on who '~u1d better huidle then.

Among Republican primaxy ~te~s, the naigins ~e oat reich the sane.
Republicans Qenerally believe that Bush ~u1d handle things pretty
reich Reagan has, but ~ula be eczmwhat better on women's rights,
policies concerning minorities, and handling the federal buaget
deficit, They feel he'd handle taxes and relations with the Soviet

N

Union sarswhat less ~.ll.

Both the general and Republican primary electorat,~ stDw the greatestN
indecision Ofl the issue of abortion. l~nty-four percent (24%) of the
general electorate and 20% of the Republican primary electorate does

not kn~i t*~ Bush ~uld handle abortion.

As aiscussec previously, on a 7 -point ideological scale, Americans
~Aace therr~eIves just slic~htly right of center, at 4.3. They place
Ronala Regan at 5.1 on this same scale and George bush at 4.6. Voters

thus think of Bush as clc~er to themselves on an ideological basis

than is Reagan.

- 12 -
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~hlicwin, ~ pleas th.iin.lves at 4.7 or~ the scale, also pat Reagan
and ~.h at 5.1 and 4.6 vith Bush Still closer to them than is
Reagan. ~ats also place Bush and Reagan at 4.7 and 5.1, vith
their ~ pleasant shifting lOft of center to 3.9. I~socrets and
Rs~ublicaru Urn agre on ~i~re Reagan and Bush stand ideologically,
and both plea. thaumelves closer to Bush than to Reagan.

I ~ese ideological distances, I~ver, are i~re important in explaining

the public's opinions of Reagan than their opinions of- Bush. Thirty

percent of the variance in Reagan's thernaueter ratings can be

explained by a ~mtination of the voters' party identifications and

their perceived ideological distances from him. In contrast, only 17%

of the variance in Bush's thernateter ratings can be explained by the
combination of party identifications and perceived ideological

distances from him. (Indeed, perceived ideological distances from

~ have a slightly higher correlation to their therrrai~ter ratings

of Bush than ci the voters' reported ideological distances from Bush.)

Reagan has a strong personal appeal that does r~uch to noder3te his

per:eived zonservatism. Fully 51% of the ele~tor~te, Democrat and

Republican alike, like Reagan better than they like Bush (as reported

on their thern~ieter ratings). Twenty-nine percent (29%) like Reagan

a lot better than Bush (10 or r~re points) and 22% like Reagan less

than 10 points mre than Bush. Another 35% like them both equally

well (or poorly), and 14% like Bush better than Reagan.

- 13 -
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Zn ~ gmural eI.c~at., Urns t~- ilk. Reagan inioh '~re than Bush
give ~'9afl Wa 6? avezage rating Nd Bush a 47* rating. Thos, who
like Reagan slightly re than flush give Reagan a 796 rating and Bush
a 70 rating. Thoge who like them equally give then both a 63'
rating, and those '~ like Bush i~re than Reagan give Bush a 60 and
Reagan a 36'. Thus, even though ucst voters like Reagan 'tore than
Bush, flash still receives a 'rn ad favorable rating anong all but
the core Reaganites. Fbwr, if voters like Bush itore than Reagan,
they really dont like Reagan.

Anz~ng the general electorate, those who like Reagan 'tore than Bush areN
young and Republican. Those who like Bush better than Reagan are

C, largely E~nocratic.

>4

The n~jor reasons these groups like Reagan nvre than Bush are:
C

they tnastz Reagan nore than Bushthey believe Reagan is nr~re of a leaderthey believe Reagan is better at handling relations with
the Soviet.s than Bush ~uld be

These reasons all point to a need for Bush to develop a stronger

personal IThage.

Arrong Republican prirr~ry voters, 36% like Reagan a lot rrore tha~'a Bush,
30% like Reagan smewhat ~ore than Bush, 36% like them equally, and 7%
like Bush r'~re than Reagan. In point of fact, however, all of these
groups like ~th Bush and Reagan and there are very few significant

-
14 -
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di*~-ms.s ~ng thin. Mong the Se, difSerenoes, the Republicans
who liho Reagan sore than Bush are somewhat stronger then avftage
partlasm, aid are of higher bocioewn~ujc status and sore likely to
live 'mat of the Ilississippi: ~in who like Bush sore than Reagan
have a tendenoy to be older and less partisan than those who like
Usagan re than Bush. They are also s~what sore ~ncentrated in
N~ tiglard ad the East North Central region.

The lujor reasons Republicans like Reagan sore than Bush are:

leadership
* trustworthiness
* handling the deficit
* handling relations with the So~iiet Union

Republicans st~w little difference from the electorate at large in

this respect.

One of the largest gaps between Bush and Reagan is on leadership.

Am~ng four important character traits (competence, trustworthiness,

concern, and leadership), Bush xxnpares 'yost unfavorably to Reagan on
leadership and, as ~ just saw, it is one reason that Reagan is more
popular than Bush. This is partly because leadership is the quality
most associated with Reagan. The gap also exists partly because the
voters' ratings of Bush on leadership drop moderately below their
ratings of hii~ on the other three qualities. C~.zt of a possible 10 on
leadership, Bush receives a 6.4 average rating to Reagan's 7.7. The
leadership gap betdeen Reagan and Bush exists to about the same

magnitude along Republican primary voters: Reagan 8.8/Bush 7.4.

-1~5-
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3m~~aus t favorably to Reagan in the total electorate on

trust~zthIwss. The voters give Bush a 6.6 average rating on

possessing this diaracter trait '*mre zero mans the person doesn't

possess it at all a~ ten mans the person possesses the trait as

mich as any person possibly can. Reagan receives a 7.1 average

rating. By my of further ~qamrison, 1~d Keivudy recives a low 507

rating on trust'~cthiness, mabstantially below kwh. The Reagan-Bush

gap on trustworthiness is the most important in explaining the full

range of differences in feelings toward Reagan ar~2 flush. Trust cen be
0 a baraimter of familiarity, I~ver, As the electorate becomes more

familiar with flush, they may grow more trustful. Leadership is the
N most closely related to just the voters who like Reagan a lot more
0

than Bush.

N
The difference between Reagan and Bush is the sam on concern and

c~~petence with Rush drawing a 6.6 on each one and Reagan two more

7.1's. Interestingly, ~d Kennedy does not edge Bush or Reagan on

concern although, expectedly, concern is the trait voters most

associate with him. Kennedy pills a 6.5 on concern.

The gaps ~tween Bush and Reagan on concern, competence, and trust-

worthiness are moderately larger among Republican primary voters than

for the total electorate. The ratings of both men are significantly

more positive ~ng Republicans, but Reagan's ratings increase by a

larger amount than rio Bush's. Moreover, the total electorate pattern

of Bush coriparing inst favorably to Reagn on trustworthiness does not

exist among Republicans. Instead, Bush drops just slightly on

trustworthiness airng Republicans.

- 16 -
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L.tdiip w~ trust are Urn ~- qaalitiee of the tour UDst Strongly
reld to ~ters' overall evaluations of Reagan and Bush. Bush's
relatively lv score on leadership, o~iaud with the lentinants m~ng
sam that he is week, stui that mmIi fleods to find opportunities to
d~istrate lead.rwhip mid to dewlop an hying. less dependent upon his
coruiection to Reagan. This is not to say that he should disavow the
past six years, but that voters should have scre information upon
which to hess their opinion of Bush than Bush's vice-Presidency in the
Reagan adeinistration.

In swumary, Vice-Presideg~ George Bush stands in good stead as the
N. 1988 election can~aign draws nearer. Awareness of Bush is greater
0

than that of the other contenders at the present time, Voters feel* ideologically ~nfortable with Bush, and they believe him to be ~nest
and trustworthy. ()ie perception that could dog him when the campaign
gets underway, hwever, is lack of definition Bush has in terms of
leadership abilities. This seeme due to the fact that people identify
him rTainly as Reagan's Vice-President and do not know enough about his

- past j~sitions in and out of ~vernxnent.

-
17 -
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SIJMKARY OF FEELINGS TOMARD SONE PEOPLE IN POLITICS

VsrV Mar.. Favorable Feettag

RONALD REAGAN 66.3

LEE IACOCCA 616.11 -

JEAN! KIRKPATRICK 62.3

HOWARD lAKER

JOHN GLENN
JACK KENP

TIP O'NEILL
PAT ROBERTSON

59 6

56.2
57.1~
5~6,6
53. 1

JESSE JACKSON 166.31 -

JANE FONDA 363.0

JERRY FALMELL 33.1 -

Very Cold,

100

7,

50

- 30 ~

0

GEORGE BUSH 59.2

ROBERT DOLE 56.16
GERALD FORD 57.6
NARKO CUONO 56.6

GARY HART 55.36
TED KENNEDY 516.0
JENNY CARTER 53.1

WALTER NONDALE '16.6
GERALDINE FERRARO '16.C

GEORGE WALLACE 'ao.o

Unfavorable F'eel.ing

0
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SUPI~iARV OF' FEELINGS TOWARD GROUPS

Very Warm,

CONSERVATIVES 49.6

LIBERALS 41.3

IN POLITICS

Favorable Feeling

THE REPUBLICAN PARTY 60.1
THE OEMOCRATIC PARTY 56.7

Very Cold, Unfavorable Feeling

0
- 19 -
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~ibUc kmmttmin of orm ~mh

I~n' t
Un-

1~ta1 Vavar~1 k~L~ ~Sd

Ibtal

Party !dentificatiOt~

kpublican
Ir~epem~mnt
~at.

Political Pagion

Mw aiglard

Lat North Central
West North Central
Border
Deep Sc~ith
Mciantain
Pacific

18-24
25-39
40-54
55-64
65+

100%

100%
100%
100%

100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%

100%
100%
100%
100%
100%

49% 26% 20% 5% 59*

49

46
40
45
53
58
55
50
45

43
47
48
51
57

1826
25
18
14
16
18
22

26
21
19
20
13

104
3
4
4
7
6
5

7
3
5
4
8

5854
56

63I'll
60
56@

56
57
60
61
v~I

Sex

Male
Fen~le

100%
100%

23
'29

Status Groups

High inc~ie 100%
Intelligentsia 100%
Middle class 100%
L~r end 100%
Jews 100%
Hispa~.ics 100%
B1ad~.s 100%

(continued on next page)

23
4 5

8
8
5
7

63
60
61
52
63
42

- 20 -
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R~1ic kr~tiam of ~oca bh

(oont'd.)

~Bi Pavcr.bl. 3butul

~L~E
tbrthsrn whit.

Protostant
Northrn whit.

Catt~1ic
Northrn white union
Southern white

100%

100%
100%
100%

54%

46
43
60

25%

31
30
22

17%

18
23
12

4% 63

5
4
6

59
55

t~7I

*Aver-a~ge is ~sed on a O~ to 1000 then~Deter scale, where 00=very cold and in-favorable and lOO~very warm arKi favorable.

- 21 -
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~m~aic MIaIMsis of ~in1~sw About ~ash-GumrsL31ctorate 4

LSJce kst About m.i~

Could Could
I~n't Mum Ibn't

Sm- Like ku~ef Sm- Dislike kn~i/

Thtal 100% 51% 10% 39% 42% 11% 47%
Party Identification

Rap~blican 100% I~7f 3 30 37 13 50IrKSsperKSnt 100% 7 57 31 11 58[~nvcrat 100% 40 16 44 liii 9 43
0

Political 1~gion
Nw~aglamg 100% 33 13 54 43 13 44Mid-Atlantic 100% 43 13 44 43 14 43EastNorthCentral 100% 54 10 36 j~I~*stNorthCentra1 100% 54 11 35 36 13 51BorderSouth 100% 56 2 42 36 8[~ep South 100% 55 10 35 37 14Mountain 100% 45 55 35 5 60Pacific 100% 52 12 36 44 13 43

__ 18-24 100% 45 10 45 38 11 3125-39 100% 49 9 42 43 8
40-54 100% 47 11 42 36 11 5355-64 100% 53 10 37 46 14 4')65+ 100% ~ 9 25 43 14 43

Sex

Male 100% II 8 31 48! 9 43
Fei~iale 100% 42 11 47 35 13 52

Status Group

High incc~me 100% ~ 8 25 45 12 43
Intelligentsia 100% 162 10 28 53! 9Middle class 100% 47 9 44 43 9 48L~rend 100% 50 5 45 26 14 60Jews 100% 53 17 30 69! 9 22Hispanics 100% 52 13 35 25 23 52Blacks 100% 45 18 37 46 12 42

- 22 -
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Wa DUSt ~b~at hub WaliJc@ h~wt 5mb

C~4d

Sm-
i~ei

Thtal

PWrty I~nt1fication

Strong Republican
~ak Republican
IrK~spendent Republican

Raitical Reojon

Nw D~gland
Mid-Atlantic
Last North Central
~*st North Central
Border South
I~ep South
Mountain
Pacific

18-24
25-39
40-54
55-64
65+

100%

100%
100%
100%

100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%

100%
100%
100%
100%
1U0%

68%

67

45
72

i~~i
53
70
64
72

66
67

17r1

~ald
Cbn't M~

Like krv~v/ basin Dislike
m~ SMu~~ ~

2% 30% 37%

4,
32

~iI
40
27
32
44

I~t
44
30
28
27

13%

Male
Fen~le

Status Group

High incc~ie
Intelligentsia
Middle class
L~'ier end

100% j~I
100% 62

100%
100%
100%
100%

I;~ I

52

Wn 't

50%

51
46
42
52
54
57
56
43

51
44
51
55
56

Sex

43

43
1.8
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IDEOLOGICAL C~1PARISON OF

- EILC1~)RATL WITH BUSH & REAGAN

S .1 RONALD REAGAN

- NI p4

Moderate

ALL VOTERS

6 6
Slightly Fairly

Conservative Conservative

7
Extremely

Conservative

SELF
4.7

GEORGE BUSH 4.6~ ~ I S. I RONALD REAGAN

5
Slightly

Conservative

6
Fairly

Conservative

7
Extremely

Conservative
REPIJSUCANS

SELF
3.9

GEORGE
BUSH
4.75.1 RONALD REAGAN

I I

5
Slightly

Conservative

6
Fairly

Conservative

7
Extremely

Conservat
DEMOCRATS
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Sup,
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I 4.0

I
Extremely
Lberal

*3.
ftkly

Liberal

3
Slightly
Liberal

1
Extremely

Liberal

2
Fairly

Liberal

3
Slightly
Liberal

4
Moderate

1
Extremely

Liberal

2
Fairly

Liberal

3
Slightly
Liberal

4
Moderate
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Wd~i aw wu~d vaz ct~oss oond?

Republican

frlry
ElectorateTotal 100% 100%

tI~u~er of CIUS (1500) (540)
Cauiined First & Second Mentions

Reepected ~ foreign leaders 58% 56%lies twid a variety of goverrum.nt
positions 45

__ Is in ~verrumnt n~i 26 27
Conservative 25 32
Has ~rkd with Ronald Reagan 20 29Nons/No second rient ion 14 13Ibn't kr~w/Refused 3 2
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MARKE~T OPINION REAI~H

InVortanoe of Presidential (ZliaractQristics

Total

Nun~ier of Cases

Selected First

Respected by foreign

leaders

Has held a variety
of tpverilinent
pOSitiOnS

Is in ~pverniii~nt rwcw

Conservative

Has ~rked with

Ronald Reagan

None

Lbn't know/Refused

Total

100%

(1500)

- ~iI!~L~

100% 100% 100%

(659) (144) (695)

32% 27% 40% 34%

New Mid- North

Er~g1and Atlantic Central

100% 100% 100%

C 79) (246) (263)

34% 34%

16 22

ft~1itica1 ion

E~t ~st North

Central ftxdsr Swath ft~unta1n~'4e4.

100% 100% 100% 100% iNS

(ill) (118) (392) ( 60) (210)

31% 45% 28% 27%

23 17 14 17

13 10 14 17

11 8 19

3a

2 3 5

(continued on next page)
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MAHNL~.'r OPINION R1~SEARCH

TJT~ortanae of Presick~nLia1 (liaracte ri stics

(cont'd.)

Status

Total

Number '4 Cases

Selected hirst

Respected by forttign
leaders

lidS hel(1 a variety
of (J)VerrIfl~nt
positions

Is in government now

Total h~-24 25-39 40-54 55-64 65+

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

(1500) (237) (531) (313) (189) (225)

32% 43% 33% 29% 27% 24%

High
Iruca.tm

Intelli- Middle K~r His-
c1~ _~k~ !~

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 1001 1001

(228) (163) (458) (275) C 53) C 63) (159)

32% 31%

C

33% 30% 28% 33% 3%

19 1.4 21 22 21 18 21 25 20 14 34 22 16

14 ii 15 15 14 15 17 19 14 11 9 8 19

Conservative

has ~rked with
Ronald Reagan

None

13 13 11 13 18 13 11

9 l() 9 8 7 12 8

9 9 8 10 10 8 10

[bn' t know/Refused 3 2 2 3 4 9

9 13 13 11 21 19

8 8 16 2 11 5

7 8 10 11 2 11

2 4 6 2 3 3

0
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FEELINGS ON WHO WOULD flAKE THE 3(5? PRESIDENT

lest Posatbie Pre.td.,it,

TED KENNEDY 5.2 -

JACK KEMP 14.9

P104

GEORGE lUSH 5.7
CART MART 5.11

Uorst Possible President,

- 23 -
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MARKET OPINIC)J RESEARQ-f

PUBLIC PERCEPTIOfIS OF WHO UOULD IWAICE A BETTER PRESIDENT
40

30

20

10

0 1 2 3
- MOAST POSSIBLE PRESIDENT 7 S 1 10

SEST PSISISLE PUESISEWF

0
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MAI~ET OPINI~t4 I~SEAK1I

DISTRflMfrIc~4s OF' BL5H RATIN~

40

30

20

10

(IUrAL mECIVAKIE)

D
UNPRVORRSLE,
WORST POSSIBLE

2 3 'a 5 S 7 6

PAlS I OENY
S 10

PAVSSSg
Sill PSISISLE PSiSESEST

0 0
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'IARKET OPINI(1~J HESEAR(II

DISTRIIILFPIct4S OF BL~H RATDhC~ (IWWLIcAN PRflW~ 3Ec1v)

- 0 1 2 3 16 5 6 7 S 3 10
UNFAVORABLE ,~ FSVSRSSLE/
MOAST POSSIBLE PRESIDENT SEST POSSIULE PSESISEST
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~t at ftsllim !~mtd ~mh g h~

Re
S of all VOt~r3
Reagan thru~m.t.r rating
Bush thft'w~nwt.r rating

S of Republican jzimmry votera
Reagan thS~iu~ter rating
Bush thermiuter rating

- ~aon
um~a.~

29%
62'
47

36%
880
54

22%
79.
70

30%
88*
78

35%
63
63

29%
SSS
86

14%
36
60

7%
53.
73

0

-
32 -

.
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Total Electorate
9~~4can Priumrv

Eledm'at*
kagw~ Bud~

Reagan Reagan>
h)tal Bush Bush

Total

Nun~er ot Cases

Party__Ident it i~~t ion

Strong [~nxcrat
Weak 1~'iucrat
Independent 1)~nucrat
Independent
Independent Republican
~ak Republican
Strong Republican

Political Region

New En(JlarId
Mid Atlantic
East North Central
West North Central
Border South
L~ep South
Mountain
Pacific

Reagan= Bush>
Bush ~ Thtal

Bush1O0~ 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

(1500) (430) (327) (443) (216) (540)

17%
17
12
10
13
17
14

12%
15
9
11
17
24
13

11%
16
8
9
16
19
22

21%
17
13
10
12
13
15

hinh
Bush

1001 100% 100%

I ~TiI

I WI
3
8
8
6

5 5 4 5 6 4
16 20 14 16 16 17
18 17 20 16 22 15
7 7 7 9 6 9
8 6 9 9 9

26 26 27 26 23 26
5 4 5 7 5 514 15 14 14 13 15

2
17
14
9

10
25

5
18

(continued on next page)
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MARKE~~ OPINIUN RI~SFARCI1

Ccuiparison of Perceptions of 1~ush and Reagant

(cont'd.)

Thtal Electorate

Reagan Reagan> Reagan. Bush>
'1'otal Bush Bush Bush

16%
35
21
12
15

20%
40
20
9
9

14%
36
21
12
17

14%
32
23
15
17

12%
36
17
18
17

bp.tgican friinry BI.ctorat~

-> ~ bqm. b*)
Thtal Bush ~uh ~inh

18%
35
22

9
16

19%
41
24
S
9

16%
32
20
10
22

IS'
30
25
11
16

17%
37
16
7

24
Sex

Male
Female

Status Group

high income
Intel 1 igentsia
Middle class
Lower ~~rid
Jews
Hispanics
Blacks

18 13
.1 13 9
15 32 30
:7 15 22
3 4 3
5 4 5
5 6 14

23
12
U
17
1
4
1

#This table analyzes the di fferuncx~s lxi peroepticris of Reaqui aid Bush ~ neasuzed a ti~ir
rcs[ective 0-1000 theniu~ut~r scales.

S

18-24
25-3')
4 Q- 54
55-64
6Sf

'I
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ISSUE HANDLING COPIPARISON OF'
GEORGE BUSH AND RONALD REAGAN

61S361 DM599 N~L5...

HANDLE WETTED

HASSLE PAETTV USCM.S SISSAS
HA.

mv aeaum.g ml HELL

SNAEV
Minorities Wcm~'s Budqct Abortion Soviet Eoci~cmuic Th~es

RLqhts L~ficit Lkiicn Lblicy
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Low
Association

.60

.46

.40

.36

.30

.25

.20

.15

.10

.05

.0

TOTAL ELECTORATE

Leadership

Trustworthiness

TrustworthineSs

Trustworthiness es dership
ompetence Leadership

Concern

Competence
Concern.

Concern

(Competence)
GEORGE BUSH RONALD REAGAN TED KENNEDY

High
Association

Low
A ssociation

.50

.45.

.40

.35 1

.30

.25

.20

.15

.10

.05

.0

REPUBLICAN PRIMARY ELECTORATE

Trustworthiness

Leadership

Leadership
Competence

Trustworthiness

Trustworthiness

Leadership

C6mpetence

Concern

oncern)
te n c a)

GEORGE BUSH RONALD REAGAN
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(Concern)
TED KENNEDY
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RATINGS OF REAGAN, BUSH, AND ~ENNEDV ON PERSONAL CHARACTERISIJeS
(Tots I E Lsctorat.e)

8.0

7.0

6.0
U

z

£50

4.0
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hialysLg of ~IrmDtLaw of ammin~ w~ mmh'

Thutw ~sr1uon

~mml 31ec~at

-~m am~m

Thmt.r Ca~sriuon
~m*~l1cmn Prlzmzy ~

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

(1500) (431) (328) (525) (216) (540) (190)
100% 100% 100%

(158) (154) ( 39)

Ronald began
George ~mh

Ronald began
George Bush

Ronald Reagan
George Bush

Concern

Ronald Reagan
George Bush

7.1* 7.9 8.0 6.8 4.7
6.8 6.6 7.1 6.7 6.6

7.6 8.5 8.5 7.3 5.5
6.4 6.0 6.9 6.6 6.1

7.1 8.0 7.9 6.8 4.6
6.6 6.4 7.1 6.7 6.2

7.1 7.9 7.8 6.8 4.9
6.6 6.4 7.2 6.7 6.3

8.4 8.5 8.7 8.6 6.5
7.8 7.1 7.9 8.3 7.9

8.8 8.9 9.1 8.9 6.7
7.4 6.7 7.7 8.1 7.5

8.3 8.4 8.5 8.4 6.1
7.7 7.1 7.9 8.3 7.6

8.4 8.3 8.7 8.6 6.5
7.7 7.0 8.0 8.2 '.4

Kandling of Issues

()ir relations with the
Soviet Union

National e~nanic
policy

Taxes
The federal kxidget

deficit
Abortion
Policies ~ncerning

minorities
Waren's rights

+0~ -24 -7 +7 +44

+0 -17 -5 +4 +33
-1 -19 -6 +4 ~-29

+2 -19 +1 +8 +31
+1 -11 -3 +3 +26

+8 -8 +8 +12 +35
+8 -6 +7 +11 +33

*Ni.nnbers are averages on a 0 to 10 scale, where 0=doesn'tand lO-possesses as ruich as any person possibly can.

-4 -26 +2 +4

-1 -13 -5 -~-5 -~

-4 -17 -3 +5

+8 -12 +6 +20 -%
+0 -15 +4 +3

+11 +2 +9 +17 -~

+11 - 1 +12 +17 ~3e

possess the characteristic ~t

&Ntubers are the percent difference between "(George Bush) would handle it better"Ronald Reagan and "would not handle it well." A positive nuniber rreans Bush would ~a~I.-
it better than Reagan.

*Qjalities and issues are listed in order of strength of effect on perceptions of Re::and Bush. Boldfaced iten~ indicate a significant relationship between that item an.~difference in opinion of Reagan and Bush.

