
ptcmber 23, 1971 

MEMORANDU:\i TO: John Eh l' lichrn a n 
H. R. Halder:nan 
Cha.rle s Colson 

'.-, , 

FROM: Pat Buchanan 

While this memorandum., for stylistic and obvious reasons, is not sent 
to the President -- would hope that the dissenting vie\vs herein expressc 
would be gotten to him - - before he rllake s any decision upon the rather 
remarkable docUlnent I have in hand entjtled, II The Catholic Vote and 19720 1I 

For if we are Inal<:.ing scheduling, budget and politicaJ decisions on the basis 
of this renlorseless nonsense, then we are going to have to count upon a 
Chic r to be in 1972. 

Points that come up after only a rapid reading of thel\10rey nlemorandurn: 

1. Nowhere does one see proper recognition of the hard political fact that 
while there are six million Jews in this country, 22,000,000 blacks - ­
there are some 46,000,000 CcLtholic. Not only are the Catholic by far the 
hugest bloc of available Dernocratic votes to win for us -- they are, even 
by Mr. Ivlorey t s statistics, tIle easiest to convert. 

2. Here is another hard political fact that does not emerge: If the President 
could raise himsE::li from say 2S percent of the Catholic vote to 40 percent 
of the Catholic vote -- that would be worth Inore in terrns of absolute votes 
than the President went frorn 0 percent of the Jewish vote to 100 percent. 

Since Catholic Democrats are rnore nunl.crous and easier to win over than 
black Denlocrats and Jevi'ish Democrats, clearly this is where our clnpbasis 
should be placed. 

3. Morey contends that "Catholicism" is no longer so binding a factor as it 
once \-vas in 1960 - - with J FK. That is pr ecisely ou" point. We are not 
asking that the President throw in with the mackerel snappers, convert and 
becorne a daily cOlD:nunicant, \Ve are saying that since "Catholicisnl., 11 

per se, ,. religious affiliation, 11 is less irnportant than it was in 1960, RN 
has a far better chance in 197'::' of taking away Catholic voters from a 
Catholic candidate, i. e., (l\1us~;:ie). IrLdeed, nluch of Moreyfs analysis, 
analyzed properly, Inakes a strong case for going after that Catholic vote. 

--- w 
L 



-2­

4. Sa_y::; l'/lorey, j S:S olher thJ.n Catholicism (Jr rnorc rtant to 

Catholi s. He mi~ntions etlmicity; \ve clon1t disagn.:'c with thzu,We l1florse 
it }l L: Jl d r d ~. C !. - ; * T} 1 ! ~ i cl (. 11. t s () u i g \, (~~ C -~, }:L (; \.7(; t C' 

in a multi f::tc ted ?proa,h. B", endor ing the ;:OJ)ll',,ttions 
(ItaliJ.l1s, Pole, h-ish, Slovaks); by ling CClIL:ipicuous ethnics to top 
visible federal - ::.;1.5, by hi lvEddle Arnerica appc:<c.l, in addiLioll to aiding 

the schools in which so nla.ny of them believe and il, \vhich lniHions upon 

millions of C2Ltholics and ethnics have "tced their children, 

:My reconlrncndiltion is nm\' and has beEn that the J\J~mini;:;tr'ation in 
placing nlinority m-::-r::lbers in visible jobs --stop concentr<iting on the 
I!medials rniliori.:i ~~_'r (Bl~j,cl,:: , i'v:c:<ican :\rYlc~('iCcin , s11 t~1 \v}licl1 

are tough to crack, almost solid Democl'2tic -- and begin foe :;ing on the large 
ethnic minoritie s (Irish, ItoJi2.ns, Pole s, Slovaks, etc.), the b Dlinoritio s 
whe rc the President! s nall1e i not a dirty word, \':herc the Pre;::idcnt l s 
personal beUefs and political actions arc 11:1::)1'e cUllsistent \vlLh their own. 

When we begin to recognize and act on the idea that the rc arc s rnany 
Italian-Americans in the Bronx as there are Black Arncl'icans in Harll.'D1, 
\ve will bette r be 

As noted in previoLE menlOranda, and proved by Senc]tor Bllckley in Nc\v 
York, there are 111 1'e "Queens DCll1ocrats" than there are "H>lrlern 
Democrats and they are a hell of a lot easier for a Republica:l to geL" 

5. :Morey contends that Blacks and Je\vs and Catholics won for JFI( -- but 
that is like compar tangerines to g uits to watennelons. One can 
say that the "rv1c.dtese-Al1lericans" won it for Kennedy. The crucia.l point ~s 
are a) the size of the bloc and b) the winnability of the bloc. On both 
counts any politician will tell you the Catholics are \\1he1'e the dllCks are. 