- 39
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Re5~lican finery 'final bet by bm~11c~is Qmuwric

Most Xuvortant fresidential
Characteristics'

Respected ~ ftr.ign leaders

Has held a variety o~
gowrnmnt positions

Is in ~v.rnnsnt r~w

Conservative

Has ~rked with Ronald

Reagan

Host A ealing Candidate'

I*uld step-up the pece ~
reducing ~verruient
spending and strengthen-

our posiiton in the
world.

Considers reducing the
federal budget c~ficits,
the a'untry's rLniber a~e
priority.

Has the rest perscrial
qualifications for the
job.

Is a fighter for makinq
major changes in jovern-
merit.

frmuwv 'final Mast

All thids-~
others cided

100% 58 36 6

61 34 5

100% 55 39 6

100% 54 39 7

100% 57 40 3

100% 25 7

100% 56 38 6

LU0% 55 39 6

R~ublican

100%

56

39

27

32

29

64%

63

100% ~ 31 3

100% 57 34 9

* Cclnbined first aria second choice used in each r~v.

- 58 -
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Udab am ~a34 vsa ~ esoond?

bpublioanPriinzy 31.ctwat.

First
Ccnbirwd a~io

Cczbirmd First & Second ~ioss

1~uld stp-~p the psos ot reducing
gaverrinnt spending ~ strength-
ening. air position in the ~rld 64% 40%

N Considers reducing tim fsderal
budg.t deficits tim country's
nwii~er arm priority 63 28

N lies the t~et psrsonal qualifications 0
forUm job 37 19

Is a fighter for making major changes
in ~,vernnent 29 11

~4oneA4o second choice 2 1
lbn' t know/Refused 2 1

- 57 -
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Re ubi ican candidate for President ~r. bei held toda and the candidates r(CANDI[WrE NAMES) * ~~u1d be votAn for (CANDI[y~TE NAMES)?
Whic±i way cb you lean as of today -- toward (JEPEAT FULL NAIES IN SMS 0E~R)?
~4K 'ould be your secxrid dKia~?

(cxrit d.)

SexTotal 18-24 25-39 40-54 55-64 65+ Male umle
Total

Nuntier ot Casi~s

Ccultjned 1st & 2nd

Choices
Georcje I~ush
Bob [ble
Howard Ilaker
Jack Ker~)
deane Kirkpatrick
lbn' t know/Re(use(1

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

(540) ( 99) (188) (119) ( 50) ( 84)

76% 81'~ 77% 71% 70%
30 38 29 24 29
27 19 29 23 31
18 16 17 26 20
21 20 18 20 29
20 22 23 26 10

76%
36
38
11
24
11

100% 100%

(270) (270)

78%
33
28
25
18
14First Choice

George hush
Hot) Ible
Howard Baker
Jack Kemp
Jeane Kirkpatrick
[bnt know/Refused

74%
28
27
12
23
27

Statim
High Intelli- Middle L~r Ills-

In~ gentaja Class bid JaefMi ~ Slack
100% 100% 100% 100% '1001 1001 1051

(115) C 68) (204) C 85)

75%
31
32
25
21
14

58% 64~ 5~ 56% 57% 54% 61% 55% 55%.to is ii 7 7 8 11 9 1312 S 15 10 9 17 11 12 128 4 7 14 5 6 10 6 127 5 6 4 13 12 4 9 66 3 6 8 8 3 3 8 2

78%
21
34
22
30
12

58%
4

11
11
13
4

76%
35
25
15
18
25

58%
13
13
5
5
5

72%
35
22
16
21
25

58%
5

12
6

11
8

( 10) ( 17) ( 15)

73%

46
19
27
18

16
8

24
45
6

*751
25
42
21

17

S
42%
21
7

21

10

55%

18

9
18
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MARKET OPINION SEAI~H

~ Re 1 ican candidate for President wre be imid mid Uw candidates

were (CANDIEATE NAMES, would you bevot ing for (CANDIKWFE Nm)?

Itidi way do you lean as of today -- t~,ard (I~PEAT FULL NN*~S IN SNf ONZR)?

Who would be your secund dioicx~?

Party
I(k~flt if ication

Total

Nuntx~r of Cases

Cootuned 1st & 2nd
Choices

Geor(Je KUSI)

801) [ble
Howard Baker
Jack Kent,
Jeane Kirkpatrick
ibn' t know/Refused

First Choice

George Bush
Bob [ble
Howard Baker
Jack Keo~
Jeane Kirkpatrick
rbnt know/Refused

Total Rep. md. Ii~m.

100% 100% 100% 100%

(5i0) (498) ( 16) ( 26)

76%
30
27
18
21
20

58%
10
12
8
7
6

76%
30
28
19
21
21)

59%
9

12
H
7
5

63%
17
34
6
29
31

58%
Li
S

6
20

74%
43
20
13
19
21

47%
21
17
6
5
4

_____________ Iblitical ion

East. I~st
New Mid- North North [sep
~ Atlantic Central Central Border ~atb ~atain ~itic

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

(22) (93) (78) (47) (46) (142) (29) (83)

71%
25
30
13
28
25

60%

21

11
8

73%
25
28
23
31
18

55%
8

11
11
13
3

72%
34
24
19
22
23

54%
9

11
11
10
5

75%
38
33
11
21
16

16
15
9
2
4

73%
27
41
16
13
18

55%
13
14
9

9

83%
33
26
18
12
23

64%
11
12
4
5
4

71%
a
25
S

25
29

52%
is
16

6
16

75%
U
22
24
24
16

61%
9
5

11
8
6

(continued on next pa(Je)
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~~L@ Vz't Lie of ~oR*~1LcuI 3iect~at 1965 vs. 1979

Tear

1979 1965

Thtal

Nt.u~sr of Cases

Political Usoton

New ~g1and
Mid-Atlantic
East North Central
~*st North Central
Border South
Deep South
M~intain
Pacific

18-24
25-39
4 0-54
55-64
65+

Sex

Male
Pei~1e

100%

(457)

6%
19
19
10
11
16
6

13

Education

Less than high school
High schoolArocat jonal
Scire oollege
College graduate

Other Groups

Hispanics
Blacks

- 54 -

100%

(659)

4%
18
16
8
7

26
6

15

19
35
21
10
15
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A si~ia~ lieu of inociatian Is oem in the ~uapi,~s at Republican
by Umir esleotiom at the five wish daaracteristgc~ - scet 1mporta~
for a resi~nt ~ tave, e.g. respected by foreign liaders, held a
Variety at g~verrinn~ p~it~g, etc. 11w trial heat results do no~
Sigiificwtly change acr~s four of the five groups at Republicane.
The ~ption are the flqxiblica,, ~ eslact has 'crked with ~naId
Reagan.~ BLmh Is their ~ni1idsteg 66% vot, for him against zsi for
the cou~bined field. As previously djSCugg*d, the latter
characteristic is tim ally one at the five which in now associated
with Bush and helps explain why voters like or dislike him. The
relationship of the primary trial heat to these selections is an
iuport.,it dew~nstration at the earlier fir~flng.

0

- 53 -
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As tk ~ublican primy ~ters first choice, the wiclaimed theme
beats ~le, 40% to 28%. hash (19%) and ~ (11%) traiL ~n5iderab1y
~hjgmd. I~le ~irw Strength in the R~Ub1iciw' se~nd choices (36%)
against the w~claiumd tk (25%) and finishes in a virtual tie of
c~ined choi~s: Imclaiuaed theme 64%, I~le 63%. lush finishes a

distant third (37%) and Ku~ i last (29%).

O~m clear lesson of this mcperlmmnt is that hash Is r~t ping to cr~s
the goal line with the thinim ~t ~nly associated with him. His
resi.m characteristics are an important meet for him, bit, alone,

0 they will r~t get him elected.

N lie results, just as clearly dmnxxwtrate the ~eat qpeal of an issue

theme and the reed for Bush to he associated with one. Moreover, sixS years into the Reagan Revolution the two principle themes of that

revolution still exhibit significant appeal. This, of course, may

change by 1988. Nevertheless, these results confirm that the

candidate who is nest associated with carrying on the Reagan

Revolution ~uld have the ireide track in the Republican primary.

For the rrost part, the jxtential Republican primary candidates have

not successfully associated themselves with one of these generic

preferences of Republican primary voters. The primary trial heat

result aiong Bush, Cole, Kemp, et al does not significant).y change

across three of the tour generic preferences of Republicans. The

exception are the RepuDlicans who prefer the candidate with the test

personal qualifications for the job. ~ish is their candidate; 66%

vote for him against 31% for the Cx~bined field.

- 52 -
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~*l1cu~ ~luric ~ef~~es

Multi trial hinsts taken tkee ~sam bafore tim first state primary
h~e little predictive WlLa. 'the mm mason ~r this is that early

trial tasts ars primurily ~iwn by lazg, dsscripencies in the ~ters'
familiarity with th. tested candidates. These nams I.D. gaps'

iinually disap~rnar by tim turn tim coal iot. is taken, and tim election

outcome often bares slight zus~3enc. to Urn early s~wVey deta.

In this study an attempt ~s much to provide some data that could be

projected into the future. The ~~ters vere presented with the

description of tim cantra.L themes of four candidacies. By design,
N three of the themes vere meant to correspond to the themes with which

George Bush, Bob [ble, and Jack Kemp might becone wiiqusly associated

by 1988. "flu fourth theme is not kn~m to be Lv~ique1y asSociated with
any 1988 contender, tut it ~as a~ded as the possible Lr~claimed winner.

(Its resemblence to the rreanina of Reagan's presidency is clear

enough, Ixwever.)

The tour themes, r~ndom.ly presented, i'.ere:

* Has the test personal qualifications for the
sob. (Bush)

* Considers reducing the federal budget deficits
the ~untry's rm.anber ~ie priority. (~le)

* Is a tighter for making major changes in
government. (Kenp)

* Woulc.j step-up the pace of reducing government
spending and strengthening our position in the
world. (Unclaimed)

- 51 -
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Klzkpstrick is wet popular in the Mid-Atlantic states, along

~sm ~ U intelligsntsia, n, ~ primy votet~ ~r 55.

Km~ ~als iminly from ~publican party ingulm wd ~ts his highest
gsogtqiiic share ftc. the Mid-Atlantic and ~cif Ic states. He is far
wre ~pular uins~ iwi than ~n, and draw wre from middle aged
Papublicwu than from either ~ung or old hpublicaxw.
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bas far Urn ~am~lican ?buinaticn

Vice-President George Bush is Urn clear front-runner for the Repub-
lican ruination for President at this juncture. lie leads f*1l~w
Repiblicans ~b I~le, Iberd Baker, Jack Keip, and Jeans Kirkpatrick
with 58% of Urn first choice vote and 76% of the combined first and
second d~,ioe vote. The others are far behind - ~le with 30% of the
cQtined first and second choice vote, Baker with 27%, Kirkpatrick

with 21% arK! Kenp with 18%.

Voting intentions are strongly related to awareness at the present
N tine. Q~ly 3% of the country's Republicans have never heard of Bush,

but 25% are unaware of Dole, 27% are unaware of Baker, 33% have never
heard of Kirkpatrick, and fully 48% have never heard of Kenp.

Bush is the clear choice a~ng Republicans across the country. None

of the other candidates c~~res close in any geographic or demographic

subgroup. '~Jonetheless, it is interesting to see where the other

candidates Jet the support they do receive.

Bob Dole receives his highest levels of support from independent

Republicans, t~st North Central state residents, Republicans under 25,

and those 65 or older.

Fi~vard Baker draws fr~ Republicans of all strengths of partisanship

and gets 41% of the F~order South vote ~nd higher than (his) average

levels of support frorri Republicans 55 or older.
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~&rm 3: DIE 1968 REPIM.ICM 1~.WRY UTILE

'flu Re~~blican frimum~y Electorate: 1965 vs. 1979

It is Instructive to take a look at the d~ang.s in the (X~Bpo5ition ot

11w Repiblican ~riuary electorate sinca the 1980 frmidntial ~i~aign

befoce taking a lard look at organizing for 1988. As we know, the

flsagan Revolution' h had a significant hu~iact on partisan politics.

Republicans have gone frau the minority party to party parity pier theZr
past three election cycles.

Republicans today are younger and better educated than were

Republicans in 1979. In 1979, 44% of the Republicans were under 40.0 ~ 54% are. The percent ~ college educatei (at least ~ne college)

Republicans has gone frau 46% six years a~o to 56% today.

C'

Republican gains in the South are very evident when looking at the

geographic aistribution of the national electorate. In. 1979, 27% of

tne nation's ~ehaviora1 Republicans lived in the South. That number

has gone up to 33% today. Gains are biggest in the £~ep South, where

the contribution has ~ne f:~n 16% to 26%.

So, the party's anstituency has charv~ed in the last six years. There

are nrre young Repualicans and rrore Republicans in the South, es-

pecially the ~ep South.
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Geodenu~graphic Analysis of Key Bush Support Gy~~

General Election

Core Repub- E~nc-
Repiib- lican cratic Core

Total 1 ican L~fectors £~fectors ~m~crat

Total
100%

Northern White

18-39, under $40,000
40-54, under $40,000
55+, under $40,000
18-39, over $40,000
40-54, over $40,000
55+, over $40,000

~ Southern White

18-39, under $40,000
40-54, under $40,00()
55+, under $40,000
18-39, over $40,000
40-54, over $40,000
55+, over $40,000

Jews
Hispanics
Blacks

100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%

100%
100%
100%
iOO%
100%
100%

100%
100%
100%

30%

27
27
34
33

I!~I
35

19% 20% 24%

Priasty Election

All
~sh Othm

58%

22
23
14

18Iii'
41
34

32~I!1
15
33
9

19
1?
18
16
15

I~I
20
20

14
23
18
16
6
10

I~!I

42%

41
45

I~IIIi
40

68
55
65
43
58

I!~I
55

100
42

I!~2L
49%

46
43
52
56
49

54

I~I
34
SI
z

15
10
S

U
6

*
*

0
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I~m~aohic ftQf lie of Pzusldsq~tlai ~iIot (~~ius~

(oont'd.)

ldsntlal Ballot *

Whit.. northern
Protestant

White northern Cati~1ic
White northern union
Southern white

25%
14
14
26

19%
I IT I

Anti-
Ym~dy

21%
21
10
29

Anti
Hart

25%
14
17
20

Mti

22%
14
15
18

Pro-
V.mw~j

13%
14
'ft
34

Pro-
Hart

29%
15
19
30

*~xes drawn a~npare core E~cratic and Republican constituencies.
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Pro-
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31%
22
11
27

Core
Repub-
lican

31%
9
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Here are sai~ general elect ion races for President that could be on the bellot in 1968.you ~u1d vote for if the election were bei held toda and the leT mntion wre tim ~
~~y~jou lean as of today -- toward (REPEAT F'tJLL IWIES IN

(cont'd.)

Total

Number of Cases

George hush
Ted Kennedy

~ 1~nt know/Refused

(ueorge Hush
Gary Hart
Lbn 't know/Ref used

George Hush
Lee lacocca
I~nt know/Refused

- ______ Sex

Total 18-24 25-39 40-54 55-64 65+ ~1e Fe-
- nnle

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

(1500) (237) (531) (313) (189) (225) (726) (774)

( 53) ( 63) (159)~ ~AQ ACQ Cb.~ --*~ ~ q~ ~ 56% 45% 66% 62% 57% 46% 34% 4411345 43 50 42 49 38 40 50 30 33 40 51 62 51 834 3 1 6 4 6 4 5 4 7 .4 3 4 6 4

Status

High Intelli- Kiddie Loser
Inc~is qentsia Cls bd Jewigh ___

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

(228) (163) (458) (275)

50% 51% 47% 51% 50% 56% 54% 46%45 41 50 44 46 36 41 49S 5* 4 5 6 7 5 5

49% 54% 48% 50% 46% 51% 48% 51%
43 40 46 42 43 43 48 397 5 6 7 12 7 5 10

62%
36
1

54%
42
4

52%
39

9

52%
42

6

54% 53% 32%
42 41 66

4 5 - 8 6

52% 55% 3% 43% ~42 36 55 41 63B~
6 9 S 16 lOW

49%25%
43 69



~Bdc ftof 11. of ksinidmtlal 3a1I* ~aus

mallet S-v*

C~ Mtl" Mtl' Ai*1 P~@ frO* Pro' Core
~m~'- busdy Dart Zaaos ~snmdy Mart loocca ~q~ui~-

100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

(1500) ( 359) ( 87) C 70) ( 137)

100% i0~ 100% 100%

C 83) C 72) (120) C 457)

~rtv Idantificatton

Dapiblican
Ir~sp.nd.nt
~at

44% 6%
10 6
46

30% 28% 19%
16 11 8
54 61 73

44%
9
47

53%
12
35

75% l~I
12 7
13 13

P3litical ~oicn

Nw fYiglard
Mid-Atlantic
Lint North Csntral
~Mst North Central
Border South
C~ep South
Mountain
Pacific

18-24
25-39
4 0-54
55-64
65+

7
6
22
5

14

15
1221
21
14
14

Sex

Male
Fenale

48 45 56 54 34 45 47 73
52 55 44 46 66 55 53 27

Status Groups

High incc~i~
Intelligentsia
Middle class
La~,er end
Jewish
Hispanic
Black

12
8

25
16
5
5

im

(continued on next page)
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IT~ii
15

17
31
22
H

17
14
30
19
4
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Here are scm~ races for President that could be on the ballot In 1968. ftr ecli ~w~ elect ion ~re being held today and the VSOD1@ I mnt wm

Total

Number of Cases

George I~ush
Ted Kennedy
lXn't know/Refused

(aeorge hush
Gary Hart
Lbn' t know/Refused

George hush
Lee lacocca
E~jnt know/Refused

l'drt y
l(It'flt it icat ion

100% 100% 100% 100%

(1500) (659) (144) (695)

51% 82% 51% 20%
45 16 38 74
4 1 Ii 5

50% 80%
45 17
5 .2

44% 24%
40 72

17 4
49% 73~ 39% 29%43 25 42 61
7 2 18 10

I~)litica1 ion

East I~stNew Mid- North North I~ep~ Atlantic Cbn intral ~1 ~

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%( 79) (246) (263) (111) (118) (392) ( 80) (210)

34%
61
5

33%
61
6

42%
53
6

49%
48
2

47%
48
5

44%
51
5

45%
51
5

44%
50
6

46%
47
7

54%
41
5

58%
41
2

51%
39
11

55% 54%
41 42

5 4

57% 56%
38 41
5 4

50% 57%
32 38
10 

6

3,
6

438
50
6

45'
46

(continued on next page)

538
41
5

538
40
6
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'ft. ~re Dsinoratic vot, 24% of the electorate in these 3 trial

hoe~, Is ~uig (15% are under 25. 37% are aged 25 to 39). middle

claus (25%) or lover end (16%), black (24%), and tram the Eastern

Seabard (35%) or the Ernst North Central states (20%).

A 46% plurality of the ~cratic dfectors, *f~- vote for Bush on one

of the three ballots, do so to vote against tacocca. They are

strongly Wnvcratic, lover status, and largely female. They just

don't like Lee lacocca.

Each t~nccrat appears, then, to have his ~n constituency. Kennedy is

supported nost by the party regulars, Hart 4kaws a younger vote, and

lacocca grasps a larger share of the centrist vote. None currently
"4

has a larger or broad enough constituency to outdraw George Bush.

Each contest looks as though it ~zuld be a tight one, ho~ver.

7

Looking at these data, the den~,graphic profile of the defectors, anc~

their perceptions of Bush, it appears that the voter groups Bush can

inst easily lose are:

o ~Jorthern whites under 40 with inc~~s under $40,000, who

could ~ I~n~cratic

o Northern high incorrie whites over 55, who could defect in

a prP~iary situation, but probably ~ild not in a general

election

Thus, Bush may have difficulty holding onto the younger, marginal

voter, who cane over to the Republican coLn~n because of Reagan.
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WmpqhImlly, Sinh ~ps the Dein~crats asong adults under 35 and
~ 65, mng high ia~ wd middle class whites, m~ng Urn inteUt..

gentsia, wd uvng man.

Coutdning all three hellots gives a g~od estue of the core Republican
and I~mocratic ~residsntial constituencies at the present tiirn. In
total, 49% of the ~te is Republican with 30% core Republican and
19% soft Republican and 44% is I~cratic - 24% core Democratic,
20% soft Democratic. The other 7% are marginal voters who are

- undecided ~ the trial heats at the present tins.

N The core Republican vote against the 3 tested Den~crats consists

of:

northern white Protestants (31%)r~. whites in the South (37%)
over 55 (30%)
over $40,000 inccxte (21%)

The soft Republican vote is vmade up of those who vote Republican on 2

out of the 3 ballots. A plurality of then (44%) are Lee tacocca

defectors. These eligible voters are lar;ely weak or independent

Republicans. tacocca Republican defectors are older than Kennedy or

Hart defectors; Hart's defectors are the youngest. lacocca defectors

are n~stly male; Hart defectors are female. lacocca defectors are

also of higher socioecon~ic status than are either Hart or Kennedy

defectors. Regionally, tacocca defectors live north of the

Mason-Dixon line, while slightly wer a third (34%) of the pro-Kennedy

defectors are white Southerners. Also, union defectors ~o for Kennedy

and Hart nnre than for tacocca.
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IVen tkK~ugh the 1988 ftusidential election is 36 months away, three
1968 trial heats ~re tasted in order to assess the early Strength of
George hsh ~ainst p~sible Democratic opponents. At the present
time, Bush leads Ted Kennedy by a 51% to 45% margin, with 4%
undecided; he tops Gary Hart by a 50% to 45% margin, with 5% unde-

cided; and he edges oit Lee lacocca by a 49% to 43% margin, with 7%

NJ undecided.
~fI?

N All three races are similar in their ~'era.Ll nmrg ins, bit each reveal
a different subgroup pattern of voting. Bush leads all three men

amrig Republicans, garnering a solid 82% against Kennedy and 80%
against Hart. he falls to a lesser 73% against lacocca, indicating

that lacocca has scw~ ~awing po~~r am~ng Republicans. ~sh gets his
-~ largest share of Independents (51%) against Kennedy, and the lowest

(39%) against lacocca again indicating lacocca's ~xtential drawing

power. 3ush gets his biggest share ~f the L~emocr-atic vote (29%)

against lacocca and the least (20%) against. Kennedy.

Hegionally, I~ush leads all three tren in all b~t the Eastern Seaboara,

East North Central, and Mountain states. Kennedys regional strength

lies in New England, Harts in New England ana the Mountain states,

and lacocca in the Eastern Seaboard (New England and the Mid-Atlantic

states).
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(~m of tRw imet widely discussed issues in recent avxiths has been

international terrorias. Ever since the taking of hostages in the

U.S. 3~sssy in Iran, this issue has been a mibject of public debate

and discussion. More recent events, such as the Achille Lauro

hijacking, have nade this an even hotter topic. It is sure to be a

topic of disuces ion in tRw 1988 Presidential caipaign and, as mach, is

an ~s~~rtant area to explore here.

N

A solid ruit~er of Anericans believe that terrorist acts are the acts4 of governu~nts rather than of groups or individuals. Fully 67% feel

that foreign goverimnts are behind nvst terrorist acts * Less than

one-third (27%) of the public feels that terrorists are individuals or

groups acting on their own. This view is dominant throughout the

electorate, but is post strongly held by senior citizens, lower end

whites, and residents of the f~ep South.

A 57% majority of Americans believe that the U.S. government can

significantly reduce terrorism, while 36% say that there is not much

the government can do. One option the U.S. has against terrorism is

retaliation. Fully 73% of the American public favors taking military

action ~ainst terrorists. When probed further, that ni~n'iber declines

as three specific situations are presented. All told, 60% of the

public can be called pro-military action, while 40% are anti-military

action.
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Us thyme qscif Ic situations mentad ~re Usse. military action
agalist ~Srrci'ist ~s if imoosnt £3~ple in thu ~s W@ likely to

be killed or vounded; military action against terrorists who are
suspected of planning an attack or only as retaliation after an

attack; military action against ~vernments which help and train
terrorists, even if that action owld lead to larger conflict. lb the

first situation, endangering Innocent lives, only 35% of the pJblic
would favor military action. Oily 28% would favor a pre-emptive

strike, and only 36% ~uld favor military action against ~wernments.
So, while Americans, in general, are in favor of taking military

3rn action to stop terrorism, that support lessens when some of the
I,,

consequences are discussed. Aturicans do not wish to see terrorist
canps b~ed if that ~ald ~ innocent lives, they do not wish to
retaliate against ~verrFmnts if that ~uld lead to a larger conflict,

and they generally favor military force as retaliatory action rather

than a pre-einptive aie.

Republicans (Im~st mtably Independent R~publicar~), middle aged (40 to

54) citizens, residents of the Deep South, and Jews are the ntst

~ro-tniiitarv action ~-oups in the electorate. New Er~larcers, women,

De~Tucrats, and senior citizens are the ~s*t pacifist ano the least

supportive of military action against terrorism. The most pro-

military action groi.ips in the electorate are southern nen aged 40 to

54 and Jewish n~n aged 25 to 39. Canpared to the national average of

1.8 on the 0 to 4 military action scale, they rate a 2.9 and a 2.6,

respectively.

0
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!ha East that bish 1. u~. hoed of a tasli tos'@e on international

tuwi~ awid be of ~emt buewfit to him uiam diewasing this lam..

Pro Swh voters are tore pro military action than average, and his

rlaontlwtink foro.uIx~Mbuaplus~rh1m. This issue ismarely

am that will be around in 1988, and it provides Bush with a good

o~ortunity to dermtrate his strength and resolve on the issue as

veil - his breadth of exprienoe.
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~~Sq hot 130 of mart kr Nllitarv Mtlan ~m1nst 1~rrvr±sts

Military ~t1on Zndsx

Military
Military ~1on in

~i - -__1 2 3 All (~ms

25% 28% 23% 9% 1.9 (1500)

kpublicm
I~s-.
~crat
Rlitical ~aion

Mid-Atlait
Emt North Qmntral
Ir~st North ~ntra1
Docdsr South
E~p South
Mountain
Pacific

18-24
25-39
40-54
55-64
65+

Sex

Male
F~nale

100%
1.00%
100%

100%
100%
1.00%
100%
1.00%
100%
100%
100%

100%
100%
100%
100%
100%

121 i~ri
8 1.9
6 1.6

I~TI
15
13
17
11
16
19

14
13
14
15
I~I

100% 11 19
100% j30(

Tracer Group

White rxxtkrn
Protestant

White r~rt~rn Catholic
White r~xthern union
Souti~rn white
Jewish
Black
Hispanic

100%
1.00%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%

19
18
12
10
12

iTh
9

#Average ranges fron~ 0 (no military action) tZ)
4 (military action in all cases).
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1~a1 16%

Nwit~er
of Cases

28
25
25
27
I~I
23
29
21

16
21
22
23
22

22

1.5
1.8
1.8
1.9
1.7

i~Ti
1.8

659)
144)
695)

79)
246)
263)
111)
118)
392

237
531)
313)
18~'

---
9

22~'
ib:

45~
2>

1:

7
8

1T11
6

8
9
6

4

1.8
1.9
2.0!

1.7

'1.6,

1.7
1.9!

1.5

13

18
20
22
27j

20
I~I



~uhto h~aIuSt~ ~f Nhlltaw ~tion Znbz*

Sax

Thtal Male -.~SJL.
-

18-24

Prottant
Catho1i~
Union
Southern ~iite
Jewish
Hispanic
Black

25-39

Protestant
Catholic
Union
Southern white
Jewish
Hispanic
Black

40-54

Protestant
Catholic
Union
Southern white
Jewish
Hispanic
Black

55-64

Protestant
Catholic
Union
Southern white
Jewish
Hispanic
Black

(continued on next page)

1.9 2.1

2.0
1.8
2.3
2.1
2.0
1.9
3.0

2.0
2.3
2.0
2.3

W21
1.8
2.4

1.8

1.7
1.5
2.0
2.1
1.9
1.5
2.1

1.9

1.7
1.7
1.8
2.0
2.2
1.6
2.2

2.0

1.9
1.9
1.9
2.3
2. 1
1.7
1.9

1.8

1.8
2.0
1.8
1.8
2.2
1.4
1.2

2.2
2.4
1.9
2.3
2.2
1.8
2.0

2.2
2.4
2.2

2.3
2.3
1.5

1.6

1.3
1.2
1.5
2.1
1.5
1.2
0.7

1.5
1.2
1.6
1.8
1.7
1.4
2.0

1.5
1.7
1.7
1.9
1.7
1.1
2.0

1.3
1.7
1.8
1.6

0.8
1.0
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hplvsis of Kilitazv ~t1~i ZuySexe

(~nt4.)

Sex

(amt'd.)

65+

Protestant
Catt~1ip
Union
Southern waite
Jewish
Hispanic
Black

1.7

1.4
1.6
1.9
2.0
1.4
1.3
1.7

1.7
1.6
1.9
2.3
1.5
.6

1.7

1.2
1.7
1.9
1.7
1.4
1.7

~re averages on the T'Llitarv action index, which ranges fr~
3 to 4.
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~AP!W 5, DI!ZCIIAL ThAVg A~ ~1U~'rzoNIs1

11~agh hmrioaw ~wrally ~sel that trade with other ocuntries helps
the U.S. eoo,~uv, they ~nethe1em hartxr £rotectionist Sentinants. A
55% to 36% imajority oe the p~blic believe that trade helps rather than

hurts the economy. This is true among all but strong Democrats,
blacks, and lower end whites, who believe trade hurts the ecor~uy.

A small 34% plurality of voters state that there should be less

"trade" with other countries than there Is r~. A lesser 31% believe
there should be more trade and 28% say that it should stay about the
sate. Hc~ever, fully 51% say that there should be fewer "imports."

Cavbining these sentin3nts about trade and ixiports reveals that 47% of
the American public can be called "protectionist," 23% are "free

traders," and the rest (30%) have mixed opinions.

A~nericans are not blanket protectionists, however. F'iftv-three

percent (53%) of the public supports restricting foreign irports only

fran countries that restrict our products while trading freely with

all other 'xuntries. A lesser 27% feels that ~ should "restrict any

foreign ini~~orts whjchi threaten Merican jobs even if they are from a

country which cbesn't restrict our products." Only 16% believe that

there should be no restrictions on foreign imports.
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u~ me ~otec~pists? n~ugi~ e ~ Sn uw electorat. exhibit 0
m dsgzu. of protectionist sentiusets, the met protectionist
elments in our society we:

* I~svcrats
* 'mid-Atlantic state residents
S

* blacks
* tuiddle class lower end whites* th~se with no collegS education

Education appears to be the nDst significant correlate with pro-0 tectionist sentinmnts. The greater the educational attainment, the

less likely a person is to harbour protectionist sentiments. OnlyN
anung Jews and high income ~ters do free traders outnumber protec-

tionists.

The electorate's relative perceptions of Bush and Reagan do not appear
to be affected by the trade issue. Core Reaganites are somewhat more
protectionist than the anti-Reagan, pro-Busi'. ~ter, but those who rate
them equally also lean toward pr~tecti~ijsm. It is therefore an issue
that 3ush can develop without concern about alienating the Reagan
Constituency. The only concern should b~ not to appear too "free

trade-ish," but that 4ould alienate most voters, including Reagan

supporters.

Why are sane Americans protectionist? One reason is that Americans
who are anti-imports are ~ure likely than free traders to know of a
specific business ~n their area that has been hurt by foreign
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o~tLticn. Vifty-t~ permnt (52%) of the oo~e protectionists know
of a bumming that has bun lint by fcmign lqxwts, ~Aile 53% of the
free traders do not know of a local bosinees that has bun tint.

~ricans believe that the major reasons behind the trade deficit are
cheap labor in foreign countries (66% feel this has contributed a
great deal), ~g. demands by ~ricari labor i.uiions (47%), dumping or
selling at less than cost by foreign countries (47%), and poor
plaming and management byU.S. companies (43%). Americans blame
unfair trade ~licies by foreign governzuents (37%) and the better
quality of foreign products (37%) least of all.

Taking these opinions on the source of blame for trade problems
tcx~ether, only one-fourth of the Anarican public (25%) puts the blame
for U.S. trade probleme solely at the feet of American business. On
the other hand, nearly 4 in 10 (38%) blame foreign countries. The
rest (37%) blame both or have mixed opinions. The relationship
between blame for trade problems and protectionist sentiments is
strong. Protectionists place the blame on foreign countries, while
free traders think the cause ~ries fr~ U.S. business. Protectionists
thus feel that, since the trade deficit is due to unfair competition
fran abroad, there should be trade restrictions so that U.S. industry
can o~rpete on an equal footing. Free traders place the blame on U.S.
business arid thus believe that it is up to business to straighten up
and becorrie rr~re conpetitive.

-
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Mum is, I~awger, a Iags iiare ci the electorate that divides the
bim b.t~m.i U.S. bmimes and foreign oo~ani.s and govermnt~.
?~ lglanders, Nmmtain state reeid.nts, young voters (18-24), and
lover end whites pit the itost blaiw on I~th ~

The placem.nt of blam, for trade problems does not divide the
R.agan-eush coalition groups * All groups feel thdt the blame lies
with foreign ~ntries 'tore than U.S. business, and secordarily that
the blasm should be shared.

One jxilicy which has been espoused recently is one of fair trade.
N Americans ~ along with that general idea, protectionist and free

trader alike. Fifty-two percent (52%) of the free traders, 50% of the'4 protectionists, and 60% of those in the middle feel that America's
N trade policy Should be one of trading freely with those countries that
C-' trade freely with us, and restricting the products of those countries

who restrict our products. Frc~n a policy ~rspective, this could lead
to a trade war, but even when that was explair~ed to those voters who
wanted fewer L ports, they said that haviri~ fewer i ports was pore
important than avoiding a possible trade war.

It is clear that Americans want a trade policy that takes into con-
sideration the effect of imports on American jobs. The fair trade
Concept Should ~ explored. ~ricans are definitely not in favor of
"free" trade, but they are not intransigent in their protectionism

either.

-
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1tu~et1cnsat bnt*mnts In U ~rIomn Pi~ltc

ftoWctioniua Index

Protec- Pros Nwiibr
Thta.1 tioniuts MIned ~ of Casesm

1~tal 100% 47% 30% 23% (1500)

Party Identification

~E3~liw~ 100% 40 32 1111 ( 659)indEpendent 100% 45 33 12 ( 144)
W~rat 100% 3T~ 27 19 ( 695)

ftlltlcal bolon

Nw &~gland 100% 49 28 23 C 79)Mid-Atlantic 100% 50 27 23 (246)
EastNoctbCentral 100% 46 27 27 (263)i~st Noitk~ Central 100% 45 29 27 ( 111)

N BorderSouth 100% 48 36 15 (118)I~.pSouth 100% 48 30 22 (392)
Mountain 100% 48 34 19 (80)
Pacific. 100% 40 33 27 C 210)

* Sex

Male 100% 37 29 1331 ( 726)
Female 100% J~~] 30 14 ( 774)

~1.
Status Group
High income 100% 29 32 ( 228)
Intelligentsia 100% 31 37 31 C 163)
~4iddle class 100% 51 27 22 ( 458)
L~r end 100% ~ 25 12 ( 275)
Jewish 100% 30 36 32! ( 53)
Hispanic 100% 43 32 25 C 63)
Black 100% __ 31 13 C 159)

Age/Education

Under 40/No college 100% J561 28 16 C ~21)
Under 40/College 100% 39 34 26 C 448)
Over 40/No college 100% 156i 24 18 C 427)
Over 40/College 100% 35 28 j31 ( 300)

Bush-Reagan ~rcept ion
Difference

RR>~ 100% 30 28 21 ( 431)
100% 39 29 30 (328)

RR~~ 100% 51 27 20 (444)
GB>RR 100% 39 32 27 C 216)
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~ @1 31 for Owiemt ~ h~1m

I~~~for frad PfOb1...(a)

F-
Theal

Party Idsntiticatio,~

Rspiblican
Xrdsp.rd.nt
~crat

Nsv ~gland
Mid-Atlantic
East r*~rth Central
West North Central
Border South
Deep South
Mountain
Pacific

18-24
25-39
40-54
55-64
65+

Sex

Male

Female

(continued next page)

100%

100%
100%
100%

100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%

100%
100%
100%
100%
100%

37
37

IlTI
IT
41
35
35
37

32
39
40
38

~Th

Sl~ B1m
-~-~ ~

37% 25%

41
36
37
27
32
38
47
38

44
35
34
41
34

22
26
20

J3~J
27
19
26

100%
100%
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659)
144)
695)

79)
246)
263)
111)
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80)

210)

237)
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313)
189)
225)
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~uu o~ Rim Sor Ow~uit 1~ R~bim

(cwtd.)

RIm £oi' T~'ads froblm~~

Dim
Foreign

Ibtal ~mtries

High i~'iooinm
Intelligentsia
Middle class
L~r r~
jews
Hispanics
Blacks

Protectianian Index

Protectionists
Mixed
Free traders

100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%

100%
100%
100%

Union HouseI~ld (non-black)

Union
Non-union

100%
100%

35%
38

'U,

33
30

30

Im

Age/Education

Under 40/No college 100% 39
Under 40/College 100% 35
Over 40/No college 100% 40
Over 40/College 100% 40

Bush-Reagan Perception
Difference

RR)GB 100% 39
RRX~ 100% 41
RR~~ 100% 38
GB>RR 100% 36

index of q~stia-is 17-22.
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t*zi~r
of Cases

Dim
Doth

32%
31
33

28
47
43

miI ~TI

16
29
21
27

228)
163)
458)
275)
53)
63)

159)

701)
428)
351)

18
28

C 210)
C 921)

321)
448)
42~)
300)

421)
328)
444)
216)



qb

U.S. National Study

Analysis Rmport

Prepared ftr:

~ J~publicwi Nat2.onal Ccmuittee

Not t~ be released without the joint permission
of Market C~,inicn I~seard~i a~id
the I~pt~licw& National O~vnittee

Ee~'-ter, 1935
~P85O4O

S
MARKET OPINION RESEARCH



MARKET QI'INION R[SL

~BIZ OF a~iii~rrs

Q~tsr 1: J~pi~*licini md L~~atic Party Cbalitia~s . 18 - 34

~ . . . . . . . ....... 35-50
Q~aptsr 3: Basic Iss~ Attit~z~a In the E3*c~rata. . . . . . . 51 78

Q~qter 4: Inteniati~a1 1~rrorimn...................79 
- 88

Q~ter 5: Intamatiaial ~ md Pro~ectia~iiun.............89 -103

Qi~ter 6: ~r~ptua1 Space..............................104 -127

A&ht4cn&1S1zrmnazyT~,1es................................128-131

N

C'

p



MARKET OPINION RESEH

S __

This survey of ~ults in the United States was conducted by Market

Opinion Research for the Republican National Coumuittee. The major

purposes of the survey are:

* .To neasure public support for the Republican and
.I~cratic parties, profile their respective coali-
tions, and analyze their strengths and wsaknessqs.

* To uncover whether or not the 1984 post-election
7% party parity has baen maintained through 1985.

* *To conpare the a.~rrent 44% Republican Party coali-

N tion with the minority coalitions of years past.
* To assess the irood of the national electorate with

regard to their perceptions of the direction of the
country and approval of President Reagan and Vice-
President Bush.

* To measure the basic issue attitudes of the American
public with regard to such areas as traditionalism,
government assistance, unions, and foreign aid and
intervention.

* To r~p the national issue agenda, especially With
respect to the irriportant issues of foreign trade and
international tet-rorisrrr.

* To r-~p voter perceptions of ~jor clit~cal figures
on a two-dimensional space containing partisan and
ideol~ical axes.

Research ~sign

Sar~le/Field

Fifteen hundred (1530) telephone interviews were administered to a

clustered, probability-proportionate-to-size random sample of U.S.

-1.-
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citizens, 18 yea~s old or older living in the continental United

States. The interviewing was conducted between September 17th and

25th, 1985.

Suivl. I~sian

'It. sanpie was stratified by U. nine U.S. Census ugions.

Saivling Frm b~v Census holon

0

PPS Saui~1e

Nwit~er
of Areas

Census Re~jon

New England
Mid-Atlantic

East North Central
West North Central

South Atlantic
East South Central
West South Central

16

42

300

Thtal NLuit~er
of Interviews

79
245

265
111

257
95

158

80
211

1500

- ii -

~4ounta in
Pacific

Totals



MARKRTOflNION RESIH

Smul. i*iohts

11w ample warn ducked against census data and previous survey re-
Suits. Adjustment 'eights ware qplied bV party identification, age
and race within regions. The 'eights ware applied by the program used
in the subsequent waalysis, i.e. fractional/machine weighing. The
weighted N for the sample is fifteen hrndred (N-1500).

'11w sample error for a simple randcmi ample (Nin1500) is +2.5% at the

95% level of confidence. This means that ninety-five out of one
hundred simple randcuvi samples will have their sample estimate within

plus or minus 2.5% of the population value.

Data Processing

The interviews ware conducted, validated and edited in MOR's telephone

facilities in Datroit, Farmington, and Livonia, Michigan. The com-
pleted interviews ware ccx~ed and keyed and the data run in the home

office of Market Opinion Research, I~troit, Niichigan.

Staff Participation

l~sign/Cuestionnair~: Robert Teeter and Frederick Steeper

Analysis Report: J'ilie 4eeks and Frederick Steeper

- iii -



MARK~TOP~NION

Special Analysis Measures in the Rsport

Party identification in the analysis tables refers to the following

data:

Generally speaking, do ~ou think of Yourself ~s a Republican, aDem~crat, an IrKigpendent or what?

~uld call ourseif a stro (Re * Deja.) or a not ye Stron
( *

* Strong Dem~crat
Weak DeTccrat
Independent Demcrat

Independent

Independent Republican
Weak Republican
Strong Republican

Other

Full
Scale

17%
17
12

10

13
17
14

Collapsed

Scale

Den. 46%

md. 10%

Rep. 44%

1

100%

0
-

iv -



MARKET OPINION ItESE~

Status Groups in the analysis tables refer to the following data:

Education

Less than High School Sa'ie College P~3stu.S. Grad. Graduate £2~J.~ Graduates

Fanily Incc~,s

Less than $15,000

$15 ,000-$40, 000

Over $40,000

L~R DID II
I INTELLIGRIlSIAI MIDCLE CLASS ______________

HIQI INCOME

The above classification excludes the oore I~uKcratic social groups:
blacks, Hispanjcs, and Jews. The latter groups are coded separately
in the scale and are sh~vn in the analysis tables only if there are

enough cases for reliable analysis.

These status groups have t~en found to have significantly different

issue interests and degrees of support for the Republican Party.

High inc~
Intelligentsia
Nliddle class
Lower end
Jews
Hispanics
Blacks
Not ascertained

Total

DiStribution
of Index

15%
11
31
18

4
4
11
7

100%

N

N

0



MARKET OPINION Rr.1
0@

Historical Tracer Group in the analysis tables is another SOCjO-

deiuvgraphic se~iinntatjon of the population based on religion, union
nuii~ership, and region. Bach group i Ritually exclusive, that , a
person can only 5e in a~ group.

(White Northern) Protestant
(White Northern) Catl~1ic
(White Northern) Union

Southern whites
Jews
Blacks
Hispanics
All Others

Total

Distribution
of Indx

25%
13
14
26
4

11
4
3

100%

- vi - S



MARKLTOflNION R1S1A.

There are two protectionism indi~s. One is a simple combination of
questions 14 and 24. In this nwasure, free traders are those iriho
think the ~untry t~1d be better off with n~re foreign trade and nore
1n~orts. Protectionists have the ~posite view.

1. Protectionist

Mixed

Free trader

Total

Distribution

281 I
I 47%

19j

The other index is a o~.ubination of questions 13, 14, 16, 23, 24, and
25. It yields the following distribution:

Core protectionist

Lean protectionist

Lean anti-protect io~iS~

Core anti-protect ion ist

Total

Distribution
of Index

17%j
42%

25

13

28
45%

17

100%

- vii -

23%

100%



MARKLT OI'INION

Th. "Military Action Index" is o~risd of qmtions 33 to 37. Those

who favor the q~sstions are counted to form a 0 to 4 scale. Voters at

the 0 end cppose military action in all the situations presented to

them, those who are a 4 favor it in all the situations presented to

them.

0 No military action

4 Military action in all cases

Total

Distribution
of Index

16%

23
9

100%

- viii -

N

N
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U.S. National Study
Sept.tc, 1985
Thtal Results

Thtal
~lec-

1. ~ you feel things in this ~untry are
generally going in the right direction
or ~ ~vu feel things have pretty
seriously gotten off on the wrong
track?

Right direction . . . . . .

Wrong track . . . . . . . .

Refused/ta. . . . . . . . .

2. Generally ~eaking, ~ y~.i think our ldng fairly ~sll . . . . . . . .53political systan and gwerrmnt are significant dianges. . . . . .43Ira~rkingfairlyv.l1attheprmn~ D~nt~e. . e.g...... .03tine, or ~ y~.a think they need sig- 
*

nificmnt d~anges?

3. ~*Iat kinds of c±ianges & ~i think need to be nade? (~B8 ~)R AT LEAST L~
I~SRR4SES)

S~ ATAO~D TABlE

4 * I~ you approve or disapprove of the Strcngly approve. . . . . . . . . .34way Ronald Reagan is handling his job Sciiiewhat approve. . . . . .34as President? (WAIT EOR RESRNSE AND S~tevhat disapprove . . . . .12ASK:) Would that be strongly Strongly disapprove . . . . .15(approve/disapprove) or just ~newhat ! ~nt know. . . . . ..................... 4(approve/disapprove)? Refused/NA......................2

5. £k~ you approve or disapprove of t~ Strongly approve................22
way George Bush is harKiling his job Sanewhat approve.................35
as Vice-President? (WAIT R)R RESRJNSE Scmiewhat disapprove...............8AND ASK:) Would that be strongly Strongly disapprove..............9(approve/disapprove) or just ~,mewhat Lbn't know......................23
(approve/disapprove)? Refused/NA......................3

-1-
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. 50%

.39

.10
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(IF ~4EED SIG~4IFICANT CtIANGES [N 0.2:)

Q. 3 What kinds of changes do you think need to be nsde? (Responses of 2% or r~re)

Total Thtal

The deficit/National debt/Reduce the
deficitA~et our spending under
control/I~ficit spending/Cut spending/
Spending less uvney

Taxestrax systantrax refornVChanges in
taxes/rax structure/Need fair taxation,
Taxes are ~my out of line/'1'aiees rued to
be re-'~rked

Better leadership in goverrwtsntA~ need
new politic ians~thange in ~vernsent
officials/Different officials/Change
the people in office

More concern for the people/Think nore
about the people in the country/Start
looking out for people in this
country/Interaction with people

N instead of issues
Less foreign aid/Stay out of foreign

countries/Focus on proble~e here,
rather than o~,erseastrake care of
ourselves instead of other countries

N

The President/Need a new president/Need
a different president/Replace the
president

Better jobs/Create jobs/Need work/Need
jobs for people/More jobs

Changes in government should be by the
people/They should respond more to the
majorities' opinions,'Popular vote

- instead of electoral vote
Our trade policy~'Balance trade/Foreign

trade b~lance/Knock out all imports/
Too r~ny u~orts/Irr~,orting too mich/
Should buy more American

More honesty in politics/~ople in office
need better ~ral values/Reduce
corruption in government

Social Security/Changes in
Social Security/Social Security
sh~uld still be given/raking

7% nvney from Social Security/Not
fair to older p.ople.Social
Security

The judicial systa t needs to be
4 changed/Suprent Court werhaul

Farming/Farming policy/Need a
better farm policy/Farnwrs
need help/Goverrwiwnt st~uld do

4 sansthinc~ for the farnars
Not enough for the poor/Help
poor people/Concern for the poor/
Underprivileged citizens need
help/Concern for the l~aieless

4 Need changes in criminal law/
Stystem of parolling convicts
is bad/CrilTe

4 (Xir political system/Need a new
system/Not a i~ll-balanced
system

Not enough for the middle class/
4 Noreneedstobedoneformiddle

and lower class
4 Foreign policy/More concern for

foreign affairsAXir relation-
ship with other countries

Less defense/Less rroney on
3 defense/Less spending on the

military,1'Militry budget shoull
z~ trirrned

All other miscellaneous responses -

I)n't know
Refused/No answer

Crtined Responses

Social/E)~Testic policy mentions
Economic mentions
Foreign policy mentions
1~fense/Foreign policy
Systemic chanqes

Taxes

-2

0

0



.~; 1 .~ ~) 3 7 7

0.6-12 Now i'd like to read ou son~ statejm~nts about various issues in the ~jx~t * Fbr each ow lease tell me itstrongly agree, sai~what agree, scxrv3what disagree, or strongly d sauree.
Q. 26-3 1 Here are sane stategents about other issues in the ~untry. Fbr each one please tell im it you strongly agree,sczuewhat agree, sanewhat disagree, or strongly disagree.

Attitude Scale #1

11w United Stales should never serKi troops
to fight in a civil war in another cnuntry,
even if a cctmnunist takeover is likely.

(Mr ecorniily and security ~uh1 suf tier ill
we did not use military troops to protect
our interests in other parts of the ~rld.

Attitude Scale #2

~ We should help only countries which are for
us and not help those which are against us.

(Mr oountry has a iroral obligation to help
people in other parts of the ~rld, ~'en
those in neutral or unfriendly countries.

Scale #3

it is all right for public schools to
start each day with a prayer.

A ~uan should have the- legal right to
have an abortion is she wants one.

Strongly Sci~wwhat
Ibtal ~ ~

100%

100%

Neither
Agree Nor
Disajree ~mswhat Strongly Ibn't kiscme/
(WL) ~ ~ )~tiued HX (a)

25 26
-9

+54)

100%

100%

+32

+17

100%

100%
6 24

+55

+36
(continued on next page)

0

I



I ~ ) T' ~ ~ 7 q u

Q.6-12 Now I'd like to read you sane statements about various issues in the country. Rr each cm, Dleine tell se if you
strongly agree, sai~what agree, scmewhat disagree, or strongly disagree.