6. Morey contends there is a trade-off, that aid to Catholic schools will 
alienate SOl1le Protestants. No one denies this. \Veu1ay 10 e S0l11e votes. 
But vvhere is there recognition of these points. Just as 1) pro-Catholicisrn 

on the part of voters diminished since 1960 - - so, too, has anti- Catholicism. 
2) Aid to Catholic schools \vill no longer kill a canciid2,te in Protestant 
areas -- as is clearly evident frorn the ct that perhaps a dozen states in 
the last decade l1Y) 'led that route. 3) Look closely at the trade-off. Are 
Protestants, traditionally anti-Catholic, going to vote again::;t Richard Nixon 
for some indirect assistance to parochial schools -- and then turn around 
and vote for a Catholic Ed Muskie. Hardly. Many of them will not like it. 
But ve ry few \\1ill go tIl:: full route. Nlorey l11entions rvlilliken gaining voles 
among Michigan Catholics, and losing them among upstate Protestants for 

coming out for parochial aid. Without any statistics I question that. For 
this reason. I canlt believe that a reactionary Protestant will vote t 
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Milliken for aiding Ca.tholic schools -­
and vote ira hmg­ red J e\v'ish liberi.:d 
agains t. 

In short, our Protestant supporters will be 2.ngry, rnany of theIn, with this 
kind of aid, but fewer than every before, a;,d the overwhelrn:ing majority 
not so angry as to desert a rniddle-of-the-rcCJ.d Re can for a Catholic 
liberal Dernocrat. 

A phrase used around here recently IS app (cpr-iate. The WASPS have 
" nowhere else to 

7. 'Vhere mthis entire memo is recognit:(Jn of the problem this creates 
for the other side -- the Democrats. :; party is di~vided between 
Establishrnent liberals and increas rJ1iliiant blocks on the one hand 
and Roman Catholics on the other, for sinlple view. The Jim Buckley 
Democrats versus the New York Times Der:nocrats if you will. 

When RN COlne s out for aid to parochial 0; cl1001s, thi::; will drive a wedge 
right down the Middle of the Democratic Party. The same is true of 
abortion; the san1e is true of hard-line anti-pornography laws. For those 
most against aid to Catholic schools, n)os~~~! abortion, and an end to all 
censorship are the New York Tin1es Democrats. And those rnost violently 
for aid to Catholic schools and t abortion a.nd dirty books, are the 
Jim Buckley Catholic Democrats. 

Rockefeller, in coming out for parochial aid, has ree z,ed this. In 
1970 he won over Catholic Democrats in greater numbers than ever while 
his upstate Protestants grumbled about aid to Catholic schools, but they 
II had no place else to go. II 

8. Morey mentions that!la Gallup Poll conducted in July 1968 indicates thai.: 
the voter l s choice betyveen McCarthy and HUlnphrey was not guided by 
religious affiliation of the candidate. In fact it was slightly reversed. 11 

This shows an utter lack understanding of the Catholic Community and 
the Catholic is sue - - as we see it. 

Of course, rank-and-file Catholics did not go for lvi-cCarthy. The reason 
has nothing to do with his religion -- everything to do \'lith his s~-tle. 

Mc rthy is an upper n1iddle c ss liberal, who hobnobs with radical kids, 
who writes poetry, a post- Vatican II peacenik, snobbish, ecumaniac who 
apes the Harvard Wasps. Your average lower n1iddle and middle incom.e 



--

-4­

L 

,C C :-~:l t i "'~; - \\:t}1 l\',c:Carthy and the' Beautiful People; they are 
not Genc: ':,1 Car ;l, they r(; Dick D,~ley men. The fellows \vho join 
the K. of C" \vhz': <eke rna':;5 c~nd comrnunion every Inorning, who go on 
retre;:it , Wlh) -' :1'. "?'. (: Society, \v110 fight ?i t abortion in 
their Ie is]atures, \T,!J send thej.r kids. to Catholic schools, who work on 
assemblv lines and ve in Polish, Irish, ItalL:::.n and Catholic comrnunities 
or who hz:ve headfc'cl to ;.he scburL;; -- these are the rtlc'ljority of Catholics; 
they arc \vhe1'o our votes are. 

1\110reyl s statistics on Catholic clergy uninterested in Catholic schools repeats 
the SaIl1e error. The one-third of priests \vho are not interested in Catholic 
school s probably c(JlHain the one hundred pc rcent of Catholic clergy WID 
either endorse or "ujl<12yst2_nd" what the B rrigan boys were trying to do. 
'What 1 cUTl s is wat the r lS deep dlvi,,,ion in the Catholic COmlllunity. 
"Ve should be working the Catholic social conservatives -- the clear Hlajority. 

As for the C2.tholic liberals, who ape the 'Wasp upper East Side liberals -­
like Southern liberals, they are the worst kind. Converts to liberalisrn, and 
to II they outdo the 1\;C\V York Tinlcs in their fanaticislTl for 
their "Ncv\' faith." 

9. Morey contends that Catholjc schools do n.ot seern really strong issue 
arnong Catholics. Ho\v can one say that? Surely, among some Catholics 
who have "made it" the irnprotance of r":atholic schools has dirninished. But 
among those Catholics \'/ho deepl')' believe in their schools, among those who 
send 5,000, 000 of their children to Catholic schools, a II religious education" 
is a burning issue, and in an age of II perrnissiveness" bound to stay a 
burning issue. \Vhy do I say this? Cc;ml.r..:ron sense I think tells us that \vhen 
Catholic pressure in the 1960s C2.n bring Protestant legislatures in state 
after state to vote <lid for their schools that sho\\:s interest, concern and 
po,ver. Secondly, running the Catholic school system in an flextra tax" 
upon Catholics of -- one estimates runs -- five billion dollars a year. Any 
group willing to pony up an extra five billion in taxes, to educate its 
children a different way from the free public schools is a group whose 
interests ought to be reckoned \vith. 

10. Catholic schools as an issue can be cornpared \vith "gun controJlI and 
Ilaid to Israel. II It is an issue on which a nl.inority of Arnericans. i. e. 
conservative Catholics, cere so deeply concerned t their votes can be 
switched on that issue along. For the majority who rn.ay disagree, it is not 
a II voting is S Ge. II 

Thus, while eighty percent of the people favor gun control, if you come out 
too strong for it, you \vin next nothing, but you have ten or fifteen percent 
of the electorate working night and day to see you ate (See: Joe 

Tydings, circa 1970, and Joe Clark, circa 1968) 

, 

I 
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11. In 60 not lr) c the Catholic vote; it \vas in his 
f) <) C 1" L~ t , it rId. ct I It Ci c c i (; to go, II JFK cuuld corne out 8t aidI 

~-'----

to Catholic s cbcols thcf:.'rotestant side of the SLrc::et. That 
\vhe Te the; elL; ite nc'.tuT lly, ours are over there, 

in the Catholic cCJ1YJn11~ni 

12. Just look at l\lu e h;,,1 elf, and his tergiversations over the Catholic 
issue. He waffles on rrion; he has refused to speak out on Catholic 
schools; he ha,s a split party; and the more we force these 1l splitting'1 issue 
the better for the Pres nt. 

13, The fjnal argument against to Catholic schools is that it drew 
"extren,c:;ly nc tiup respons frorn the NEA, ancl"others involved in 
public education'! that coalci 1: well alienate • g lYlillion public school te rs." 
For Christ sake, anti-Catholic pubEs schools teachers arc not the President!s 
constituent; as for the XEA, :}nd its lobby they ha\"c made an avocation ci 
c the President's throat. \Vc are vel' going to get people like that - ­
why should \ve be solicitiou about offenciing then1 if it can get us votes 
elsewhere. 

Indeed, the fact that it \vould l'frosf' the NEA is one of the 11:101'e appealing 
arguments for going ahead vv-ith to parocl:d schools. 

14. \Vhen we move on aid to parochial schools, it can be done through the 
mechanisn1 of voucher and tax credits, which is the least offensive to 
everyone, and nlOst acceptable. 'Which \vould nlinindze any losses -- and 
we could through the Catholic media and Catholic outlets, maxinlize the gain. 
If the Pre s nt can go up 13 pe rcent arnong Catholics: that would be worth 
more than getting 100 percent of the Jewish vote, and worth nlore than 
going from ten percent to fOl'ty percent arnong blacks. 

Any Tny view is that it is one hell of a lot easier thing to do, becaus 
conservative Republicans, i. c., Jarnes Buckley, l:a ve s11o'\vn that it is a 
realistic politic,,-l alliance. Morey supports this point by indicating 
Goldwater's s among Catholics in New York. 

15. Finally, there is a potential, latent majority out there -- available for 
the President \\'hich we have failed to put together. It consists of the 
President!s \\TASP and \vhite-.collar conservative base - added to it 
Southern Protestants and Northern, Iv1idwestern 'Western Catholics. 
Morey is right in that parochial school aid alone will not win it l' us. 

-.... 
L 
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When that 1 put ev(;1'1'on(' 

11 agrc·eeve,:y i on 
not li~: 
coaEti 
Roosev('ltls c on 
incon i~:t ncies than 0ur oalition hi). ). 