C). 26-3k Here are saie statements about other issues in the country. Rr each one Diem. tell se if you strongly auree,
sai~what agree, sanewhat disagree, or strongly disagree.

(cont 'd)

,Attitude Scale #4

If cities and towns around the country need
tinancial help to improve their sch(x)ls,
the governiit~nt in Washinjton ought to give
them the rnney they need.

The ~pverrLIEnL iii Washington sI~uld see to
it that every person has a job and a yood
standard ot living.

Attitude Scale #5

Claime about welfare abuses are greatly
exaggerated; most people receiving ~ltare
assistance truly need it.

Tighter controls are needed in the federal
food stamp proyram, many people now
receiving food stamps ck)n t deserve them.

Attitude Scale #6

Labor unions have become too big and
powerful for the cpod of the country.

Labour unions are very necessary to
protect the ~rrking man.

(cont iflhJt'(1 (Xl ivXt page)

Neither

Ibtal ~rIerSom.what ongly 1km 't knou/J~~J 2~A~ ~ Refused FOX (a)

100%

100%

100%

100%

100%

100%

22 25

32 +32

+3

+2

+59

+35

+35

0



0

Q.6-12 NcM I'd like to read ou some statements about various issues in the coun * Fbr each cm lease toll im
St 1 a ree, saiewhat ree, sanewhat disa ree, or St 1 di

0.26-31 Here are some statements about other issues in the cowi * For each am lOam tell - if t 1
at di ~gree, or strongly disag~ee.

(cont'd)

Attitude Scale #7(Cont)ined with Jesse Jackson thernumeter

Black people in the country should be given
special consideration for new jobs because
of past discrimination atjainst them.

Neither
Agree Nor

Strongly Somewhat Disagree &mswhat Strongly 1~n't kflOrI/
Total I~re~ ~ (VOL.) Disagree ~ I~fuaed P1)1 (a)

rating to form scale #7)

(a)PDI: Percentage Difference Index = % "Agree" minus % "Disagree,'

2 25 45 -44100%

S

S



Thinking about foreign trade for a uvuuinnt.

13. All in all, do you think that trade with
other countries, both b.iyirbg w~ selling
gcods, helps the United States' econasy
or barts the United States' concmiy?

Helps * * * * . . .
Neither (~i*I1URU~) . .

H~ts * * * * * 0 * 0 * * 0

Refused/NA. * * * . . .

14. over the r~xt several ~vears, do ~.a More. . . . . . . . . . . . * . . .31
thinkaarccuntry~Jldb8bett@r~f A~ittIWSUU. * *..**** .28

with nore trade, less trade, or d~,out Lass. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .34

the satin trade, at r~, with foreign Ibrh't know. . . . . . . . . . . . . 7

countries? (See, also, 0.24) ~fused/!A. . . . . . . . . . . . . 1.

15. Ibyouknowof anyspecific basirweses Yes.. . *.. 6* * * *... 0.46

inyourarea that havebeenturtt~' No.. * .......... .00.51

foreigncxui~etitiOfl? D~n't know. *o..*..oo

Ref used/NA. .oseeoo.o *

16. Which of the following three d~oices do you think skuld be our country's foreign

trade policy?

(RANDOMIZe)

a. Have no restrictiorw a~ foreign imports so huericarin
can have the widest choice possible on
what to bay at the lowest possible price * * . *

b. Restrict foreign imports fran any country which
restricts our products and trade freely with all

0 * .16

other countries......................................

c. Restrict any foreign *n~ports which threaten k~rican
jo~ even if they are tran a country which dc~sn't
restrict our products. . . . ...........

* . . 27

Ex~r~ 't ;(flQ~......................... .

~fused/NA............................................

-6-

TotalElec-
torate

O .55%
.04

..36
0.5

*
O 0



0.17-22 M you kr~wg a focic~ tw~. deficit. ~UflS that ~ ~re bjyir~0 n~re
fran fore n countri ~r of the followi lease tell
us mac t ct-a t a a ar
aa~unt very little or t~t t all.
ccntrabu to t tE

Firet, h~rI alOft 0 you think (J~MD ITU'~) ~as

Ibtal Electorate

Cheap labor in foreign countries

~g. dmtmrKls l~ Mwrican labor
unions.

11~ selling of g~ods at less than
cost t~' foreign a~anies.

Poor planning ~d nw~agumant tV
U.S. cczpanies.

Better q.aality of foreign prodLacts.

Lk~fair trade policies of foreign
oountries.

I~n t
A~eat AFair Very t~tAt know!

100%

100%

100%

100%

100%

100%

66% 18% 8% 3% 5%

47 30 11 4

47 27 12 5

43 34 12. 4

37 31 18 8

37 31 15 4 11

-7-



* 0 0
HALF SMPLE A

23A. itich o~ the following state.esnts oou~s closest to y'~ur ~lnion:
Total

(WY~fl) Elec-
torate

a. The Japanese are aiupsting un-
fairly with hinrican industries. 32%

CR

b. Amrican liKIustries are blaming
the Japu~ese for their ~m mis-
usnagmnt SKI excessive labor
costs. . . . . . . . . . . . . . 58

HALF ~PLE B

~' 238. ~dch ~ the following statmnts mess closest to ~vur qinion:

(~TE)

a. 11w Europears are cc~eting ~za-
fairly with Aiwrican industries 30

N OR

b. Anerican industries are blaming
the Eurcpeans for their on mis-
managenent aid excessive labor
costs . . . . . . . . . . . . . 55

Ebn't know.....................14

Refused/NA......................2

About ~he sa~ . . .

24. Over the r~xt several years, ck, you
think our country ~uld be better off
allowing nxre, less, or about the sa~~e
an~unt of foreign imports, ~
into the country?

More............................9

S51

.. 3
* . . . . . 1.

I~es S.....................

~...
If we allow fewer foreign JTlports
into our country, ~her countries
may allow fewer of our products into
their country. This is sanetu~es
called a "trade war." Which Jo you
think is rwre important (~2)TATE:
avoiding a trade war or allcwing
fewer foreign imports into our
country?)

Avoiding a trade war.............35
Allowing fewer imports
E:~)n 't kn~v..........
Refused/NA..........

into country 58
. . . . . . 7

* .

-8-
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International tarrori~ au~ther issue wt~ich has been ie news
reoently. . . W

32. S~. people say that there really Is rvt
much the U.S. goverr~wit can do to Ce-
duos terrorism. Othere sa~ the U.S.governn~nt can significant y reduce
terrorism. Waich opinion is closest to
your own?

Not nuch gov't can do . . . . .

Gw't can significantly reduce.

Refused/NA. . . . . . . . . . .

33. lb you favor or oppose the United States Favor . . .(GO K) 0.35) . . . . . .73taking military action agaiiwt trror- . Oppose. . . . . . . . . . . . . . .19ists? lbn t know. . . . . . . . . . . . .7
Refused/NA. . . . . . . . . . . . . 1

34. ~uld you favor or oppose military Favor . . '(00 *3) 0.35) . . . . . .43action agairwt terrorists w~ tied Oppose. . .(G0 '3) 0.36) . .... .40killed American citizeiw? lbn't know.(Q0 'ID 0.36) . . . . . .15
Refused/NA.(OC) 'U) 0.38) . . . . . . 3

(ASK 0.35-37 OLY IF F4V~RS 0.33 (1~ 0.34)35. ~ald you favor or opp~. military Favor . . . * . . . . . . . . . . .35action ~ainst terrorist cai~s if Oppose. . . . . . . . . . . . . . .40inr~,oent people in the caips are likely Oppose all military action (033,34)16to be killed or ~znded in the attack? Don't know. . . . . . . . . . . . . 8
Refused/NA. . . . . . . . . . . . . 1

~6. I~uld you also favor military Favor ~ainst suspected terrorists. 28action against terrorists wk are sus- Favor only as retaliation . . . . .47pected of planning an attack or only Favor neither . . . . . . . . . . . 4as retaliation ajainst terrorists ~ho Oppose all (Q.33,34). . . . . . . .16have actually carried out an attack? D~ri 't know. . . . . . . . * * * * * 5
Refused/NA. . . . . . . . . . . . * I

37. 1~b.ild you favor or cppose military Favor...........................36
action ajainst governments which help Oppose..........................40
train and finance terrorists, even if Oppose all (Q.33,34).............1.6
that n~ans risking a larger war? Don't know.......................7

Ref usec,'NA........................

(ASK ALL)
38. When terrorists are t~lding Americans Stould negotiate.................59

I~stage, do you think our government Refuse to negotiate..............34
sI~,uld negotiate with the terrorists Ebn't know.......................6
for their release or refuse to Ref used/NA ' 1.
negotiate with the terrorists?

39. I~ you believe terrorist acts are Individuals/~ll groups..........27largely the acts of individuals and Foreign government. . . . . . .66snall groups, or do you think that rTost ~nt know.......................7
of them are being becked by sane Refused/NA........................
foreign government?

-9-

t~tal
~1ec-
~ate

36%
.57
.7
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Q.40-64 Ibe I' like to rate feeli toward a~s 10 in litics usi ato one - 1 mean a ye a OOli Zero iveani aye co ee , mean t~t Cu warm or vol
The first reen is MAD AND N)?ATE * ~ do feel about h r) usi a Zero to oneh scee

Ikafavorable Neutral Favorable l~n 't kraow/
(0-49) Jj~ (51-100) ~fused

RonaldReagan 100% 17 55 66 1 68Lee lacocca 100% 16 14 51 19 64Jeane Kirkpatrick 100% 11 15 35 36 62Tte Republican Party 100% 21 23 52 4 60~owardBaker 100% 12 21 36 32 60

George Bush 100% 20 26 49 5 59TbeI~craticParty 100% 21 27 49 4 59Robert ~le 100% 12 23 35 29 58John Glenn 100% 17 27 43 12 58Gerald Ford 100% 22 34 50 4 58

N JackKam~ 100% 9 13 22 57 57MarioCu~v 100% 14 9 25 53 56GaryHart 100% 19 23 41 17 55Tip O'Neill 100% 27 19 44 10 55TedKennedy 100% 30 22 44 5 54

JiirwuyCarter 100% 31 21 45 2 53 WPat Robertson 100% 8 10 12 70 53Conservatives 100% 29 29 32 10 50
T Walter Mondale 100% 36 26 33 5 47

Jesse Jackson 100% 39 21 36 4 46
Geraldine Ferraro 100% 39 21 35 6 46Jane Fonda 100% 40 20 30 9 43Liberals 100% 41 27 21 11 41George Wallace 100% 45 23 22 10 40Jerry Faiwell 100% 49 15 17 19 33

- 10 -



bI~ ar s~ traits a~ I 'is j~iw4 to .sktfrw ~ta~ch three en-
kK~vn people ~ ~ 1 viii ~im * scale whre
ten Esans the p~te~ ~~ss.s the trait etch ~ person possibly can,
u~ zero teens tie ieeson ~ssn't poSsess it at all.

Let's stait vith (IMIT). how t~uld y~a rate (NAME) on this trait?

(0. 90 - 101)

Ronald Reagan

~d ffmdy

~d Ke~uwdy

LFADSIIP

~a1d Reagan

ThdKsmwdy

Thtal
Electorate
~tm~

7.1

5.7

7.1

6.5

7.7

6.2

Ronald Reagan
Ted Kennedy

7. 1

6.2

- 11 -



102. C~a nost political issues, ~ald y~.a
describe yowselt - a liberal, a
conservative, or a mdwate? (~AIT ~)R
RESKHSE 4D MK:) ~ yw teed to be
extreemly (liberal/consarvative), fairly
(liberal/conservative), or just slightly
liberal/conservative)?

Thtal
Clectorate

Extreiwir liberal . . . . . . . . . 3%
beral. . . . . . . . . . . 8

Slightly liberal. . . . . . . . . . 4

ModmEate. . . . . . . . . . . . . .52

Slightly ~x5ervative . . . . . . . 8
Fairly conservative . . . . . . . .13
btruly conservative. . . . . . . 7

~n 't ~ . 0 6 0 0 0 0

Rsfus.d/NA. .5 0000 S

* 0 0 0 0 5
* . . . . 1

(wrATh Q.103 RID Q.104)
103. Ik~e w~xald you dsscribe I~nald ~agsn -

a liberal, a conservative or a
zm~derate? (ASK:) Would you say la's
extrenaly (liberal/conservative),
fairly (liberal/ocraservative) or just
slightly (liberal/conservative)?

N

Extrausly liberal . .

Fairly liberal. . . .

Slightly liberal. . .

t4~rate. . . . . . . . . . . . . .26

Slightly conservative . .

Fairly conservative . . .

Extremely conservative. .

RefuSed/NA. 0 0 0 0 S 0 6

104. How ~uld you describe George ~.zsh -

T as a liberal, a conservative or a
mderate? Wc~.ild you say he's
extrerrely (liberal/conservative),
fairly (liberal/conservative) or just
slightly (liberal/conservative)?
(liberal/conservative)?

Extremely liberal . . . . . . . . . 2
Fairly liberal. . . . . . . . . . . 4
Slightly liberal. . . . . . . . . . 4

Mode rate. .

Slightly conservative
Fairly conservative .

Extrerely conservative.

~ 't knc~mv...........
Refused/NA...........

.36

.11.

.7

.13

.1.

- 12 -

.2

.5

.3

.10

.25

.20

. . . . 8

. . . . 1 0



N~, a fw qiestions for statistical purposes.

Total
Electorate

Dl.. Generally speaking, do you think
of yourself
~ioCret, SN ~ what?

~pub1ican. . 0 0

~ixcrat. . . S 0 0 0

Indspndnt . . . *

~ preference . * *

Otkmr . . . . 0 0 0 0

~n 't kz~v. . . . . 0

Refused . . . 0 0 0 0

31%
34
30
3
*

I
*

Party Identification Scale

Strong I crat.. . . 17
~*ak ~crat . . . . 17
Independent I~nvcrat. 12

Independent . . . . . 10

Independent I~publican 13
I*ak 1~publican . . . 17
Strong ~epublican . . 14

Other/Not ascertained *

D2. In the last general election in which
you voted, which answer best describes
hC~rI you voted for state and local of-

(V6) f ices aich as ~vernor and senator?
(READ (3IOIC~ 1 ThI~)UGH 7/ALTER4AXE
TOP TO ~Y1'roM/BorroM TO TOP)

Straight C~u~cratic
Mostly E~nv~cratic .

A few n~re E~nvcrats
than Republicans.

About equally for both
parties........

'~ few ~more Republicans
than E~r~ocrats.

'~ ostly ~publican .

Straigbt Republican
Other............
Never voted........
~n't know.........
Refused/NA.........

D3. Are you currently registered to vote
at your present address?

Yes...............
No.................
Registered elsewhere.

*[~n't know.........
Refused/NA............-

- 13 -



Total
Electorate

DUB. '4~at is yv~ur a~proxLmate age?

(V1O)

D9. stat is the last grade of school you
cczipleted?

DLOS Are you currently. . . .(READ 1-5; CNE
ANSWER ONLY)

18-24 years
25-29 years
30-34 years
35.39 years
40-44 years
45-49 years
50-54 years
55-59 years..
60-64 years
65-74 years
75 aml ~~er
Refused . .

* 0

* 0

* .

* 0

* 0

* 0

* 0

* S

* 0

* 0

* 0

Grade school or less
(Grade 1-8) . . .

Scmm high school
(Grade 9-li). . *

Graduated high school
Vocational school!

Technical school.
Sa~ oolleg.-2 years

or less . . . . .

Sate oollege-'uvre
than 2 years. . .

Graduated oollege .

Post-graduate ~rk.
Refused . . . . .

E~loyed and ~rk ing
full-tir'ie........

~loyed and '.'iorking
part-tulle........

Uneriplayed.........
Retired............
~1ou~ewife..........

T~nporarily laid off
(VOUJNTE~R~D) .

Other ........................

I1~n't knc~w.........
Refused/NA. . . .

5

11

32

3

19

9
14
8

0
- 14 -



0

Dli. T4~at is your present marital status?

0

Single. . .

-Married...
Divorced. .

Separated .

Widov,4fid~r
Ibn't knc~.
1~fusedAlA.

Total
Electorate

* . 24
* . 62
0.7

00 I
0.7

* 0~

*
* 

0

Dila. (IF MARRIED) Is your ~ouse o.arrently
.(READ 1-5w OlE ANSWER OILY)

D13. Frcxn the following list, what '~.zld you
say is the occupation of the primary
wage earner in your family?

Ehipl.oyd arES working
full-tiuw . . . .

&iployed arES working
part-tin. . . .. 0

~tired . . . . 0

Housewife . . . . .

Thiporarily laid off
(I~LLHTEERED) . 0

Other . . . . . .

~f used/NA. . . . .

. 58

*

.1
0~

*

Salaried eriployee
(manager, salesman,
accountant) . . . .

Self-eiployed . . . .

Re tired . . . . . . .

Professional (doctor,
lawyer, CPA). .

Tradesr~n (carpenter,
foreman, machinist)

Executive (corporate
officer)...........

Hmermaker............
Services (nurse,

police, military)
Hourly ~~rker (laborer,
typist)............

Student..............
Education (teacher,
counselor)..........

Other................
E~n't know...........
Refused/NA...........
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D15. ~ss anyone in ~vur household do any
farming?

Total
E:lectorate

Respondent. . * * * * a 3
Other nmvt~er Of

household...... 2
Both. . . . . . * * * * 2

~n 't kn~. * *
Refused . . * * * * *

Die. Is y~zr 't~,rk or anyone in your household Respondent. . . a * . * 11in the field of health, education, or Other 'unt~er of house-social welfare services? hold. . . . . . * * * 10
BotA~. . . . . . . . . , 2
Norm.. . . * . . . . . 77
[~~n't kr~. * * * * * * *
Ref used . . . . . . .

D19. D~es anyone in your household belong to labor union or teachers' association?(CI~ZLE A WOE: LNDE:R BoTh ~s~swrr AND ~ Pibtal Electorate

Other
~t Ms~er

Labor union. . . * . . . . . . . . . . . 10 10Teachers'association. *....... * 4

No . * * * * * . * . . . . * * * * *
Refused/Si~le nerriber household. . .

D21. Is your religious t~ckground Protes-
tant, kxr~n Catholic, Jewish or
S~Ymethin-j else? (IF 'SOME I~.iIr~ EL.SE'
OR t..NCLEAR IF OIRISTIAN, ASK:) Is
that a Christian church?

- Protestant (e.g. Raptist,
Methodist, etc.).

I~ian Catholic.......
Jewish...............
Other Christian . .

Other Non-Christian/
Unspecified........

Agnostic/Atheist. . .

r~bne.................
DDn't know...........
Refused..............

D2lX. ~buld you say that you ~o to church
(READ CX)DES) * . '~very ~~ek...........

Alnost every week
Once or twice a nrjnth
A few times a year.Never..................i

I)~n't know..............

Refused.................*

- 16 -
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D25. ~ich of the following inco~w ~,upe
includes your Ta!!AL tIDIMUIOW INCOME
in 1984 before taxs? (Just stop m
when I read the correct category)

Totil
Electorate

Und.rSlO,000. Oeee 11
$l0,000-SlS,000 (14,999) 13
$l5,000-$20,000 (19,999) 12
$20,000-$25,000 (24,999) 12
$25,000-$30,000 (29,999) 11
$30,000-$40,000 (39,999) 14
$40,000-$50,000 (49,999) 7
$50,000 and oiier. . . . 11
~n 't kr~. . . . . . . 3
Refused . . . . . . . . 5

D26. (TRANSFCR FMJI4 1~TIONALITY OR MK:) Is b~ite . . . . .. . . . . 83
y~Jrracialcr.thnich.ritage~Aite, Black. *....... 11
black, hispanic or 'Aat? Hispanic/spanish

Au.rican/ehicano. . . 4
Oriental..... 0 . 0 *
Aterican Indian . . . . 1

Not ~rtained * . . . *

D28. Sex: (BYOBSERvXrIurJ) MAle...... . . . . 48
Fanale . . . . . . . . . 52

1~1itical Strata

Pacific. . . . . . . . . 14
~1ountain................5
East North Central . . . 18
West North Central . . . 7
~epSouth............. 26
Border...................8
Mid-Atlantic............16
NewEngland..............5

- 17 -
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OIAV~ER 1: REPUBLICAN AND DDIOCRAI'IC PART? C~ALITIONS

I~iring the year after the 1984 elections, the Republican Party has

maintained the party identification gap between itself and the

Deix~cratic Party. At the present time, 44% of the nation's adults

identify themselves as Republicans, while 46% call themselves

Dsi~crats. This 2-point margin o~ntinues the trend begun after Ronald

Reagan's 1980 election to the Presidency, and is about the same as

last year's 3-point, 44% to 47%, gap and 1981's 3-point, 45% to 48%,
gap. The Republican Party is truly at parity with the Democratic

Party.

A major question that remains to be answered is whether those voters
who have climbed on the Republican bandwagon because of President

Reagan will remain on the wagon after Reagan has gotten off. In other

words, is this party parity transitory because it is based largely on
the p~tIer of President Reagan's personality, or are these newfound
Republicans on the bandwagon for the long haul? Md, if s~ie of these

voters ~an jo either way, what issues and policies will solidify their

new partisan inclinations? The answer~ to these questions are

critical for the future of the Republican Party.

~efore answering the what and how of keeping these voters in the

Party, it is necessary to discuss who they are, and how the Republican

Party ~alition differs from the ~~cratic Party coalition.

- 18 -
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MAAKET OPINION RI5E

lajor Determinants of Part isanshiD

There are several factors - generational, lifestyle, and situational

- that have a bearing on one's partisan inclination. At the present

tivim, the nsjoc determinants of partisanship are income, race, sex,

religion, education, age, and ideology.

The household inocms at which partisanship changes is $25,000. Over

half of the voters with inocives under $25,000 a year, who ocx~priae 53%

of the electorate, are DenK~crats, while ~rer half of those with in~s

over $25,000 a year (47% of the electorate) are Republicans. Income

is one of the nest clear-cut delimiters of partisanship.

Party identification a~ong whites is fairly evenly divided, although

the Republican Party holds a 49% to 41% plurality c~rer the Democrats.

AnKng blacks, the Democratic Party is the overwhelming favorite.

Fully 85% of the nation's blacks identify themselves as Democrats;

only 9% call themselves Republican. Hispanics identify more with

Democrats as well, but the gap is not nearly as large. Fifty percent

(53%) of the nation's Hispanics call themselves Democrats, 39% say

they are Republican.

Though the differer'jces are not great, men identify themselves as

Republicans (by a 43% to 42% margin) while women generally think of

ther~elves as Democrat3 (50% to 40%). This gender difference became

proI~1inent after 1980 along with the so-called Reagan "gender gap." In

the mid-1970's, there was little or no lifference in party identifica-

tion between r~en and w~ien.

-20 -
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The pattern of age and partisanship has changed over t:he course of the
last generation. In the past, y~.ang.r voters were more liberal and
timas moce inclined to be [~nocratic. Political theory stated that, as
one grew older and had to deal with baying a house, raising children,
plarming for retirement, etc., one was likely to become more con-
servative and more Republican. IIc~vever, r~ it is voters under 25,
those who are being politicized in the Reagan years, who are most
likely to be Republican. Fully 51% of adults under 25 say they are
Republican, while only 39% report to be I~crats. That- margin shifts
in mid-age, and voters over 55 are more likely to be Democrats --N those 55 to 64 by a margin of 56% to 37%, those 65 and older by a 49%
to 44% margin. These partisan differences show t~ inportant when one

N enters the electorate is. The New Deal generation, who entered the
electorate 40 years ago, are more Democratic than Republican, and
those entering the electorate nc~v are more Republican than Deim~cratic.

Religion has always been a source of political differences, though the
Partisanship ~f Protestants and Catholics is riot as different as one
night think. Only a small 48% to 44% plurality of the nation's
Protestants call themselves Republicans, and an almost equally small
49% to 40% plurality of the country's Catholics call themselves
Derrocratic. The biggest gap comes among the country's Jews, a 63%
majority of wha?1 identify themselves as Democrats. (~ily 28% say they

are Republican.

- 21 -
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As Oducation 1ncv~as.s, eo duea the likelihood of being a Republican
-witilgra~aat.gcg~1. ~Ioetotthosevoterswith2~,ssthanahigh

school aducation (58%) consider themselves as Democrats. That gap
narr~ to 47% to 43% with the ac~jisition ot a high school diploma,
and reverses to a 49% to 41% ~ublican advantage with some college
education, and 53% to 41% vith a college degree. Those who continue
onto graduate school, however, are more likely (49% to 43%) to be
~crats.

The relationship between ideology and Partisanship has been clouded
samwhat in recent years due to changing definitions of the words
liberal and conservative. Given the choice, most people eschew the
words liberal and conservative and call thmnselves moderate. Indeed,
52% of the country's adults say they are moderate On political issues,
while 28% describe thenwelves as conservative and 15% say they are
liberal. Re~iblicans and Democrats alike are more likely to label
theiruelves moderate than either liberal or conservative.

Relationship Between deology and Partisanship

Party Identification

Total ~P~jcan Independent Deniocrat

Ideology

Conservative 28% 42% 17% 18%Moderate 52 45 60 56Liberal 15 9 13 21

100% 100% 100% 100%

- 22 -
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'Itare is still a relationship between ideology and partisanship,

albeit a~t a strong one. ~tany uvre Republicans call themselves

coruervative (42%) than liberal (9%). There are only a few more

I~mK~crats calling thstuelves liberal (21%) than conservative (18%)

u~st (56%) prefer the label ~derate.

N

- 23 -
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Party Coalitions by £u~rtant DSEVOraDhlC Qrouvs

~iiocrat

Total ~ Total Non-Black

Total

Conservative
Modrate
Liberal.

18-24
25-34
35-44
45-54
55-64
65+

100%

100%
100%
100%

100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%

64
39
27

51
43
42
47
37
44

Education

Less than high school
High school/Vocational

school
Scxt~ alIege
College graduate
Post graduate

Occupational Group

Farr~ household
Union household
Teacher household

Religion

Protestant
Catholic
Jewish

100%

100%
100%
100%
100%

47 ( 228)

521)
419)
215)
117)

100%
100%
100%

99)
265)
113)

100%
100%
100%

( 811)
391)

( 54)

(continued on next ~ge)
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46% 37%

24
40
53

Nwit~er

of Cases

(1500)

427)
774)
220)

237)
365)
283)
196)
189)
225)

30
50
65

39
45
47
44
56
49



MMUTOflt~OM

Party Coalitions l:~v Incortant I~u~c~o~vhic Gro~j~s

(oont'd.)

~iocrat

Asgublican 1~~tl Non-Black
Inoxw

U~~w $15,000
$15,000-$25,000
$25, 000-$40, 000
$40,000 m~ ~r

100%
100%
100%
100%

Race

I*dte
Black
Hispanic

Sex

Male
Female

100%
100%
100%

100%
100%

34%
39
53
54

49
9

39

48
40

55%
50
37
40

41
85
50

42
50

42%

30

35

41

49

33
41

Ccmbined ~i~,oraphics

Men
18-44 years old
45 years and older

18-44 years old
45 years and older

College
18-44 years old
45 years and older

Non-College
18-44 years old
45 years and older

White
Men
W~~en

Black
Men
ljcxtien

100%
100%

100%
100%

100%
100%

100%
100%

100%
100%

100%
100%

49
47

41
39

46
57

45
40

41
45

48
53

46
37

43
52

C 444)
( 280)

441)
331)

229)
102)

656)
509)

37 * C 599)
45 ( 645)

- (
-

( 78)
81)

(continued on next page)
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( 359)
( 370)
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C 268)

(1244)
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MARKET OflNION RESH S
Party ~a1itivns by Ittvortant DsE~praDhIc Groups

(cont'd.)

~nocrat

NLurberTotal Rsgublicma Thtal Non-Black of Cases

Status Gr~v

High in~ 100% 60% 36% 36% C 228)
Intelligntsia 100% 57 35 35 ( 163)Middle class 100% 51 36 36 (458)
L~ra~d 100% 38 51 51 (275)Jews 100% 28 63 - 60 ( 53)
Hispanics 100% 39 50 49 C 63)
Blacks .100% 9 85 - (159)

C
Whit. northern

Protestant 100% 57 34 34 ( 373)White rvrthern Catholic 100% 41 48 48 C 202)
White r~rthern union 100% 45 45 45 C 209)
Southerriwhite 100% 51 40 40 ( 395)
Jews 100% 28 63 60 ( 53)
Blacks 100% 9 85 - ( 159)

_____________ 100% 50 49 C 63)T
V.-. 51 ( 79)

Mid-Atlantic 100% 48 46 38 ( 246)
East North Central 100% 40 51 42 ( 263)
West North Central 100% 50 38 36 ( 111)
Border South 100% 39 51 42 C 118)
i~ep South 100% 44 47 32 ( 392)
Mountain 100% 45 41 40 C 80)
Pacific 100% 47 40 24 ( 210)

- 26 -



"~N ~ -

MARK~TOflMON

i~IK~zrwhio Profile of the Revublican Party

Though partisanship is related to inccme, race, sex, age, education,

religion, arid ideology, the stereotype of Republicans being white,

Protestant, rich, stodgy, older white men is simply not true. The

L~ix~cratic Party has often been cast as the party of the working man,

the averags Joe. Hcmever, it is actually the case that ieore middle

class Americans (as defined by income and education -- see the

Foreword for the definition) call themselves Republicans than

Derixcrats. A deicgraphic profile of the nation's Republican partisans

reveals that:

CC

* 53% are under 40
* 36% are middle class
* only 24% have inccxres c,~er $40,000
* 31% are Southern whites
* 24% are Catholic

It is the case that 92% are white and 53% are male, and it is true

that, as a group, Republicans have higher incones and r'~ore education

than E~wocrats. 3ut these tendencies can hide the diversity that

exists within the Party.

Geographically, the only area where the Republicans have a slight

advantage over the Dc-mcrats is atrng Southern whites. In all other

areas of the ~untry the two party xalitions are close to equal in

strength, though the Eastern Seaboard (New England, Mid-Atlantic

regions) leans Democratic, while the West Coast is slightly more

Republicans.
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The sost recent additions to the Republican coalition are younger
voters aid voters frcNu the South. These voter groups are key elewents
of the new Republican coalition. The Republican coalition is no
longer predominately older, northern 1SSP's. The social group profile
of the Republican Party ten years ago shows that 51% were Northern
white Protestants and only 21% were white Southerners. Now, the
northern RASP o~onent of the Republican Party ha~ drooped to 32% and
white Southerners n~ ouprise 31% of the party. The increased con-
tribution of white Southerners to Republican coalition makes the
Republican coalition a truly national coalition for the first time in
its history. The Republican new plurality is also slightly younger

than the Democratic coalition. A 53% majority of the Republican
identifiers and leaners are under 40 years old. Conversely, a 54%
majority of the Democratic coalition is 40 yers old or older.

It is a~Kng these key voter groups ~- white Southerners and voters

under 40 - that ~rk Rust ~ done to riake their changing partisanship

a lasting rather than a teirporary phencrrenon.
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t~booravhic Profile of the ~cratic Party

Caqmring the [~cratic party coalition with the Republican coalition

sI~vs that, miong the I~nvcratic Party:

* 48% are urx2r 40
* 24% are middle class
* 12% have macurns over $40,000
* 23% are S~thern whites
* 28% are Catholic

The groups wong when Deuocrats atdrav Republicans are:
"a)

*
Blacks (19% of the Denocratic coalition are blacks, vs.
2% of the Republican coalition)

* l~er end whites (20% vs. 16%)
* ~ (5% vs. 2%)
* union household nenturs (21% vs. 13%)

Blacks, as a proportion of the Democratic coalition, have doubled

their iiiportance, increasing fran 10% of the Democratic identifiers in

the 1950's to a 20% share txiay.

Where 44% ~f the Republicans have incomes under S25,000, 60% of the

Democrats ck. Where 44% of the Republicans have no more than a high

school education, 55% of the Democrats cb. Thirty-six percent (36%)

of the Republicans ~re classified as middle class on the basis of

incc~me and education, while only 24% of the Democratic coalition are

middle class. There are indeed demographic differences between the

two perties, and the Republican Party is quite competitive with the

Democrats on the r~tidd1e jround.
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(~u!Daravhtc Profil, of Party Coalitions

I~l'Kscrat

T~ta1 ~ Total Non-Black
Total

100%
(1500)

28%
52
15

Nwter of Cages

Conservative
Moderate
Liberal

18-24
25-34
35-44
45-54
55-64
65+

Education

Less than high school
High schdol/Vocationai school
Sane oollege
College graduate

Occupational Group

Fat-rn household
Union household
Teacher household

Religion

Protestant
Catholic
Jewish

100%
(659)

1T211Tr
9

100% 100%
(695) 

(559)

18%
56

l~I

24
18
14
11
15

10
34
f~f
25

i~i
36
25
21

7
ITh
8

18%
56

11
24
18
13
15
I~j

lT~f
36
23
22

7
K~T~
-7

48

(continued on next jx~Je)
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C~uwora~i~ic ~fLl. of Party Coalitions

(cont'd.)

Icrat

I2~ ~2&i±~E1 ~ Non-Black

Inoci

Under $15,000
$15 ,000'$25. 000
$25, 000-$40,O00
$40,000 and ~r

26%
27
27
20

20%
24

I~iI
22
17

27%
26
20
17

Raoa

~tite
Black
Hispanic

Sex

74
I~I

4

Male
Fanale

Co.rbined I~n~graphics

Men
18-44 years old
45 years and older

Wcx~en
18-44 years old
45 years and older

College
18-44 years old
45 years and older

Non-College
18-44 years old
45 years and older

White
Men
Wat~en

Black
Men

(continued on next page)

44
I~I

ITh
25

15
5

41
38

32
42

43
I~I

29
28

17
5

37
IA~.I

0

I

- 31 -
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I~t~q~hic Prof 11. of Party Coalitions

(wt'd.)

L~nv~crat

~tal ~ Thtal Non-Black

High inocinm 15% I~TiI 12% 15%
Intelligsnts±a 11 ITfl 8 10Middle class 31 24 30Lour m~ 18 IT I~I I~!I
Jews 4 2 5 6Hispanic. 4 4 .4 3Blacks ii 2 jT~f -

White rk~rthern Protestant 25 132j 18 22White northern Catholic 13 II 14 17
White northern wiion 14 14 14 17
Sxathern white 26 __ 23 28
Jews 4 2 5 6Blacks ii 2 -Hispanics 4 4 4 3

Political Region

NewEngland 5 4 6 7
Mid-Atlantic 16 18 16 17
East North Central 18 16 19 20
West North Central 7 8 6 7
BorderSouth 8 7 9 9
Deep South 26 26 27 22
Mountain 5 5 5 6
Pacific 14 15 12 13
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Social Gz ouD~ Profile of tiw Party Coalitions, 1952-1982

C~tvcratic Party Identifiers

1952- 1962-
1960 1972 1976 1980 1984 1985

'asp.
Catholics
tbofthrn Union
hdte Sc~itheriwrs
jove
Blacks

19%
13
22
31

5
10

20%
16
19
25

3
16

17%
19
18
23
4

18

17%
16
18
23
6

21

19%
23
13
20
5

20

18%
14
14.
23
5

19

100% 100% 109% 100% 100% 100%

J~~ub1ican Party Identifiers

1952- 1962-
1960 1972 1976 1980 1984 1985

'asp.
Catholics
Northern Union
White Southerners
Jews
Blacks

56% 51%
10 10
18 13
11 23
1 1
5 2

100% 100%

51%
14
11
21
1
2

43%
16
14
24

*

3

34%
16
10
34
2
2

32%
13
14
31
2
2

100% 100% 100% 100%
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~ P~11. of th. Party Coalitiorw

~oratic
Idsnttflecs

1965

19%
31
20
14
16

100%

13%
35
21
15
16

100%

Rq~ub1tcan
Identifiers

1979 1965

16%
28
22
14
21

100%

18%
35
21
13
15

100%

- 34 -
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CKAPI'ER 2: MOOD OF' THE ELECTORATE

The Anwrican public is generally satisfied with the way things are
going in th. country today. ~Iien asked, lb you feel things in this
country are generally going in the right direction or do you feel
things have pretty seriously gotten off on the wrong track?, 50%
anwer that things are going in the right direction while 39% feel
that things are off on the wrong track.

This 50% to 39% positive majority is a dramatic turnaround from the
1972-1980 period, when n~re voters felt the country was seriously off
on the wrong track than believed they were heading in the right

dizection.

N

Not surprisingly, their satisfaction with the way things are going is
reflected in the public's feeling that the political system is
"working fairly well at the present time." A 53% to 43% majority
opine that the system is working well and needs no significant

changes.

These two evaluations go hand in hand -- those who feel things in the
country are going well feel that the political system is running well,
and those who think things are off on the wrong track also feel that

the political system needs changes.
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1 ~se votrs who are the uxst satisfied with the status quo are those

who a~port the party In the Itite House:

* Republicans
* high moats voters
* northern whitS Protestants
* voters wider 25

Also satisfied with the way things are going are: Jews, Eastern

Seaboard residents (New E~agland, Mid-Atlantic), and uiembers of the

intelligentsia. Though they are not what one would call die-hard

Republicans or Reaganites, they are nore likely to be fairly well-off

econcnically.

Those who are the least satisfied with the way things are going are

the most Democratic and the least financially secure elements of

society:

* t~mcratic party identifiers
* blacks
* wanen
* l~J inc~iie whites
* voters over 55
* residents of the Midwest

The least satisfied of these voters are blacks, 64% of whom think

things are on the wrong track and 66% of whcxn feel that the political

system needs changes.
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~w interesting finding coims from Moiantain state residents. Though a
49% to 41% plurality feel things are ~ing well in tb. O~witry, a 58%
to 40% 'majority nonetheless feel that the political system needs

Uien those who reply that the political system needs significant
changes wre inked what kinds of Changes are needed, very few offer
any systemic Changes. Most responses are related to issues:

The dsficit/1~duom the deficitAet our
spending under ~ntroV 7%

Tax systuifrax reforuvChanges in taxes!
Need fair taxation 4

ress foreign aid/Stay out of ~ntries" 4j fletter jobs/Create jobsA4eed work 4

All told, 23% mention social domestic policy issues, 18% mention

T econ~nic issues, and 15% mention foreign policy.

Sre responses related to the way leaders respond to the people:

"More cxncern for people/Interactjon with
people instead of issues" 4%

"Changes in government should be by the
people,'rhey should respond nrre to the
majority's opinions" 3

"More honesty in politics/People in office
need better nral values" 3

- 37 -



MARKIT OPINION ItEC~

(~aly 7% of the voters who vant changes, and 3% of the

tocate, offer systemic changes. Those few who ~ nuntion

systuuic change respond with the foll~dng agstions:

total *lecm

the reed for

"The judicial system rueds to I~ diangsd/
Suprenu Court ourerthauls

"Oar political systenvNsed a raw system!.
Not a wall-balanced system'

"No cm in off ice uiore than 6 years/Eat
legislature run for 1 term, not 2"
*~ way theY nan Congresstlhe ~in1stra-
tion/Relatlonship betwen Congress aid the
President"

So, even though 43% of the nation's voters want to see "significant

changes," not very many actually want our system of government to

change. Rather, they want the deficit reduced, the tax system

reforrrad, less rrr~ney spent an national defense and foreign aid, and

more concern for people from government officials and elected

representatives.
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MARKET OPINION RESEARCH

lb on feel thi s in this count are nerall i in the ri ht direction or do feel thi have r.tt
seriously gotten off on the wrong track?

Generally speaking, do you think our political system and qovemuent are w'rkir~ fairly wil at the present t~i, or
do you think they need significant changes?

Total

Number of Cases

'rhi ngs in this country

Right direction
Wrony track
Lbn't know/Refused

tical~t~

Working fairly well
Need significant changes
Ibn't know/Refused

Party
Identification

Total Ret. md. I~rn.

100% 100% 100% 100%

(1500) (659) (144) (695)

50% 66% 40% 36%
39 25 44 52
11 9 16 11

Iblitical ion

East ~st
New Mid- North North 8order [~ep

England Atlantic Central Central South South Mrxmtain Pacific

100% 100%

( 79) (246)

54%
32
14

57%
34
9

100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

(263) (111) (118) (392) ( 80)

45%
43
12

46% 48% 49% 49%
46 38 40 41
8 14 11 11

(continued on next paje)

100%

(210)

50%
39
Ii

I



AO. Sex

Fe-Total 18-24 25-39 40-54 55-64 65+ Male nale
Total 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

Nwbw of Cases (1500)

Thino. in this c~intry
Right direction

I~,n' t kE~v/Ibfused

(237) (531) (313) (189) (225)

50% 62%
39 30
11 8

100% 100%

(726) (774)

52% 49% 43% 39% 57% 43%
39 40 45 45 32 46
10 12 12 15 10 11

(~zr Dolitical system

~a~rking fairly ~i.1l
Need significant changes
~'t kflov/R.fus.d

(continued on next page)
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lb you feel thitigs in this count are nerall i in the ri ht direction or do feel thi a have rett
seriously gotten of f on the wrong track?

General lv speaking, do you th ink ouruppl itical system and qoverituent are ~c*ina fairly wil at the Dresent tim, or
do you think they need significant changes?

(contd.)

Status Group

lIi(Jh Intelli-
Total Incon~ gentsia

Total

Number of Cases

Middle Lcmer Hls~
Class Ervi Jews panics Blacks

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

(1500) (228) (163) (458) (275) C 53) C 63) (159)

Prot- Southern

estant Catholic Union ldte

100% 100% 100% 100%

(373) (202) (209) (395)

~Aa~hi~nt

Right direction
Wrong track
[bn't krKz~rJ/Refused

C~zr political system

Working fairly well
Need significant changes
lbn't knc~i/Refused

50%
39
11

71%
23

7

60%
33
7

52% 37% 60% 46% 27%
37 47 28 41 64
11 16 13 13 9I-J

55%
35
11

51%
36
13

52%
40

8

53%
36
ii

I
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The Remain Administration

Public approval of tx~th President Reagan and Vice-President Bush is
high - Presidsnt Reagan enjoys a 68% to 26% approval rating, Vice

President ~mh a 57% to 17% rating.

Perceptions of President Reagan, naturally, are ~re wil-forimed than
those of Bush. (~ly 6% have r~ ~inion of Reagan's job performance,

while 26% have ~ minion of Bush's perforumnos.

President Reagan enjoys rwarly w~iversal approval among the nation's
Republicans - 90% approve and only 8% disapprove of the job he is
doing as President. [~iw~crats, on the other hand, are evenly divided
in their cpinions of Reagan -- 47% approve, 46% disapprove. Inde-

pendents side with the Republicans, as 70% approve of Reagan and only
N

19% disapprove.

E~ncgraphically, Reagan is well-liked among all but the most Demo-

cratic voters - blacks and Jews. He is well-liked among all other

voter groups, especially:

* voters under 25
* Southern whites
* Hispanics
* high ina,,e whites
* middle class whites
* West North Central state residents

The of t-ca~rnented upon rjender jap is currently 9 points. Men approve

of Reagan by a 73% to 23% margin, '~xren by a 64% to 30% margin. B
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The fact that ~vung voters and Southern whites are included In the
'high on Reagan' group is an indication that at least part of their
new-found attraction to the Republican Party is because of their warm
feelings and support for President Reagan. it will be doubly
inprt.ant, then, to profile their issue attitudes to uncover what

issues are attracting and can keep them in the Republican Party.

Vice-Presicient Bush is also well-liked m~ng his ~n partisans.

Republicans ~prove of Bush by a 74% to 7% margin. I~inocrats approve
by a less positive 42% to 28% margin, although 30% could offer no
opinion. Likewise, Independent voters ~prove of Bush by a 53% to 14%

margin, but 34% have r~ opinion.

Geographically, Bush gets his highest marks in the ~st North Central,
Mountain, and Border South states, where 68%, 61%, and 60%, respect-

ively, approve of the job he is doing as Vice-President. New
Englanders give him both the bMest marks and the most undecideds --

48% approve, 19% disapprove, and 35% have no opinion.

~)er~tw~raphically, Bush receives his highest ~rks from the same voter

groups that applaud Reagan, with the following exception: older

voters like Bush better than younger voters. Voters aged 55 to 64

approve of Bush by a 62% to 16% margin, and those 65 and older approve

by a 61% to 14% mar-gin. Lighteen to twenty-four year aids only

approve by a 53% to 16% ~nargin. The difference between the two age

extrerres is due to less familiarity with Rush among younger voters.

While only 22% and 24% of the two older age groups have no opinion of

Bush, fully 30% of those under 25 are undecided about Bush.
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Zn smty, voter prcptions of the d~c.ot ion of tho country and W
their ~a1tastions of the Reagan a~inistwati0n are both positive.

Only the ~st E~moo~at1c el~nt of Ex~iet~)f ~mrIt bo dwsge the status

quo and give the Reagan aluinistration a tiiut~s-d~m.

0

fi'%

0
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L)z you approve or disapprove of the way Ronald 1~acian is handling his job as President? U~u1d that be strom~gj1y
(approve/disapprove) or just somewhat (approve/disapprove)?

Party
Identification Rilitical ion

Total

Number of Cases

Ronald Reagan

Strongly approve
Sai~what approve
Sam~what disapprove
Strongly disapprove
L~n 't knc~v/Refused

Total Ikp. md. Oem.

100% 100% 100% 100%

(1500) (659) (144) (695)

34% 57% 30% 13%
34 32 40 35
12 5 11 19
15 3 8 27
6 2 10 7

East
New Mid- North

~ Atlantic Central

100% 100% 100%

North Border I~ep
Central Saith &~zth Mommtain F~cif Ic

100% 100% 100%
100%

( 79) (246) (263) (111) (118) (392) ( 80) (210)

27%
41

9
16
8

36%
31
13
17
4

26%
36
16
18
4

40%
35
9

13
3

37%
31
11
9

10

39%
32
11
11
6

31%
30
10
20
9

Collapsed

Approve
Disapprove

(continued on next page)

31%
38
11
16
4.
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ishandli hs obas

(cont'd.)

Aae

Total

Nwt~er ot Cass

Ronald Rsa~an

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

(1500) (237) (531) (313) (189) (225)

Sex

Fe-
Male i~ale

100% 100%

(726) (774)

Strongly q~prove
Sotuwbat approve
Saiwwhat disapprove
Strongly disapprove
ibn't kflc~/Refused

34%
34
12
15
6

29%
44
15
7
5

32%
36
13
14
6

37%
35
7

16
5

38%
26
14
20
3

36%
27
9

19
8

38%
35
11
12
5

30%
33
13
17
7

Col1ar~sed

Approve
Disapprove

(continued on next page)

0
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[b you approve or disapprove of the way Ronald Reagan is handi ing his job as President? Would that be strongly

(approve/disapprove) or just saiewhat (approve/disapprove)?

(cont'd.)

Tracer
High Intelli- Middle Lc~r His

Total Incon~ gentsia Class End Jews panics Blacks Prot-
estant CattKlic Union

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

(1500) (228) (163) (458) (275) ( 53) C 63)

34%
34
12
15
6

68
26

50%
31
8

10
2

80
18

38%
31
12
15
6

69
26

37%
36
10
11
5

74
21

31%
38
12
12
6

69
24

26%
25
19
30
2

51
47

27%
51
11
6
5

78
17

100%

(159)

9%
28
21
32
10

37
54

100% 100% 100% 100%

(373) (202) (209) (395)

41%
33

9
13
4

74
22

29%
42
10
15
5

71
24

29%
35
15
16

5

64
31

45%
33
9
8
6

78
17

Total

Number of Cases

Ronald

Strongly approve
Sam~what approve
Scmnewhat disapprove
Strongly disapprove
Ebn't know/Refused

Collapsed

Approve
Disapprove

~~uthern
Mute
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or di of the wa Geo Bush is handli his *ob as Vice-President? ~*u1d that be stron 1( di or *ust scui~what (a rove di rove)?

Party
Identification

1~a1

Nwter of Cases

Total md. t~m.

100% 100% 100% 100%

(1500) (659) (144) (695)

Iblitical Reqion

East West
New Mid- North North Border E~ep

England Atlantic Central Central South South Mountain Pacific

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
100%

( 79) (246) (263) (111) (118) (392) ( 80) (210)

Gsor~e Bush

Strongly approve
ScsiAat approve
ScusiAat disapprove
Strongly disapprove
E~n't knca,/Refused

Colled

Disapprove

(ocmtinued an next page)

P76 t% C*L. ~?~L'~ :i

22%
35
8
9
26

0

37%
37
4
3
19

13%
40
5
9
34

11%
32
13
15
30

19%
29
10
9

35

23%
34
8
9
26

19%
33
11
10
28

23%
44
5
7

20

25%
34
7
4

30

26%
34
9
9
22

19%
43
4
9
25

19%
37
9
10
25

58
11



tiw (~o ftsb £5 handlin his ob as

(oont'd.)

Sex

2~9 ~ ~ ~+ Male isle

Total

Nwtwr at Cases

100% 100% 100% 100% 100%. 100%

(1500) (237) (531) (313) (189) (225)

100% 100%

(726) (774)

Strongly ~prov.
Sauwbat approve
Scmmwhat disapprove
Strongly. disapprove
I~n't k~/kfuued

Collavs.d

Approve.

Disapprove

(continued on next page)

0
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22%
35
8
9

26

19%
35
11
6

30

17%
36
9

11
25

25%
33
8

10
26

26%
37
7
8

22

31%
31
7
7

24

25%
36
8
8

24

20%
35
8

10
27
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~ Geor Bush ishandli his abas Vice-President? ~tu1d t t best I

(cont'd.)