And :r'v~orey is right ill that \Iie ought not to rely on cne ... ""heeLer i 
be aid to parochial chools or \,hat. It should be m.ulti··facet(' . it has to be. 
A l':nixL~l' of s ocic:d c servativlsr.:';', which i:,: a 


econor:::1ic assistance and ViS2.bi appointnl !lts aud, 

who arc \'/illing to (~C) half·· y "ijlh the l'e:::"ident, ]j')1 the Die',') 


detest hirl1. Thus, instead 01 .; th(; ord 1'8 OG.t to all UJ.'.· ;::..g·~nC:L 3 


blacks and W 0111C:-" the 0 rde l' should go out "" - hire ethn;c til') 1 
prefe rablc worn en, fo r V1 iblt' P03;'S. One Ite.lian crlcZi.n 
unlil<c [)la.cks, have n \"e r had a Suprenlc Ccm rt tYlernbe r - - t ,. Y Cj r elf 
concerned with their I'CrilYJinal" irnage; they do not dislike tll:, f:'reaid 'ceo 

Give tho::;c llow the IIJc\\'ish se~t" or the "black ,; at" on t 1';rl 

it beCOlT1C S available. 

Regrettably, neither our budget r our political enlphasis se in"l to [ne 
reflect these realiti(;s. 

True, there will be los es frorn this kind of strategy. 
will be very angry ""'lith us. But the Republican Party is 

L 

Lt:::t--a 
club; living in Vias , one can underst;;md To \\'in we- have to 

m::tke "trade-offs_" To corne out of the cellar we n-~i:-ty h8.'·-(;) tn lJP 

Frank Ho\\'ard. One should recall that recently a poll showcc th:d 

Independents have pas ed Republican - - and we are now only 2 pe1"cC'ut 
of the vote. One reason why can be found sitting in the Le sLi.tive 
Leade rship meeting - and looking at all those VI ASPs. 

If the GOP is to be:.:l1Yle a nation majority party it will be bcci-luse of 
fellows like Cahill in New Jersey and Volpe in lY1a.5s., who hold Ollr base 

and add to it the Catholics \\'ho were Democratic frorn tirne irnnlC1110rial. 

The re is a clear potential majority out the reo The Pre sident could be the 
new Roosevelt, who put it together, or he could be the l2.5t of the liber,-:.i 
Presidents. But to put it together requires a "leap in the dZLrk, II it n1CiLns 
"pushing our skiff £1'0111 the shore alone;" it means tel1jng John Chancellor 
and the New York Times that, no, \ve have not dor~t' anything for the bl2_cks 
this ,'leek, bnt we have name d a Pole to the C t and an Italia.n Catholic 

to the Supreme Court. 

-
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In an o'vcr i ,)l~fi':: \\2.',/, the n' sc,n lhe Pr sident is ·IL percent of 
",,'he,tever it i', cLc.c \\.(' k::,,:\'(: not or n out of our minority Oi:lse. In rL,1 y 
}l~;r(:tic 1 ~_- c-\ r, 

l" "'-l .. t Ei ·;,;nboV/t; 1'; he did not lead. the c~ rmies 

Hit.lc:_~rt3 .E'~:_T·':J~: \',Te ?:..-!' not g La build any nc\v rn oritic:s on tb.c 
Nixon per:::on:d ,or the 2.dmitted .i''-li):on pel:sonal political skill. We need 
to do it with issues and budget dollars. and \VC 2.re not. 

Let us as se:.m that, for one, RN tubed OEO the day he look office, and had 
spent the 55 billion we have waSteel on th.::>.t i: since then -- on provi 

shore t 

tax crec.its foy nO':-l schools. That is just on exan.}Dle. FrOln h(:re 
it (10(1 no1 ~'-, 

upm1 the l.lUreaUCra1:s and buciget 1112.kc1'5; the latter seern 1110re responsive 
to media pres SUl'e th<:u1 the ratives of the President l s and the party's 

run ~ic3.1 interests. 

If there rnust be unem ent to halt inflation, v;hy are Southern California 
ZlE·rospace \vorl~,:r::: 01e1 yed -- instead of hb 1:,-11 school teachers, social 
workers and poverty conscssionajr,,'3. These latter an.::n!t for us anyway. 
Instead of bu of{ In hostility, that m>lssivc FcdE'ral budget hOl,.ll.d 
have bought us by now 2t l1e\v rnajority, should have bought new friends for 
Richard , should La,ve bOGght hini a place in the history books as the 
Republican who got it all 2t11e1'. 

Chesterton once wrote in defense of his faith. that lilt cannot really be said 
that Christianity has failed; because it cannot really be said that Christianity 
has been trjeci." The quote may bc off; but is apposite. The ne"v Republican 
lvlajority in this country is not a dispro'\;en n1yth; it has not seriously been 
tried. 

F. S. We are not doing the President any favors by sending in to him. 
uncriticized, rnernorandum on politics of the vapidity of the document that 
carne to me. I know f:'lC affection for Kevin Phillips is well contained in 
the \Yest Wing; bllt he is a genius of sorts; and the White House might well 
hire him for one 'week - - his political agency on a confidential ba.sis -­

to assess the labors of the .tvforcy team. 
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