Status Group

If i(Jh Intelli- Middle Lo~r His-
Total Lnconu ~ Class End Jews panics Blacks

Total

Number of ('aseq

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

(1500) (228) (163) (458) (275) C 53) C 63)

George flush

Strongly approve
S~ui~what approve
Scinewhai disapprove
Strongly disapprove
Ibn' t know/Refused

£2li~
Approve
Disapprove

22%
35
8
9

26

57
17

33%
35
6
6

21

68
12

23%
42
5
7
24

66
12

23%
36
7
7
28

59
14

23%
34
12
7
24

56
19

13%
28
8
17
35

42
23

30%
33
3
6
27

63
10

100%

(159)

5%
31
16
19
29

36
36

fracer Gr~

Prot- Southern
estant Catholic Union Mute

100% 100% 100% 100%

(373) (202) (209) (395)

24%
40
5
8

23

64
13

23%
34
8
8

27

57
16

19%
34
12
9

26

53
21

29%
36

7
6

12

65
13
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CIAPTER 3: BASIC ISSUE ATII'IUDES IN THE SLEX.'IDRATE

In past national opinion studies, Market Opinion Research has explored
the underlying basic issue attitudes and beliefs that govern public
opinion. NOR has un~wered eight basic issue attitudes that tap into
the umior issue areas on the public issue agenda today. ~Kploring ti~v
the electorate is arrayed on thes, attitudinal dimensions gives a
better sense of the fundau.ntal beliefs held by the American public.
With this base, public opinion on topical questions is better under-

N stood.

The seven basic attitudinal dimensions are:

gunboat dip1cxna(~ginterv.ntion iBm

~verrInent asSiStance
* goverment ~lfare
* union agenda
* black agenda
* protectionisn

To uncover these dimensions, a long series of agree-disagree state-
ments were read to the adults being interviewed for earlier studies.
For this study, the t~o questions with the best explanatory power on
each dimension were used. The eighth diriension, protectionism, is

looked at in Chapter 5.

- 51 -
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An wislysis of each d1zi~sion will help develop the what and how of

~iw Rhpzblicm party ~alition -- what attitudes are ~~v5t strongly

held by i~pibUcan partisane and !~ri the Party can, through issues,

solidify younger voters and SouthernerS se iiore permanent ~mberS of

tiw coalition.

outoat Diplomacy

There are two foreign policy dimensions at work inthe American

public. The first is a ~xuiiative one, which taps voter sent iment on

our military involvenunt around the world. The two stateiu5flts which

make, up this dimension are, "The United States should ~ send

troops to fight in a civil war in another ~rntry, even if 
a ocwu~uinist

takeover is likely" and "Our ~COfK3U~ aid security would suffer if we

N did not use military troops to protect our interests in other parts of

the world." Voters agree by a 73% to 23% margin that our security

would suffer if we did not use military troops, and a im~re evenly

divided 51% to 40% disagree that we should never send troops to

foreign oountries.

The largest share of the electorate falls into the "gunboater"

category. G.inboaters disagree that the U.S. should rever send troops,

and they agree that our national security would suffer 
if we did not

use military troops to protect our interests. Forty-four percent

(44%) of the electorate falls into this category. At the other

extre~e are anti-interventionists, who nujber 23%. 
They are against

the U.S. sending troops abroad. In the middle, with mixed opinions,

is the remaining third (33%) of the electorate.
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C
The 'wet interventionist elements of the electorat, are:

* Republicans
* Southern 'Altos
* voters aged 25 to 39

The iwet a~ti-int.rventionist groups in the electorate are:

* Nw aiglard ad P~cif Ic Coast residents
* Senior citizens
* Jews

This, then is a ~od issue for Republicans ard one that can solidify

Southern whites.
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Ccxi~psition and Distribution of Qg~buSt O1o3os~V A~ti~udS cal@

Otw oo~y ui% security w~uld saf for if ~ did
not urns ,milituy troop ~ protect oar interests

in~qUmr ~*w~ of tRw world

Strongly SosUtA~t Neither Apse S~Wt1at Strongly
~ ~ ~ ~ Disagree Total

The United States shoald ,wv.~
send troocs to fioht in a civil
var in another oaintxv, OWn if
a communist takeover is likely.

Strongly agree
Saiwwhat agree
Neither agree nor disagree/

r) Undecided
Somewhat disagree
Strongly disagree

Total

"p
Anti-interventiOn ists .000

.125
* 250

Mixed .500
.625
.750
.875

Gunboaters 1.000

L..

Total

Average

Ccribined

Anti-intervention ists
Mixed
Guntxaters

~7%s

6>-

4
9

15

,-

6% 1%7 1

4 1
10 1
5 1

32 5

DistributiOn

5
5
9

12w
15
15

3%4

1*
4
2

13

5%2

*

2

10

22%19

9
25
26

100%

0

100%

.62

23%
33
44
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Voter Attitu~ss on Omboat D 1amm~ Scale

S
AntF~1nter- NLu1t~r

~j wmi*tS ~ ~ of Cases

Total 100% 23% 33% 44% (1500)

Party Identification

Republican 100% 20 30 50 C 659)
ImSepw5snt 100% 19 42 39 (144)
Duflocrat 100% 26 34 40 (695)

New~IglarKI 100% 39 28 34 ( ~9)
Mid-Atlantic 100% 24 32 44 ( 246)
Last North Central 100% 27 32 41 C 263)
West North Central 100% 22 32 48 ( 111)
BorderSouth 100% 17 36 47 (118)
DuepSouth 100% 17 33 50 (392)
Mountain 100% 18 46 36 C 80)

Pacific 100% 28 30 42 ( 210)6
18-24 100% 23 37 41 ( 237)
25-39 100% 20 30 50 C 531)
40-54 100% 19 33 47 C 313)
55-64 100% 25 34 40 ( 189)
65+ 100% 33 33 34 ( 225)

Sex

Male 100% 25 30 46 ( ~26'.
Female 100% 21 36 43 ( 774~

Status Group

High incc~t~ 100% 24 27 49 ( 228)
Intelligentsia 100% 24 37 38 ( 163)
Middle class 100% 23 31 47 ( 458
L~er end 100% 18 36 46 ( 275)
Jews 100% 40 23 36 ( 53)

Hispanics 100% 24 37 40 ( 63,
Blacks 100% 21 36 42 ( 15~4'

Tracer Group

Northern white Protestant 100% 22 35 43 ( 373)
Northern white Catholic 100% 28 32 41 ( 202)
Northern white union 100% 28 27 44 ( 2O~)
Southern whites 100% 18 33 49 C 395)
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The second foreign policy dimension taps voter sent 1r~ent about the
U.S. as a I'mut~er of the world comounity." It is more aid-related
than intervention..rg~a~~~j* Th. qiestions that make up this dimension
are, "We should help only those countries which are for us and not
help those which are against us," to which a 62% to 30% majority
agrees, and Ojr country has a moral obligation to help people in
other parts of the world, even those in neutral or unfriendly
countries." A 56% to 39% majority agrees with that statement.

As there is an inherent dissonanc, in those two responses, a plurality
of the voters (41%) has mixed opinions. The remainder of the
electorate divides 33% America First, 25% internationalist.

The strongest America First-ers in the electorate are:

* voters over 55
* lower end whites
* Je~

Younger voters, members of the intelligentsia, high incorcie voters, and
West North Central residents have a greater share of internationalist
sentiment. This issue is non-partisan; there is no significant dif-
ference in opinion !~tween [~rI~,crats and Republicans. Both are nuxed,

but lean toward the ~ierica First view.
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Convosition and Distribution of htwrica First Attitude Scale

~r country hm a 'woral obligation to help people
in other parts of the 'orid, even those in

neutral or unfriendi countries

Strongly Scmwwhat neither Agree Sca~what Strongly
~ ~ ~.L2i!~r2L. ~!~E Disacree Total

We should help only countries
which are for us and not help
those which are acainet us.

Strongly agree
Sczuewhat agree
Neither agree nor disagree/

Undecided
SQ!lewhat disagree
Strongly disagree

6%
4

2
5
5

10%
10

2
9
3

8% 15% 41%
4 3 21

*1
*

1

1
3
1

Total

Internationalist

Mixed

America First

Total

Average

Ccnbined

Internationalist
Mixed
America First

.000
* 125
.250
.375
* 500
.625
* 750
.875

1.000

1 11

21 100%

Distribution

9
12

21
13

11
15

10003

.55

25%
41
33
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Voter Attitu~s on hiwrioa First ~ca1e

Integna-

Total

Party Identification

Rspzblican
1m2.pendent
Deax~crat

Political Rinojon

New ~gla~
Mid-Atlantic
Last North Central
West North Central
Border South
Deep South
Mountain
Pacific

18-24
25-39
4 0-54
55-64
65+

Sex

Male

Peviale

Status Group

High inccxr~
Intel ligerits ia
Middle class
L~er end
Jews
Hispanics
Blacks

Tracer Group

Northern white Protestant
Northern white Catholic
Northern white union
Southern whites

100%

100%
100%
100%

25%

100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%

100%
100%
100%
100%
100%

100%
100%

100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%

100%
100%
100%
100%

228
163)
458
275

53)
63

1%))

373
202~
209)
395)
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Traditional Values

~ third dinunsion taps psople's beliefs in traditional values. The

two statenunts used to form this dinmnsion are "it is all right for
public schools to start each day with a prayer and *A woman should

have the legal right to an abortion if ~w tents one. * Abortion and
school prayer are at the heart of the differenos between traditional-

ists and non-traditionalists, but a large share of the electorate is

divided. ~ the issue of school prayer, a 75% to 20% majority favor
letting prayer into public schools, but on the issue of abortion, a
66% to 30% favor all~ving mien to have an abortion if they choose.

Thus, a 51% majority of the electorate has mixed views on the tradi-

tional values dinension. Twenty-nine percent (29%) have consistent

traditional values, 20% have consistently anti-traditional values. So,

though it is an area which has received a great deal of attention in

recent years, relatively few voters are diehard traditionalists as it

relates to these t~ issues. It riust be said, though, that when the

issues of -~rijuana reform, gay rights, and pornography are included

in the sc3le, as they were in the earlier study, the dimension

polarizes sa!lewhat. In that instance, 49% were classified as tradi-

tionalists and 17% were anti-traditionalist.

Those voter groups who are rrore traditionalist than the electorate at

large are:

* Southern whites
* West North Central residents
* voters ~.'er 40
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Anti-traditionalists are uore likely to be:

* Pacific mx! Mid-Atlantic residents
* wx!er 40
*

* high inoc~'w, whites

This issue dlzwnsion is ncn-partisan. There is wry little difference

between the parties an the dinsnsion. It is a good issue dimension

with which to attract Southern whites, but nct a good one to attract

younger voters. This is largely because of the abortion issue.

Q Younger voters strongly favor a ~imn' s right to an abortion, Southern

N whites are less supportive. Both of these groups favor prayer in

scIK~ols, k~wever.

0

0
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S
C~mvosition and Distribution of Traditional Values Attitude Scale

A 'amen I~uld sv tiw legal right b have an

Strongly Swmswhat Meit?~er Agree Sonwwhat Strongly~ ~ ~ Disaor.e Dis~ree Total

Strongly agree
Scuawbat agree
Neither agree v~r di

Undecided
Somewhat ~ee
Strongly disagree

Total

20%
10

3
3

10

46

Anti-traditi~1 values .000

!~Iixed

Traditional values

.125
* 250
.375
* 500
* 625
* 750
* 875

1.000

Total

10%
5

1
2
1

19

3%
1

*

*

*

3% 19%
2 

2

1 1 14

5
7

6 24 100%

Distribution

i~i I

TF
28
13

5
19

100%Ave rage

C~nbjned

Anti-traditional values
Mixed
Traditional values

.55

20%
51
29

-
61 -

55%
20
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Voter Attituda~s on Traditional Values Scale

Values

Anti- Pro-'
Tradi- Tradi-
tional tional NIw~Ver

~ Values M1~~Sd Values of Cases

Total 100% 20% 51% 29% (1500)

Party Identification

Republican 100% 16 53 31 ( 659)
Irx~sp.tdent 100% 17 58 24 ( 144)
I~iccrat 100% 24 48 28 ( 695)

~lion

New~ig1and 100% 16 61 23 ( 79)
:1 Mid-Atl&itic 100% 28 49 22 ( 246)

East rbr~h Central 100% 21 52 27 C 263)
N West North Central 100% 20 46 35 C 111)

BorderSouth 100% 12 53 35 (118)
CC J~epSouth 100% 13 53 35 (392)

Mountain 100% 16 53 31 C 80)
Pacific 100% 28 48 24 ( 210) ~

W

18-24 100% 27 49 24 ( 237)
25-39 100% 24 54 23 ( 531i
40-54 100% 16 50 35 ( 313)
55-64 100% 14 53 33 ( 189
65+ 100% 13 51 36 ( 225'

Sex

C' Male 100% 21 53 25 C 726

Female 100% 13 49 33 ( ~74

Status Group

High inca~e 100% 25 58 17 ( 228)
Intelligentsia 100% 25 42 33 ( 163)
Middle class 100% 15 55 ( 458)
Lower end 100% 10 49 41 ( 275)
Jews 100% 60 36 4 ( 53)
Hispanics 100% 24 51 25 ( 631
Blacks 100% 23 48 29 ( 159,

Tracer Group

Northern white Protestant 100% 20 53 27 ( 373)
Northern white Catholic 100% 15 47 38 ( 202)
Northern white union 100% 19 59 22 ( 209)
Southern whites 100% 11 53 36 C 395)
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Govermsnt Assistance

There are two goverrmwnt act ion/dcxtustic policy dimensions. The first

ore, government assistance, taps voter attitudes on how much the

goverimnt should do to ensure quality of life. It differs from the

goverruzunt welfare dimension in that goveriuzunt mistance is seen to

help everyaw, while goverruent welare is directed at the low income

groups in the electorate. The two statements that comprise the
goverruient sistance dimension are 'if cities and towns around the

country rued financial help to improve their schools, the government

in Washington ought to give them the money they need" and 'The
government in Washington s~ald use to it that every person has a job

and a good standard of living.' The public supports the first

statement by a 63% to 31% margin tut is evenly divIded, 50% agree to

47% disagree on the second. When the two are combined to form the

index, 42% are pro-government assistance, 32% are anti-government

assistance, and 26% are mixed.

This index is highly partisan. A 43% to 322 plurality of the r~tions

Republicans are anti-3overnrnent assistance, and a 53% to 20% majority

of the L~nx:~crats are pro-government assistance.

Other groups who ajree with Republicans that less government as-

sistance is best are:

* voters ~er 55
* Mountain state residents
* high incaie, intelligentsia voters
* Southern whites
* Northern white Protestants
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On tt~ u~,re is I~tter side of the coin are:

* Cmst~ern Seaboard (New ~igland & Mid-Atlantic) and
Pacific rusidants

* Blacks
* ilispanics
*Jm -

* vomn
* ]r end whites

Again, this agenda iteat is an attraction for S~ithern whites, but not

for y~inger voters.

N

C-,

4,
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S Ccn~osition and Distribution of (~wriuinnt Asistanc. Attitude Scale

Th. g 1~Ivtsnt in Washington should see to it
that ry ~reon ~ a job and

Strongly ~what Meither Agree Saiwwhat Strongly
~ .~* ~ Disagree Disagree Total

If cities and tc~vns around the
country need financial helD tO
inurove their schools 9 the
government in Washington ouaht
to oive thm~i the n~nw theY
need.

Strongly aree 19% 8% 1% 6% 5% 39%
Sauswhatagree 5 8 1 7 4 24
Neither agree nor~ disagree/

Undecided 2 1 1 1 2 6
r~. Sarewhatdisagree 2 3 * 5 5 15

Strongly disagree 2 2 * 3 10 16

Total 30 21 3 22 25 100'5 Distribution

Anti-governn~nt assistance .000
.125 8
.250 7
.375 7Mixed .500 17
.625 9
.750 11.875 13

Government assist.3nce 1.000 19

Total 100%

Averaje .58

Cci~ibined

Ant i-jovernrent assistance 32%
Mixed 26
Government assistance 42
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Voter &ttituds on Goverwtwnt Asinitance Scale

Antis
Qo'4'@rrumnt

Total Assistance Nixd

Total

Party Identification

Re~,ublican
Irdepend.nt
~crat

New i~gland
Mid-Atlantic
East North Central
West North Central
Border South
Deep South
Mountain
Pacific

18-24
25-39
40-54
55-64
65+

Sex

Tlale
Female

Status Group

High inccm~
Intelligentsia
Middle class
Lower end
Jews
Hispanjcs
Blacks

Tracer Group

Northern white Protestant
Northern white Catholic
Northern white union
Southern whites

100%

100%
100%
100%

100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%

100%
100%
100%
100%
100%

32% 26%

23
23
32
32
32
34
43
35

15
27
41
42
40

Pro-
Goverrmnt
Assistance

42%

20
27
23
35
28
27
33
20

32
27
21
23
26

100%
100%

100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%

100%
100%
100%
100%

25
31
39
52
43
63
65

373
202)
209)
395)
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Nwi~er

of Cases

(1500)

659)
144)
695)

79)
246)
263)
111)
118)
392)

80)
210)

237)
531)
313)
189)
225~

72f~
77-h

228)
163
458)
275)

53)
63)
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Goveriumnt ~*lfare

2I~ next govenm~nt involverr.nt/dorrestic policy dimension deals with
goverrmtsnt welfare, which is a separate area in voters' minds from
goverrnsnt assistance. This is a wry one-sided di~wnsion, a majority
or plurality of all voter groups are anti-gcwerw3nt welfare.

The stata~wnts that ccmprise this diziunsion are Clainw about welfare
abuses are greatly exaggerated, most people receiving assistance truly
need it, which garners 47% agreement and 45% disagreement, and
Tighter Cxntrols are needed in the federal good stamp program, many

N people now receiving food stamps don't deserve them," to which a
00 strong 77% to 18% majority agree. All told, 58% of the electorate is

anti-goverrmen~ welfare, 22% are pro goverrinent welfare, and 21% have

mixed opinions.

Though all voters are anti-govern~nt welfare, those r~st strongly
1'

opposed are:

* Republicans
* Mountain state residents
* Southern whites
* middle class whites

Those the least opposed include: 
£

* 3lacks
* Jews
* ~rrK)crats
* New F2ngland and East North Central residents

- 67 -



MAAK[TOflNION RE4

Attitudes about govrriant welfare b not vary signiftoant:ly b~r age or

gender.

N

4

7
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Qmvosition nd Distziizatiori of (bvezTw~nt ~lfare Attitude Scale

TIghter arItxE4s are needed in the federal food
stai~ pt~m, many ~op1. ~ receiving food

Strongly Ba'uwhat Neither AOree Scnwwhat Strongly
~* ~ ~ Disagree Disagree Total

Clainu ab~it wifare abuses are
oreatly ex~rated: ui~st vec~le
receiving velfar. assistance truly
need it.

Strongly agree
Sa!awhat agree
Neither agree i~r disagree/

Urx~ecided
Saiewhat disagree.
Strongly disagree

N
Total

p Ant i-governnent welfare

Mixed

PtYY- Jovernment ~lf~re

.000

.125
* 250
.375
* 500
.625
.750
.875

1.000

Total

Average

C~bined

Anti-gover~mnt welfare
Mixed
Pro-goverru'nent welfare

4
11
22

*

*3

20%
27

* 8
1 19
1 27

9 100%

Distribution

I~i
13
10
12

-7-
6

100%

. 36

58%
21
22
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Voter Attit~x~ss on Gowruwwnt I*lfpz,. Scal*

Anti-
Gnt

Total lfar. Mixind

Total 100% 58% 21%

Pro-
Gove!mnent
Welfare

22%

Party Identification

Republican
Independent
~u~crat

Political Region

New E~gland
Mid-Atlantic
East North Central
West North Central
Border South
E~ep South
Mountain
Pacific

18-24
25-39
4 0-54
55-64
65+

Sex

Male

Female

Status Group

High incm
Intelligentsia
Middle class
L~er end
Jews
Hispanics
Blacks

Tracer Group

Northern white Protestant
Northern white Catholic
Northern white union
Southern whites

100%
100%
100%

100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%

100%
100%
100%
100%
100%

100%
100%

100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%

100%
100%
100%
100%
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228;
163)
458)
275)
53)
63)
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202)
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395)
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Labor Lkiions

Public c9inion a~ the iinefulness of and necessity for labor unions is
another major attitudinal dinens ion in the electorate. This dinens ion
does not predict attitudes on the right of labor unions to exist, but
to what extent they have nore p~inr and influence than they should.
The electorate Leans against labor unions in that regard by a 42% to
35% margin, with 23% mixed. The stataunts which are cc~rbined to form
this dlzimnsiora are Labor unions have be~me too big and powerful for
the good of the cxzntry, to which a 65% to 30% majority agree, and
"Labor unions are very necessary to protect the 1t~,rking man, * to which
a nearly equal 66% to 31% majority agree.

As expected, this is a highly partisan dimension. Republicans are
anti-union by a 54% to 25% margin, [~m:,crats are pro-union by a 44% to
32% margin. Age, region, status, and race are also divided on the
union dimension. Besides Republicans, these voters are anti-

union:

* Mountain state residents
* senior citizens
* northern white Protestants
* Southern whites

Siding with I~r'rcr-ats on the union dimension are:

* northern white union rvembers
* voters under 25
* Je~
* Hispanics
* Blacks
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This, aORln, oouj.d attract Southrn wtdt.s~ but is f~t a ~x~d arena in

which ~ attract blu collar o~' ~xig ~ft)tes.

0

N
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C~xq~osition and Distribution of Labor Urdon Attitude Scale

Labor unions ~e wry naCeOSaZY
to !rotct the ia~c1dna man

strongly S~what Neither A~ee S@Uwhat Strongly
~ ~ ~ ~ Disagree Total

Labor unions have bso~ too blo
and or

Strongly agree
Sczmwhat agree
Neither agree i~r diuagree/

Undecidsd
Sarmwhat disagree
Strongly disagree

7%
6

2
7

11

Total

Anti-labor union

Mixed

Pro-labor union

Total

Average

C~nbined

Anti-labor union
Mixed
Pro-labor union

.000

.125
* 250
.375
.500
.625
.750
* 875

1.000

14%
12

2
5
2

35

8% 12%
4

1
2
1

16

1 6
1 15
1 15

16 100%

Distribution

121
9
5
16w
6
9
11

100%

.49

42%
23
35
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Voter Attitu~3ss on Labor Union 8c~a1*

______________ E
Labor Union

A1~t14.bLab~ Pro-Labor Nuzi~er
~ Union MAisd ~ of CasesTotal 100% 42% 23% 35% (1500)

Party Idsntjfjcatj~~g~

Rspzblican 100% 54 21 25 ( 659)Ir~ependsnt 100% 40 23 37 ( 144)~'u~crat 100% 32 24 44 ( 695)
~litical Region
New~giand 100% 38 24 39 ( 79)Mid-Atlantic 100% 37 23 40 ( 246)East North Central 100% 43 21 36 ( 263)West North Central 100% 40 24 37 ( 111)w Border South 100% 37 22 40 ( 118)DeepSouth 100% 46 26 28 (392)cc~ Mountain 100% 56 16 28 ( 80)Pacific 100% 40 20 39 ( 210)

r 18-24 100% 29 29 43 ( 237) 025-39 100% 41 24 35 ( 531)40-54 100% 46 17 37 ( 313)55-64 100% 44 20 37 ( 189)65+ 100% 52 26 23 ( 225)

Sex

Male 100% 42 22 36 ( 726Fer-~le 100% 42 24 34 ( 774

Status Group

High incc~~ 100% 48 15 37 ( 223)Intelligentsia 100% 48 23 29 ( 163)Middle class 100% 48 24 28 ( 458)L~ver end 100% 45 23 ~2 C 275)Jews 100% 34 21 43 C 53)Hispanics 100% 24 22 54 C 63~Blacks 100% 18 25 57 ( 159)
Tracer Group

Norther-n white Pr-otest.3nt 100% 54 22 24 ( 373,Northei-n white Catholic 100% 40 26 35 ( 202)Northern white union 100% 31 19 51 (209) WSouthern whites 100% 52 24 24 ( 395)

-
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Na~ Is cm of the major sociological divisions of the electorate. On
the black agenda dimension cm finds blacks at one end and everyone
else at the Other. mis i.e r~,t to say that rx~n-blacks are anti-black

or anti civil rights, bat are against special treatment or privileges
for blacks. The two items that make up this dimension are the

statement that Black people in the country should be given special
consideration for new jobs because of past discrimination against

them and the 0 to 1000 thernawter rating of Jesse Jackson. Blacks
agree by a 60% to 38% margin to the statement and give Jackson a 770

rating. All other voters, t~ver disagree with the statement by a
74% to 22% margin aid give Jackson only a lukewarm 43 rating. In
total, 60% of the electorate are anti-black agenda, 17% are pro-black

agenda, and 23% are mixed.

The strongest sentiment against the black agenda is found aTong:

* Repub). icans
* senior citizens
* Southern whites
* lower end whites
* Jews
* Mountain state residents

Only ~r~ng blacks is there a majority (54%) in favor of, the black

agenda, and only the following groups top 20% pro-black agenda:

* E~imcrats (24~)
* ~ispanics (24%)
* voters under 25 (22%)
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Non-black hisrica is definitely against giving special consideration

to blacks because of past discriuidnation.

In auiuuary, there are eight attitudinal dinensions which account for

nest at the variance in opinions on major issues of the day. The

sewn diamnsions which are described in this chapter are: gunboat

diplonscy, ~rica first, traditional values, governuwnt assistance,

governmment 'elfare, ~mion agenda, Nid black agenda. Each is listed

bel~ with tI's umior voter groups the conservative position on the

dinunsion attracts:

Gunboat diplonscy:

Anerica first:

Traditional values:

Goverrmsnt assistance:

Governmnt ~lfare:

Labor unions:

Black agenda:

Southern whites, voters aged 25 to 39

voters ~,er 55, l~er end whites, Jews (non-
partisan)

Southern whites, ~*st North Central, over 40

(non-partisan)
over 55, Mountain, Southern whites, Northern
white Protestants, high inc~, intelligentsia
Mountain, middle class, Southern whites

Mountain, over 65, northern white Protestant,
Southern white

over 65, Southern white, lower end, Jews,
Mountain

ColTparing the Republican and £~rncratic coalitions on these dimensions

shows that Republicans are significantly 'more conservative than

1~rrocrats on the black agenda (25 pts.), labor unions (22 pts.),

government assistance (23 pts.), government welfare (18 pts.), and

gunboat diplomacy dir~tensions (10 pts.), while there is little

difference het'~ieen the two parties on the traditional values (3 pts.)

and America first (1 pt.) dimensions.
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Un-~l. Neutral frnmble 2btal
Black people in th. country shuld
be aiven special consideration fornew iobs because of east discrimi-
nation against thun.

Stror~jly agree
Saiuwhat agree
Neither agree nor disagree!

Undecided
Saiwwhat disagree
Strongly disagree

Total

Anti-black agenda

Mixed

Pro-black agenda

.000
* 125
.250
.375
* 500
* 625
* 750
* 875

1.000

Total

Average

Cribjned

1
10
11

36

4.

1
7

10

25
Distribution

Ti'
11
15
17

9

5
4

2% 11%
4 15

1 4
8 25

24 ~AL
39 

100%

100%

.38

Anti-black agenda
Mixed
Pro-black agenda

r

60%
23
17

-
77 -

MAAK~T OPINION RES~

Cavoition and Distribution of Black Aosnda Attitude Scale
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Voter Attitudes on Black Aa~K1a ~3~!

Total 100%

Party Identification

Republican
Independent
Denocrat

Political Reajon

New E~glarKI
Mid-Atlantic
Last North Central
West NQrth Central
Border South
Deep South
Mountain
Pacific

18-24
25-39
40-54
55-64
65+

Sex

~1ale
Female

Status Group

High inccrre
Intelligentsia
Middle class
Lower end
Jews
Hispanics
Blacks

Tracer Group

Northern white Protest 3nt
Northern white Catholic
Northern white union
Southern whites

80%

100%
100%
100%

100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%

100%
100%
100%
100%
100%

100%
100%

100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%

100%
100%
100%
100%
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~~tiB1ack Pro-Black
__ a

23% 17%

of Cases

(1500)

659)
144)
695)

79)
246)
263)
111)
118)
392)
80)

210)

237)
531)
313)
189)
225)

72~'
774)

228
163
458
275

53'
63

15~)

373
202)
209
395)
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OIAPTER 4: INT~IATWKAL TRISM

One of the nv~st widely discussed issues in recent ii~nths has been

international terrorism. Ever since the taking of hostages in the

U.S. Ehitassy in Iran, this issue has been a abject of public debate

and discussion. More recent events, such as the Achille Lauro

hijacking, have made this an even hotter topic. It is sure to be a

topic of discussion in the 1986 and 1988 c.t~signs and is an Izt~ortant

area for the Republican Party and its candidates to tz~erstand.

A solid n~zvter of ~ricans believe that terrorist acts are the acts

of ~~vernmants rather than of groups or individuals. Fully 67% feel

that foreign governnents are behind ~st terrorist acts * Less than
1' one-third (27%) of the public feels that terrorists are individuals or

groups acting on their own. This view is dominant throughout the

electorate, but is nnst strongly held by senior citizens, lower end

whites, and residents of the I~ep South.

A 57% majority of Americans believe that the U.S. government can

significantly reduce terrorism, while 36% say that there is not rmu.ich

the governirent can do. This points out the desire on the part of the

public that the govet-nxrent take an active role in trying' to reduce

terrorism around the ,iorld, including both military and diplomatic

action.

0
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One option the U.S. has against terrorist is retaliation. Fully 73%

of the Auwrican public favors, in general, taking military action

against terrorists. When probed further, however, that number

declines as three specific situations are presented. All told, 60% of

the public can be called pro-military action, while 40% are

anti-military action.

The three specific situations presented ~re these: military action

against terrorist caipe if innocent people in the canpe are likely to

be killed or wounded; military action against terrorists who are

suspected of planning an attack or only as retaliation after an

attack; military action against governments which help and train

terrorists, even if that action oculd lead to larger ocnflict. lb the

first situation, endangering innocent lives, only 35% of the public

would favor military action. Only 28% would favor a pre-emptive

strike, and only 36% would favor military action against governments.

So, while Americans, in general, are in favor of taking military

action to stop terrorism, that support lessens when some of the

consequences ~re discussed. Americans do not wish to see terrorist

camps b~-~5ed if that would ~st innocent lives, they do not wish to

retaliate against governments if that ~uld lead to a larger cxnflict,

and they generally favor military force as retaliatory action rather

than a pre-emptive one.

Republicans (r~st notably Independent Republicans), middle aged (40 to

54) citizens, residents of the Deep South, and Jews are the most

pro-military action groups in the electorate. New Englanders, women,

-80-
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I~.E~crats, and senior citizens are the w~st anti-interventionist 'Rnd

t~w least supportive of military action against terrorism. The rwst

pro-iuilitary action group. in the electorate are Southern vien aged 40

to 54 arid Jewish men aged 25 to 39. Ccnpared to the national average

of 1.8 on the 0 to 4 military action scale, they rate a 2.9 and a 2.6,

respectively.

Ccziparing the Republican and t~ux~cratic ~alitions ai this scale shows

the Republicans to have a 2.1 average on the scale and the Dem~crats a

1.6. Independent voters echo the national average of 1.9.

Despite their sentiments in favor of retaliatory action against

terrorists, Americans also feel that the U.S. government should

negotiate with terrorists if they are holding American hostages.

Fifty-nine percent (59%) of the ~~b1ic supports nsgotiation, while 34%

say the government should stand steadfast arid refuse to negotiate.

Refusal to negotiate is rnre prevalent among Republicans, Mountain

state residents, ~Jews, men, high income voters, and members of the

intelligentsia. It is not, therefore, entirely a "shoot first, ask

questions later" group. riany of these voters surely believe that

negotiating with terrorists will only act to encourage future

terrorist actions.

Americans are of a mind, tben, that the U.S. government can and should

act tough to discourajje terrorism, but that when American lives are in

the balance, there should be efforts r~de to save them.
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Total 100% 100% 100% 100%

Ntzi*~er of Cases (1500) (659) (144) (695)

Sate people say that there really
is r~t nuch the U.S. goverrutent
can do to reduce terrorian. Otters
sa the U.S. erru'ent can a -

ficantly reduce terrorian. ~dch
opinion is closest to your own?

Not nuch goverrment can do 36% 37% 39% 35%
Governirent can significantly reduce 57 57 51 58
I~n't know/Refused 7 6 10 7

I~ you favor or oppose the United
States taking military action
against terrorists?

Favor 73% 77% 74% 68%
Oppose 19 15 15 24Don't know/Refused 8 8 11 8

If oppose U.S. taking military
action ~ainst terrorists, don't
knc~i or refused:

Would you favor or oppose military
~

killed American citizens?

Favor 43% 48% 44% 40~
Oppose 40 36 30 44
Don't know/Refused 18 16 27 16

(continued on next ~~ )
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Public (~inicn on Terroriss ISsues

(cant'd.)

Total R~ib11can Indevendent J~crat
If favor U.S. taking mi1i-t~ary action
against terrorists:

or 031 £
act1onaaainstt.rr~ri~tj~~jjjj
timocent osople in tiw cinvs are

to odor n
the attack?

Favor 
- 35% 42% 32% 29%Oppose 40 37 38 43Ck~n't know/Refused 9 8 15 9Oppose all military action 16 12 15 19

Would you favor military action
against terrorists who are sus-

cC~ pected of planning an attack or
only as retaliation against
terrorists who have actuallyb. carried out an attack?
Favor against suspected terrorists 28% 33% 33% 23%
Favor only as retaliation 47 47
Favor neither 4 3 6

4.Don't kn~l/R.efused 6 5 10 5Oppose all military action 16 12 15 19
C Would you favor or oppose military

action against goverwnts which
help train and finance terrorists,
even if that means risking a larger
war?

Favor 36% 43% 34% 31%
Oppose 40 37 39 42Don't kn~~J/Refused 8 7 12 9Oppose all rtilit~iry 3ction 16 12 15 19

- 83 -



t~m~oravhic ktfl. ~f ~ for $114t~tY Action ~1~t 1~rroi~ists

RLJitarv Action Xndsx

Military
MilitMy Action In

1 2 ~
Ni.uit~r

of cases

Ibtal

~.y Identification

F.pjb1icw~
It~spendsnt
~crat

t~v av~1ami
Mid-Atlantic
East North (~ntra1
West North Central
Border South
I~p South
Mountain
P~ific

18-24
25-39
40-54
55-64
65+

100%

100%
100%
100%

100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%

100%
100%
100%
100%
100%

16% 25% 28% 23% 9% 1.9 (1500)

I~I 12Th
8 11.9

6 1.6

15
13
17
11
16
19

14
13
14
15

I~±I

28
25
25
27

23

21

24
28
21
28
21

16
21
22
23
22

22

22
24
22
20
25

6
9
7
7
8

11
9
9

7
8

IT~I
6

1.5
1.8
1.8
1.9
1.7
I~r,
1.8

1.8
1.9

12.01

1.7

Sex

Male
Female

100% 11 19
100% !~I 1301

fracer Gr~jp

White northern
Protestant

White northern Cat~lic
White r~thern union
S~.athern white
Jewish
Black
Hispanic

100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%

19
18
12
10
12

122J
9

1~I _ I~Tl
JA3 5 1.61

18
20
22

127 I
20

8
9

1*
4

1.7
1.7

11.91

F~Th

-.9

22~
lb 3

4 )r~

*Average ranges from 0 (no military action) to 4 (military action in all cases).

659)
144)
695)

79)
246)
263)
111)
118)
392)

~0)

210)

0
237
53~i
313
j~4
22~
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I~ar~Lc AI~1~~sis of Military Action Indx#

Total Male ftnml.

1.9 2.1 1.6

18-24 1.8

Protestant 1.7 2.0 1.3

Union 2.0 2.3 1.5

Jewish 1.9 2.0 1.5
Hispanic 1.5 1.9 1.2
Black 2.1 3.0 0.7

25-39 1.9

co Protestant 1.7 2.0 1.5Cathlic 1.7 2.3 1.2
Union 1.8 2.0 1.6
ScNjtbem white 2.0 2.3 1.8
Jewish 2.2 ___ 1.7
Hispanic 1.6 1.8 1.4
Black 2.2 2.4 2.0

C,
40-54 2.0
Protestant 1.9 22 1.5O Catholic i.~ 2.4 1.7
Union 1.9 2.2 1.7
Southern white 2.3 12.61 1.9
Jewish 2.1 2.3 1.7
~Iispanic 1.7 2.3 1.1
Black 1.9 1.5 2.0

55-64 1.8

Protestant 1.8 2.2 1.3
Catholic 2.0 2.4 1.7
Union 1.9 1.9 1.8
Southern white 1.8 2.3 1.6
Jewish 2.2 2.2 -

Hispanic 1.4 1.8 0.8
Black 1.2 2.0 1.0

(continued on next page)
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[~w~or~bic Malysis of Military Action Ind.x#

(cant d.)

Sex

Thtal Male 9~~Ie
(oont'd.)

65+

PrOtestant
Cath~lic
Union
S~ithrn white
Jewish
Hispanic
Black

1.7

1.4
1.6
1.9
2.0
1.4
1.3
1.7

1.7
1.6
1.9
2.3
1.5
.6

1.7

1.2
1.7
1.9
1.7
1.4
1.7

0

#~4uribers ~re averages on the military action index, which ranges from
0 to 4.

0
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When terrorists are holdi An~ricans host , do think our rrhimnt should late with tha terrorists fortheir release or refuse to negotiate with the terrorists?
lb ou believe terrorist acts are la Li the acts of individuals and muall rou or do think that most ofthem are being backed by scx~ foreign goverrment?

Party
Identification

Total ~ Irid. I~in.

Total 100% 100% 100% 100%

Nunt~r of Cases

(iXr goverrurient negotiate
with terrorists

Should negotiate
Refuse to negotiate
Lbn' t kn~i/1~efused

Believe terrorist acts
~relthe acts
of. .

Individual/Small
groups

Foreign governmant
Ibn't knc~i/Refused -

(1500) (659) (144) (695)

59% 54% 52% 65%
34 42 32 27

4 16 7

ft~1itical inn

East
New Mid- North

~ Atlantic Central

100% 100% 100%

-~---- aI ~st
North Bordr [~ep

Central South South ~Intain Pacific

w

100% 100% 100% 100%

( 79) (246) (263) (111) (118)

61%
28
12

29
65
6

61%
36
4

27
67
5

64%
30
6

32
62
7

(392)

59% 53% 61%
35 31 33
6 17 6

100%
( 80) (210)

45%
44
11

20
66
14

55%
38
6

S

(continued on next page)
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When terrorists are holding Americans hosta , do ou think our rTEIent StK~uld late with the terrorists for theirrelease or refuse to negotiate with the terrorists?

lb you believe terrorist acts are largely the acts of individuals and mmmli or do think that most of them a~ government?

(cont'd.)

- Sex

Pe-Total 18-24 25-39 40-54 55-64 65+ Male male

Status Groive

In-
High telli-. Middle L~r His-
Inccme gentala Class mid Jews panics Bladi

Total

Number of Cases

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

(1500) (237) (531) (313) (189) (225)

100% 100%

(726) (774)

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

(228) (163) (458) (275) ( 53) ( 63)
(Xar government negotiate

with terrorists

~ Should negotiate
Refuse to negotiate
lbnt know/Refused

Believe terrorist acts
the acts

of. .

59% 68% 58% 55% 58% 58% 55% 63%
34 28 37 37 31 33 40 28
7 4 6 8 12 9 5 9

50%
46
5

1~

(159k

48% 59% 61% 42% 62% 81%
42 33 31 Si 38 15 -

10 8 7 8 -- ' 4

Individual/Small
groups

Foreign government
[bn't know/Refused

0 0
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OIAPIER 5: INTmIATIOIIAL TRADE MD P~racrzaeqrsM

The eighth master issue dimension uncovered in earl icr research is
protection iau. Though Americans generally feel that trade with other
countries helps the U.S. economy, they nonetheless harbor Pro-
tectionist senti~uents. Protectioniau to nest Americans, though, means
tair trade rather than no trade." The piblic's lack of knowledge

about trade issues fosters sc~ts arbivalenoe on this issue, t~ver.

A 55% to 36% majority of the piblic believe that foreign trade helps
rather than burts the economy. This is true an~ng all but strong

I~crats, blacks, and lower end whites, who believe trade hurts the4 econany. It is also the case, N~ever, that a small 34% plurality of
N voters believe that there should be less trade with other countries

than there is r~. Thirty-one percent (31%) believe there should be
more trade and 28% say that it should stay about the same. In

addition, fully 51% say that there should be fewer irvprts in the next
few years than there is row. Thirty-six percent (36%) say it should

stay the same, and only 9% feel there should be rrore foreign imports.

Ccxrtining these sent i~ents akxut trade and imports reveals that 47% of
the American p~b1ic can he called "protectionist" to sane degree, 23%

are "free traders," and the rest (30%) have mixed opinions.

Americans are not blanket protectionists, however. Fifty-three

percent (53%) of the public supports restricting foreign imports only
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from ~mtries that restrict our products while trading freely with 3
all ~her countries, the fair trade position. A lesser 27% feels

that w uIx~uld restrict any foreign ii'ports which threaten American

jobs even if they are from a country which doesn't restrict our

products. Only 16% believe that there sb~uld be no restrictions on

foreign inports.

I*~ are protectionists? Though tmst gr~zps in the electorate exhibit

some degree of protectionist sentiments, the ivost protectionist

eluients in our society are:

* I~irx~crats
* mid-Atlantic state residents
0

o blacks
o middle class lower end whites
o those with r~, college education

Education appears to be the nost significant correlate with pro-

tectionist sentiments. The greater the educational attainment, the

less likely a person is to harbour protectionist sentii~ents. Only

ai~ng Jews and high incone ~ters ~ free traders outnumber protec-

tionists.

Why are sai~ Americans protectionist? One reason is that Americans

who are anti-imports are 'tore likely to know of a specific business in

their area that has heen hurt by foreign competition than are free

traders. Fifty-two percent (52%) of the ~re protectionists know of a

business that has been hurt by foreign ip~,orts, while 53% of the free

0
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tradws k~ rvt know of a local business that: has been hurt. Other
than pc~tectionists, those 'ost likely to know o~ a local business
that has been tiart by foreign izi~,orts are New E~gland and East ~4orth
Central residents, men, high incmis voters, and voters aged 40 to 64.

Americans believe that the major reasons behind the trade deficit are
cheap labor in foreign countries (66% feel this has contributed a
great deal), wage demands by American labor i.u'dons (47%), dumping or
selling at less than cost by foreign countries (47%), and poor
planning and management by U.S. companies (43%). Americans blame

unfair trade policies by foreign governments (37%) and the better
0

quality of foreign pr(x2ucts (37%) least of all.

It is somewhat surprising that Americans are as quick to ~1idt s~ of

the blame lies within the U.S. as to point the finger elsewhere.

Indeed, over half of the voters feel that "American industries are

blaming the Japanese/Europeans for their own mistakes and excessive

costs," while less than a third feel that "the Japanese/Europeans are
c~~etin~ unfairly with American industries." This (luestiori, half-

saI~led to alternate "Japanese" with "European," came out very similar

in each case, with a 58% to 32% majority minting the finger at U.S.

industry vis-a-vis the Japanese, and a 55% to 30% majority doing so

vis-a-vis the Europeans.

Taking these opinPmr,~ on the Source of blame for trade problems

together, only one-f o'irth of the American public (25%) puts the blame

for U.S. trade proble'~is solely at the feet of American business. On
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the othr hand, nearly 4 in 10 (38%) blame foreign countries. Therest (37%) blame both or have mixed Opi~iong. The re1ationshi~
between blame for trade problems and protectionist sentiments isstrong. ftoteCt±ong~~ place the blame on foreign countries, whilefree traders think the cause ~mes frau U.S. business. Protectionis~
thus feel that, since the trade deficit is Chie to unfair competition
frau abroad, there should 1* trade rsstrictic,~w so that U.S. industrycan o~ete on an e~ial footing. Free traders place the blaiw on U.S.business and thus believe that it is up b~ business to.straighten up
and beccmne n~re ~,petiti~.

There is, t~ever, a large share of the electorate that divides theblate between us, business and foreign oompanies and governmen~~*
New E~gland~~5, ~kuntain state residents, Young voters (18-24), and
lc~er end whites put the TrDst blane on Ixth camps.

One Policy Which has been espous~j recently is one of "fair trade."Azrlericans go along with that general idea, protectionist and freetrader alike. Fifty-t.~ percent (52%) of the free traders, 50% of theprotectionists, and 60% of those in the fiddle feel that America's
trade Policy should ~e one of trading freely~ with those ~untries thattrade freely with us, and restricti~ the Products of those countries
who restrict our products. F~rcxn a Policy perspective, this could leadto a trade war, but even when that was explain~j to those voters whowaritei fewer imports, they said that having fewer imports was more
importa~~ than avoidin.~ a Possible trade war.

.1
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Wiere ~ the parties ~tand on the prot.ctionim~ issue? De~ocrats Are
~. protectionist than Rspublicans. Fifty-four per~nt (54%) of the
nation's Democrats are protectionist, 19% are free traders, compared
to a 40% protectionist, 26% free trader plurality among Republicans.
Both voter groe~e 5u~rt~ the notion of fair trade, ~publicans to the
tim of 56%, Deuxcrats vith 49%. lIar. Democrats (32%) than Repub-
licans (24%) favor the across~themt~azd trade restriction option, but
neither feel that there shc~ild be no trade restrictions.

It is clear that Americans irent a trade policy that takes into con-
sideration the effect of imports on American jobs. The fair trade
concept is generally Supported as a policy option. Americans are

Oh

definitely not in favor of "free" trade, but they are not intransigent
in their protectionism either.

C)
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~ think our count '~uld be better off with mrs trade less trade or ab~at the
~ jes?

Over the next several ears, do ou think our count ~xald be better off allovi i~re less or about the satins
anuunt of foreign inriorts, as now, intL~Sount?

Total

Number of Cases

Patty
Identification

Total ReJ~ md. !~m.

100% 100% 100% 100%

(1500) (659) (144) (695)

--S
East ~st

New Mid- North North Border I~ep
ErK1lat~ Atlantic Central Central South South Notmtain Pacific

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

C 79) (246) (263) (111) (118) (392)

100%

~inPrade

More

About ti-ic saitv.~
Less
Don t know/Refused

~ ~jmportS

More
About the saj~
Less
Don' t know/Refused

(continued on next R.1e)

31%
28
34
8

37%
28
29

7

28%
29
30
13

26%
27
40
8

28%
30
30
10

C 80) (210)

31%
26
37
6

34%
27
30
9

36%
26
33
6

22%
30
39
9

29%
29
37
5

29%
24
36
11

34%27
29
10

6
41
51

2

1035
52

3

S
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Over the next several years, do you think our count ~~xald be better off with u~re trade less trade, or about the same~

Over the next several years, do you think our count '*uld be better of f allawi n~re less or about the sau~ amount offoreign inports, as nc~, into the country?

(cont'd.)

Sex _____ Statii~ (~wwma

I ~POtdl 18-24 25-39 40-54 55-64 65+ Male male

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
Number (J[ Cases

~5~i(nThade

More
About the sairie
Less
Lbn't knc~,/Refused

~~jnb~rts

More
About the sane
Less
L~n 't know/Refused

100% 100%(1500) (237) (S31) (313) (189) (225) (726) (774)

31
28
34
8

29
35
32
4

30% 30% 34% 34% 44%
29 28 21 22 23
35 35 35 32 27
6 7 11 12 6

11 9 9 6 11
34 35 30 41 40
52 52 54 46 45

3 4 7 7 4

18%
32
41
9

High telli- Middle [~r I~Iis-

In~ qentsia Class E~id Jews j~j~ BlacW

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

(228) (163) (458) (275) ( 53) ( 63)

46%
32
18
4

41%
33
20
7

(159)

30% 17% 42% 33% 19%
22 27 32 30 31
39 46 19 33 45
9 9 8 2 4

10

4

Total
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Protectionist 8enti~usnts in t3~. Aisricmn Public

Ptsctt~oniuu ndeic
ft,. Nwtsr

~j ~ ~
Tbtal 100% 47% 30% 23% (1500)
Party Idsntification

~publican 100% 40 32 I1~I ( 659)Ii~isp.nd.nt 100% 45 33 C 144)I~.uvcrat 100% j5~J 27 19 C 695)

New E~glazd 100% 49 28 23 C 79)Mid-Atlantic ioo~ 50 27 23 C 246)East North Central 100% 46 27 27 C 263)I*st North Central 100% 45 29 27 ( 111)Docd.rSouth 100% 48 36 15 (118)DeepSouth 100% 48 30 22 (392)a, Mountain 100% 48 34 19 C 80)Pacific 100% 40 33 27 ( 210)

Sex

Male 100% 37 29 J33~ C 726)Fanale 100% J1~ 30 TI ( 774)

Status Group

High income 100% 29 32 ( 228)Intelligentsia 100% 31 37 131! ( 163)~4iddle class 100% 51 27 22 C 458)Lower end 100% 1631 25 12 C 275)
Jewish 100% 30 36 J32j C 53)~1ispanic 100% 43 32 25 C 63)Black 100% 1571 31 13 C 159)

Aqetducation

Under 40/No college 100% 1561 28 16 C 321)Under 4O/College 100% 39 34 26 C 448)Over 40/No college 100% 156f 24 18 C 427)Over 4O/College 100% 35 28 ~36~ C 300)

Bush-Reagan I~rcept ion
Difference

RR>x3B 1~0% 50 28 21 C 431)RRX~ 100% 39 29 30 (328)RR~ 100% 51 27 20 (444)GB>RR 100% 39 32 27 ( 216)

- 96 -



th f think s d ~r coun 's forei trade

count 's FOrel Trade Poll

(1)
- Nob-

Total stxictions

(2)
Fair

(3)
Re-

strIctions

Total

-tim

Repiblican
Irviepeixlsnt
~rx~crat

Political Rsoion

New E~g1an~
Mid-Atlantic
East North Central
West North Central
Border South
E~ep South
Mountain
Pacific

18-24
25-39
40-54
5 5-64
65+

Sex

Male
Ferriale

100%

100%
100%
100%

16% 53% 4% (1500)

17
17
15

100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%

100%
100%
100%
100%
100%

100%
100%

(continued on next page)
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1t~ichi
DOl ICY

Ibn 't

Refused

27%

~LWte r
of Cases

659)
144)
695)

79)
246)
263)
111)
l18~
3~2'

21 ~)

2 V
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'~ich of the tol1~in~ three choices do you think should b~ our country's forejon tr4
policy?

(cont'd.)

Count 'S Fo~i Trade kbli

(1) (2)
~4o R- Fair

Total strictions Trade"

(3) Ibn't

strictions I~fuaed
Status Group

High ino~iw
Intelligentsia
Middle class
L~ver end
Jews
Hispanics
Blacks

~'~Have no restrictions cr~ foreign ir~orts so Anericans can
possble on what to buy at the lowest jxssible price.

~2~Restrict foreign imports from any country which restricts
freely with all other countries.

~3~I~estrict any foreign imports which threaten Arerican jobs
a country which doesn't r'~strict our products.

have the widest choic~

our products and tr~a~

even if they are frrr

- 98 -

Nuiler
of Cases

100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%

17%
16
15
13
19
32
20

65%
64
55
44
58
43
35

14%
18
28
35
23
25
41

3%
2
3
7
3

5

228)
163)
458)
275)

53)
63)

159)
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of Source of Trade Problems (Half-Sampled)

Party
identi t ication

Total

Number of Cdses

First IIalf-Sanu~I~

The Japanese are co~ipetinq
unfairly with American in-
dustries

~0

American industries are
blaming the Japanese for
their own mistakes and
excess ive labor costs

[bn't know/Refused

Total Rej~ md. L~rn.

100% 100% 100% 100%

(1500) (659) (144) (695)

32% 32% 29% 32%

Fblitical ion

East I~st
New Mid- North North Border L~ep

~ Atlantic Central Central South South ftxw~tain Pac

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

( 79) (246) (263) (111) (118) (392) C 80) (210)

30% 33%

58 61 55 57 63 60

9 7 15 12

30% 31% 43% 35%
28% 24%

6559 54 44 57 64

11 15 14 9

The Europeans are Exunpeting
unfairly with American in-
dustries

American industries are
blaming the Europeans for
their c~n mistakes and ex-
cessive labor (X)StS

I~)fl t- know/Refused

30 29 16 34

55 55 67 52

16 17 18 15

26 26

50 59

24 15

33 38 35 31 17

57 46 54 52 60

10 16 11 16 24

0' 0
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Public I'ssessmnent of Source of Trade Prol)lems (Half-SanrAed)

(cont'd.)

Total 18-24 2'3-39 40-54 55-64 65+

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

Nuirter of Cases

Sex

Fe-
Male ivale

100% 100%

(1500) (237) (531) (313) (189) (225) (726) (774)

In-
High telli- Middle Lower His-

Incx.te ~ Class End Jews panics Black

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100'&

(228) (163) (458) (275) C 53) C 63) (1599

The Japanese are cuoipetinj
unfairly with American in-
dustries

American industries are
blazninq the Japanese for
their own mistakes and
excessive labor cosis

Dont know/Refused

Second Half-Sample

The Europeans are conipetinq
unfairly with American in-
dustries

American industries are
blaming the Europeans for
their own mistakes and ex-
cessive labor costs

Rxi't know/Refused

32% 35% 23% 31% 37% 46% 28% 36% 27% 25% 32% 42% 30% 28% 31%

58 64 68 59 51 36 63 54 66 67 60 43 61 72 57

1 9 10 12 18 9 11 8 8 7 16 9

q
30 38 22 29 36 33 30 29 20 17 31 43 10 49 33

55 55 64 55 43 43 56 54 57 72 55 44 74 39 57

7 14 17 20 24 14 17 22 10 15 13 16 12 10

0

Total
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PERCEPTION OF' CONTRIBUTIONS
TO THE TRADE DEFICIT.

A GREAT OCAL

A FAIR A~OUN1

VEST LITTLE/AmY AT ALL

OK/REF

S

S
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Source of lieu, for Curiunt frade Problais

(a)

Rimftreign Slam Slam
Tbtal ~iuntris Both U.S.

1~tal

Party Identification

Rspublicsn
I~-t
I~crat

Political balon

New ~ig1arK1
Mid-Atlantic
Last North Central
I*st North Central
Border South
Deep South
Mountain
Pacific

18-24
25-39
40-54
55-64
65+

Sex

Male

Female

(continued next page)

100%

100%
100%
100%

100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%

100%
100%
100%
100%
100%

38%

37
37
ri!I
41
35
35
37

32
39
40
38
Im

100%
100%

37% 25%

27
24
24

22
26
20

l~l
27
19
26

NLmber

of Cases

(1500)

659)
144)
695)

79)
246)
263)
111)
118)
392)
80)

210)

237)
531)
313)
189)
225)

726)
( 774)

41
36
37
27
32
38
47
38

44
35
34
41
34

* 33
41

0
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Source of B~ for Corrent frade Problens

(oont'd.)

(a)
Blaits for Trade Probleps
Slams

- Foreign Bla~m Slams NwTtierTotal Countries Both u.s. of Cases
Status Groiw

High macrn 100% 35% 32% j33%j ( 228)Intelllgsntsia 100% 38 31 ( 163)Middle class 100% 33 ( 458)LOwer erd 100% 44 16 (275)Jews 100% IT 28 29 C 53)Hispanics 100% 33 47 21 ( 63)Blacks 100% 30 43 27 C 159)

Protectionian Index

Protectionists 100% 1451 38 18 ( 701)Mixed 100% 37 28 ( 428)Free traders 100% 30 35 1341 C 351)
Union Household (non-black)

Union 100% 1471 34 19 ( 210)
NOfl-~~j~~ 100% 38 36 26 ( 921)
Age/Education

Under 40/~~.Jo college 100% 39 39 21 ( 321)Under 4O/College 100% 35 37 28 ( 448)Over 40/No college 100% 40 39 21 ( 427)Over 4O/College 100% 40 31 29 C 300)

(a)Ca~~ite Index of juestions 17-22.
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Using miltidiuwnsional scaling tachniq~ms it is possible to construct

the 'mderlying attitudes people ~me to rate political figures. The

main edvantage at this tecimique is that allow the data to produce

the dimnsionsj it ~ss r~t impose predetermined dimensions on the

data.

When this technique was first used for the Republican National

Couunittee in 1976, two dimensions were found to account for a
'V

significant awunt of variance in the thermometer ratings of the

pra~dnnt political figures that year. The two dimensions iere:

* Party affiliation

* Traditional kerican values

The public first sorted the political figures by Republicans and

Dey~iocrats. While this initial sort was the nost c~bvious one,

subsequent Analysis revealed that scales neasuring the jovernrnent's
9.',-

role in the econci~iy was closely associated with the ~rty affiliation

dirrension. Consequenti',, the public perceived virtually all the

£~rm~crats as econanic liberals and virtually all the Republicans as

econi~anic conservatives, with sane rvderate differences within each

party grouping.
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To a greater extent the p.abllc used the second dimension, traditional

Anarican values, to distinguish Democrats from other Democrats, and,

sizuilarly, ~p~blicans from other ~epublicans. This dimension lead to
one of the key findings of the 1976 study: that Jinmny Carter was the

only Democrat who was clearly prceived as a social conservative.

This placed him in the most advantageous place in the 1976 political

Specs: a liberal an goverrusnt economic activism and a conservative

On eccial issue.. This positioning placed him closer to more voters
than any other political figure at the tins of the study (June, 1986).

The structure of the current political space, as measured in this

study, has changed in a significant way from the one found in 1976.
The space is ttuch more one-dimensional than it was in 1976. The
public still 'nakes an initial sort by J~publicans and Democrats, but
this initial sort seers to carry with it a greater issue a~ntent than

in 1976. The p~wer of the first dimension, arbitrarily shown as the

horizontal axis in the following pages, in explaining the individual

then'ieter ratings dominates the space to suc~i an extent that the

second dimension, represented by the "ertical axis, i~ little 1~vre

than a picture of random error differences.

This interpretion would mean that the public perceives more issue

differences between the t:wo n~jor parties than in 1976. For one, the

traditional American x'alues dimension has collapsed onto the party

affiliation dimension. Ti addition, attitudes about the ~3lack Agenda

0
-105-
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and the Lahor Union Agenda, described olsewtwre in the report, are r~~v

part of the basic party affiliation ditwision. In short, t'ie public

n~i perceives a greater variety of issues distinguishing Republicans

fron Dezw~crats than it did in 1976.

Lastly, there is a sinpie bat vezy significant difference between the

1976 and 1985 political spaces. In 1976 the average voter (the

weighted center point in the space) was closer to the Democratic

cluster of nws than to the Republican cluster of nau~s. In 1985,

the average voter is closer to the Republican cluster.
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1985 PO1jt.iC~Ll Spaci~

REAGANWALL lUSH
DOLE

FALU lAKERKEIIPKIRKPATRICK
KENNEDY

=0N a
OWE~LL
HART
FERRAROMOND~NEI
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FALIELLcuori D( EMP FORD-I 

TIU'fl CARTER
UALLACE
IACOC~A
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-2.00 0 2.e*

0 0 0
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Party Ickmtificatjon in the 1985 Political Sp~

DEM

-i.e.
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- J~pmlicaa Party
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Libera1/cbnservau~ Sd f-E~scripticn
in tI-~ 1985 Political Spacx~

DEPi 5
6 Sc

REP - Mp*licm Part.y
DEN - £~mvcratic Party

SL
a
3
N
S
6
Sc

Fairly liberal
Sli~~itly liberal
~txbrate

Fairly xiinr~ii~
Extzu~ly ~eervatiw

-i.ee
I..,

a
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Presicintial Trial heat SLumiary Index
in the 1985 Political Spaa~

REP - t~piIiwi Party
DEN - ~atic Party

1- cbreI~arat
2 - Mti-flmmdy I~m~crats
3 = h~t.i-Itart t~ccrats
4 - kati-I~ I~rats
S = Pzo-suw~~r mp*1i~s Z
6 = Pro-Bart 1~p~1ic.w W
7 = Pro-I~ooca 1~p~b1ic~s

6 8
____ RE

DElI 8 7

-J
-J

9

S I *



Status Groups in the 1985 Political Space

REP - I~phlicai Party
DEfl - I~tocrat±c Party

1= BI~s
2 = Hispaai~
3= ~s4 = ~diit~s5 = Middle dma

6 = Intel liqmtsia
7= Hi~iinaxie

3
2

I
DEM R

I-h
I-'
I-h

S
e i.ee
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Cultural Groups in the 1985 Political Spae

REP - 1~Pt)li(Wk Party
DEPt = C~in~atic Party

1 = ~~ii~t2in3ta~ts

~kiion
5= ~5

~tt~m ~ii~s6 Bladcs7= Hispwdcs

5

6 32 RE

DEM

0 I
1.0O
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Ac~ in ti~ 1985 Political Space

REP - J~ptlicm Party
DElI = C~vcratic Party

18=
25=
30=
35=
40=
45=
50=
55=
60=
65=

18-24
25-29

35-39
40-44
45-49
50-54
55-59
60-64
65-74
75 aid owr

0

1.00-i.e.

S 0.
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Cenck~r an the 1985 Political Space

REF

REP
DEN

- ~b1i~~i Party
- I~So~atic Party

M= Males
F - Patales

%
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DEM

d I~I~
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f~1iqicri in the 1985 Political Spa~

REP - I~p~blic~ Party
DEM - ~cratic Party

1-~
8- cauDlic3- ~v

3
2 RE

DElI 1

I-J
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Ina~e in tIE 1985 Political SpacE

REP - I~pAUcm~ ftrty
DEN - ~cratic Party

1- I~~rP~g
~: ~
4. $20OOHZS.m
5. $2SOOO-$3D~OOO
6- $30.OOO-640,goo7 = $40OOO-$50.OOO8= $50,000 mid owr

1423 RE
a'

7

1.S@



Ra.x in tW~ 198 3 Political Space

REP = i~pblica~ party
DEN = C~nDcrat±c Party

UNITE
ILACK
HISPANIC

-i.ee S 1 *SS

BLAC
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Intematix~a1 Trak~ Scale #2 in tk~ 1985 - I~ptI.im Fatty
Political Space

DEI'1 29

REP
DEN

1-
2
3
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Gu~boat Diplomacy Scale in the 1985 Political Spac2

REP - i~pi~1ic~ Pm~ty
DEP~ - ~*ic iartv

1-a
3
4
S
6
7
S
9-

-i.ee 0 i.ee

'-I

I-J

DElI
4$
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Ao~rica Firsters Scale in tI-c 1985 Political Space

REP
DEfl

Ia
:3
4
S
6
7
8
9

- J~pLt~U~

-£~.ocrat±c Party

Extreim atiuialists

Party

Extiene hieri~ Firsters

0 1 *3 a ~q 4) @0

1.0O
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Traditicnal Vahes Scale in tN3 1985 ~1ttC8l SI?~

-1.0, 0

Key:

REP
DE~

- 1~pbli~~ mty
- ~~ic Pazt~

- Ezctrus civil

- Extxrn trm~itic1hali5t5

I .**

0.

DEli1 ~ 8 2
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Welfare Scale in the 1985 Political Spa~

= Extzu~1y pZOWIfaze

1.W
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-~aticPatty
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~nu~nt Assist~ice Scale in tk~ 1985 Political ~ - ~m*WcM Party

I

DEM
9

8 1

-1.00 0

REP

DEft
1-
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3
4
S
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7
8
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I
REF



0

REP
DCII,
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a
3
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1.00

Labor Lkiicrx Scale in the 1985 Political Spae
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Blad( Ac~nda Scale in t1~ 1985 Political Space

REP - ~p*~Uom Party
DE~ - I~wcaat±c Party

I agw~a
2
3
4
5 46 4
7
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0
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SUMMARY OP FEELINGS TOUARD SOME PEOPLE IN POLITICS

Very USrUD Favorable Feeling

RONALD REAGAN 66.3

LEE IRCOCCA 6~L~1
.11161 KIRKPATRICK 62.3

HOWARD SANER 55.6

JOHN GLENN
JACK KEMP

TIP O'NEILL
PAT ROSERTSO

56.2
57.11
s~.s
53. 1

JESSE JACKSON 016.11

JANE FONDA 013.0

JERRY FALMELL 33. 1

GEORGE lUSH 56.2
ROSERi OGLE 51.11
GERALD FORD 57.6
MARIO CUOMO 56.11
GARY MART 55.11
TED KENNEDY 511.0
JENNY CARTER 13.1

WALTER MONDALE 116.6
GERALDINE FERRARO '~6.c

GEORGE WALLACE 110.0

Ver~g Cold, Unfavorable Feeling
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SUNMARY OF' FEELINGS ?OUARD GROUPS IN POLITICS

JerV War., Favorable Feeling

CONSERVATIvEs 49.8

LISERALS 61.3

TIlE REPUILICAr PARTY 60.1
TKE OENOCRATEC PARTY 16.7

Very Cold, Unfavorable Feeling
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IDEOLOGICAL COMPARISON OF

ELECTORATE WT~H BUSH & REAGAN

mmWSM
SE.? 4.S 4.6

I V U

6.1 RONALD REAGANII.
5 6SightlY Fairly

Con Wvatl we C.nWV6tlV@
7Extremely

Conservative

ALL VOTERS

SELF4.7
GEORGE BUSH 4.61 1 I 6.1 RONALD REAGAN

1
~. Extremely
- Liberal

2
Fairly

Liberal

3
Slightly
Liberal

4Moderate 5Slightly
Conservative

6 7

Fairly
Conservative

Extrsm&y
Conaerv a tv ~

REPUE.ICANS

GEORGEBUSH
4.7 5.1

RONALD REAGAN

5Slightly
Conservative

6
Fairly

Conservative

7Extr.neI y

Conservat ~e

'IMOCRATS
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I
Extremely

Liberal

I
F-',

Liberal

Sslagetny
Liberal

4Moderate

SELF3.9

1
Extremely

Liberal

2
Fairly

Liberal

3
S lightly
Liberal

4Moderate
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RATINGS OF REAGAN AND KENNEDY ON PERSONAL CMARACTERI~iItCS
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1985 Candidate Span

REACAW
WALL lUSH

DOLE
F~LU lAKERKEMPKIRKPATRICK
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Party i&~ntifiCatiOfl in the 1985 candidate Space
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Liberal/Qnservativo Se1f-t~scription
in tI~ 1985 Caididate Spac2

REP = 1~ublicai Party
DEfI = L~rixicratic Party

Group ~ais

SL=~Ei~WTiberal2 = Fairly liberal
3 = Slightly liberal
jig = ?tx~rate
5 = Slightly cxmaervative
6 = Fairly xxwervative
Sc = Extr~e1y ccnservatiw

~fl 6 Sc RE

2
g
w
I

9.

S 1.0*



Presidential Trial heat Sizmnary In&~x
in tt~ 1985 C~mdidate Spa~

REP = l~p±aican Party
DEN = L~ntcratic Party

Gr~ ~ais
1 = cbre f~ir~crat
2 = Ihnti-Kainedy I~crats
3 = I~nti-flart I~m~crats
4 = hinti-Ia~Dcca i~crats
5 = Pro-KEmrledy I~p~tlicais
6 = Pro-Hart J~p~~1ica~s7 = Pro-Iaxcca I~pt~1icans5 8 = Core I~p~tlica~

6

RE
8 7

I

I

-1.@O 0 1.00

'fr6O~LOfr(; e~



Statis Graups in the 1985 Caididate Space

REP = '~pLtaicai Party
DEli = ~nocratic Party

Grtup ~s
1 = Blacks
2 = Hispanics
3 = Jews
4 = L~r end i~tiites
5 = Mi&ile class
6 = Intel li~itsia
7= Highina~gve

3
a

I RE
DEli

U'

I

0

-I.e. e i.ee

~fr6O~LCfrL. b b



cuitwal Gr~~B in the 1985 Candidate SpacE

REP = F~p~tlican Party
DEfl = [~nt~cratic Party

Gr~, I~ans

1 = Northern Protestants
2 = c~atfrlics
3 tkiicm4 = Southern whites

I. 5= Jews
6 = Blads
7 = Hispanics

5
7

6 32 RE
DE~ 1

I

I
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k~ in tlu 1985 Canlidat2 Spac2

REP = T~p~blica~ Party

DEM = ~nocratic Party

Grotp 1.~ais
18= 18-24
25 = 25-29
30= 30-34
35= 35-390 40= 40-4445= 45-49

50 = 50-54
18 5555-59

25 60= 60-64
RE 65= 65-74

~3555 60 75=7Saido~r

S

I

1.00



~x~r in ti~ 1985 Cmididate Space

REP = i~p±~licah Party

DElhi = E~nrcratic Party

P1= Males
F F~mna1es

I
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DEft ft
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I~1igir& in the 1985 Candidate Spac2

REP = I~piilican Party
DEli = ~tvcratic Party

1=
Protestant

2 = Cathlic
3= Jew

-i.ee
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0 1.80
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Xn~ in tk~ 1985 Caididate Space

REP = xtlicai Party
DEPi = i~cratic Party

Gwtp Maais

1 = Lkk~r $10,0002 = $10,000-$1sOoO3 = $15,Ooo-$2oooo
4 = $20000-$25,OO0
5 = $25,O0O-$30000
6 = $30,000-$40,0007 = $40,000-$50,ooo
8 = $50,000 aid o~r

2 RE1~3 56

7C

i.ee



in tt~ 1985 Caididate Spa~

HISP

UHIT REF

REP = F~pii~lican Party
DEI'I = f~ocratic Party

GrOLU ~3~S

UHITE
BLACK
HISPANIC
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9
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Military k*.icn Against 1~rrorists Scale
in tk2 1985 Cw~didate Spa~

REP = I~±lica1 Party
DEPi = [~nxcratic Party

1 = c~ose ~y military actia~a
2

3
45 = F~r military ~ticn w

all cases

DEPi I RE

5
I

-1 *o e i.ee

S6O~ LO~C



Internaticraal Tra~ Scale #1 in tk~ 1985
Caididate Space

REI
DEl

1:
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11

P = f~p'tlicai~PAL~
- E~nocratic

Paity
Party

Pro-Protecticyajan

= Anti-Protecticnismj39 IREF

~d *~
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Jnternaticnal '~ftade Scale *2 in tIe 1985
caididate Spaa~

REP = I~ptt~1icai Party

DElI = E~m~cratic Party
GroL~ ~a~s

1 Protectjcnists
2
3
4p 5 = Free-trac~rs

1

RE
*1 4

U

I

S i.e.
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Qgiboat Dip1au~cy Scale iii the 1985 Caididate Space

4$
REP

DEli

U

-1.SO e

REP
DEPt

1=
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9=

= F~pL~~lica1 Party
= L~zTocratic Party

Extrene Pacifists

Extraie QnboatersA~aticxialist~

i.e.
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~rica Firsters Scale in tk~ 1985 Ca~didate Sp~~e

REP
DEPI

- I~pdlic31 Party
- I~rocratic Party

Extrene Intematicnalists

Extxene Iwuerica ~rsters

i.ee
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Traiiticilal ValtEs Scale in tke 1985 Cw~didate Space

REF

KBy:
REP
DE~ - i~pd~Ii~ Party

- ~cr*ic Party

- dvii ilbutaris

- ~ctzm txuliticm&1A*R

I .S*

DElI

82
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~1fare Scale in the 1985 Candidate Spa~

REP - i~p*~iic~i Party
DEfl ~crattc Pzty

.1 htzumly aiti-wifama3
4
S

67

S
9 9 = Zxt~1y pwimlfaii

I~~i RE
DEM 6

8
0,

I --I.e. S i.ee
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Cbvernim~nt Assistalce Scale ix~ the 1985 Candidate Spa~

!~XREP
DEN - itpblicu& 1SrI~

- C~mcratIc Party

= ERctzly mti-i3t~*E2

= Extu3inly

I-i
*hD

1.SS
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Labor Lkiiri Scale in tIK~ 1985 Ca~didate Spa~

REP

REP
DEN

1-
2
3
4
S
6
7
8
9=

- I~in~~at.tc Part~y

- - miciw

0 1.,,

96(

0
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Black Ac~nda Scale in tI~ 1985 Candidate SpacD

REF

REP
DEfl

- 1~p*Ltcui Pwty
- ~atio Party

= agmda

- Extramly pro-bI~ ~a
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
* * WASHINGTON. DC 2O4~3 August 31, 1988

Jan V. Baran, Esquire
Wiley Rein & Fielding
1776 K Street. N.y.
Washington, D.C. 20006

RE: MUR 2133
George Bush for President, Inc.

Dear Mr. Baran:

On July 18, 1986, the Federal Election Commission accepted
0 the conciliation agreement signed by you on behalf of George Bush

for President, Inc. (the Committee) in settlement of the
above-referenced matter. On July 20. 1988, this Office sent you
a copy of the fully executed agreement signed by me on that date.
Pursuant to paragraphs VI, VIII, and IX of that agreement, the

N Committee agreed to pay $17,610 to Market Opinion Research
("MOR") within thirty days of the date the agreement became
effective, i.e, July 20, 1988, and to so notify the Commission.

To date, however, the Committee has not notified the
Commission of any such payment. In addition, a review of the
Committee's 1988 August Monthly Report, which covers the first
eleven days of the time period for complying with the
agreement, discloses no such payment to MOR. This Office
requests that, within ten days of your receipt of this letter,
the Committee make the required payment in full and notify the
Commission of this payment. If the Committee fails to do so,
this Office will recommend that the Commission institute a civil
action against your client in United States District Court for
failure to comply with the terms of the conciliation agreement.
See 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(5)(D).

If you have any questions regarding this matter, please
contact Jonathan Levin at (202) 376-8200.



RECEIVED

FEDERAL ELFXT1flN COMMiSSION

WILEY, REIN & FIELDING 88SEP -9 PI 321.1

776 K sTREET, w. w.
WASHtNGTON, D.C. *0006

(20*) 480-7000

TELECOM ERJAN W. BARAN (iou) 4*0-7040
(20z) 429-7330 TELEX 246349 WVRN UN

September 9, 1988

Jonathan Levin, Esquire
Office of General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: M.UBiUI

-~ Dear Mr. Levin:

Pursuant to our telephone conversation, please find
enclosed a photocopy of a check to Market Opinion Research
from George Bush for President dated August 26, 1988 in the
amount of $17,610.00. This check was issued and sent to
Market Opinion Research pursuant to the conciliation
agreement with the Federal Election Commission in the above-
referenced matter.

I trust that this concludes all issues pertaining to
this matter.

Sincerely,

Jan W. Baran

Enclosure
cc: J. Stanley Huckaby
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ASROR~.~ FOR PRUSUUNTSTREET. M.W.WAS$IIdGTote. D.C. 20006 *
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