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PUBLIC ATTITUDES TOWARDS ACTIVE DEFENSE:
ABM & STAR WARS, 1945-1985

Thomas W. Graham

President Reagan’s Strategic Defense Initiative (SDI), popularly
called "Star Wara,'" is the moat recent manifestation of a forty-year
debate over developing syatema to defend againat nuclear attack. 1In the
late 19602 and early 1970s, the debate over defensive nuclear aystems
focused on the Anti-Ballistic Missile (ABM) ayatem. Public opinion is one
element in the current debate over the role of nuclear weapons and the
advisability of developing Star Waras. The purpose of thias report ias to
bring together all opinion data relevant to active defenase againat nuclear
weapons.1 It is hoped that this will facilitate a more informed
discussion of public attitudes on this important public policy issue.

This publication contains the text of queatione and data from 74 national
and 5 state public opinion polla conducted from December 1943 through
November 1985. Material presented in thia report expands on previously

published research conducted by this author and Bernard M. Kramer .2

1. Civil defense queations are not included in this report. All
surveys that have been published or placed in a university-based archive
have been included. Private political polls, such as those conducted by
the White House, have not been included unleas they have been made
available by apecial permiasion.

2. Thomas W. Graham and Bernard M. Kramer (1986), "The Pollsa: ABM and
Star Wara: Attitudes Toward Nuclear Defense, 1945-1985," Public Opinion

Quarterly, Vol. SO, No. 1. Analysia of this data is presented in Bernard
M. Kramer and Thomas W. Graham (1985), "ABM & Star Wara: Public Attitudes
Toward Active Defenae Against Nuclear Weapons,” a paper presented at the
40th annual conference of the American Association of Public Opinion
Reaearch (AAPOR).



What do the polla tell us about public attitudea concerning the
Strategic Defense Initiative launched by President Reagan on March 23,
19837 At one level, a review of 46 national polla conducted between May
1981 and November 1985 paints a very confusing picture. Some polla
indicate that a majority of the public is againat the idea of a apace
based nuclear defense system. Other polls suggest that a majority of
people, in asome cases as high as 75% of the public, supports the idea of
building a defense syatem against nuclear missiles. How can one explain
these differencesa?

Part of this diacrepancy can be explained by carefully reading the
survey queations. People answer the specific question that is asked, not
one that might be implied from an intellectual or policy framework that is
used by elite actora. When asimilar queations are asked, clearer patterns
emerge. However, responaes are extremely sensitive to question wording.

An additional explanation i= that the baasic conatellation of
attitudes towarda nuclear weapons contain both atable and volatile
elements. Despite changes in nuclear weapons technology, missile delivery
systems, and the U.S.-Soviet nuclear balance and independent of the recent
19808 public debate over nuclear war and the role of nuclear weapona, the
public has held some constant attitudes. This introductory essay reviews
some of the general patterns that have been diacovered in reviewing

relevant aurvey data over the last 40 years.



1. From the beginning of the atomic age, the U.S. public seems
to have had a moderately optimistic attitude toward the posesibility of
building a defense against nuclear weapons. A majority (up to two-thirdsa)
4of the population has believed that the U.S. or ita acientiate could
develop a defense against nuclear weapons.

2. Awareness of defenaive nuclear aystems--both the ABM saysastenm
and the Star Wars/SDI research program--has hovered around the 70X level.
Despite this relatively high level of awareness, no more than one-quarter
of the public is following the current Star Wars debate "a lot" or “very
closely.” To the public, it appears, SDI is an esoteric issue followed by
relatively few people. This echoes the ABM debate during which time only
a amall number of people had both heard of the aystem and had an opinion
concerning its deployment.

3. In another area concerning awarenesa, in 1985 only about
one-third of the public haa heard about the ABM/SALT I treaty. Thua the
SALT I treaty, which is extremely important in policy debates on thia
subject, is unknown to two-thirdes of the public.

4. Approximately 75X of the public holds the (inaccurate) belief
that the United States haa a fairly effective defense againat nuclear
weapona. Most people are satisfied with our (non-exiatent) defenae
againat nuclear attack.

S. In the 1960s, a majority of the population believed that the
Soviet Union had an existing ABM defense. In the 1980a, a plurality of
about one-third thought the Soviets were ahead of the U.S. in Star Wars

technology.



6. In 1969, advocates of ABM deployment outnumbered opponentas.
However, only a minority of the public both had heard of the Safeguard
system and had an opinion aboué\ita construction. While a plurality of
votera and the general public continued to support deployment of the ABM
through July 1969, one major change took place. Beginning in April and
continuing with more force in July, those with more than a college
education changed their opinion and eventually opposed development of the
ABM. Among this group, the argument made by scientists that the system
would not work seems to have carried the day.

The general public as well as the voting public turned againat the
ABM only beginning in January 1971 in the context of oppoaition to
spending additional money for the defense system. The relative popularity
of the ABM prior to 1971 was unusual because the public turned againsat
increased military spending by July 1969.

7. More recently, the public holds mixed viewa about Star Wars
depending on the context in which the question is aaked. Star Wars
questions that emphasize defense in general receive public support. Star
Wars queations that emphaaize cost or nuclear weapons are rejected by the
public.

8. A subastantial majority of the public has consistently
supported the idea of negotiating an ABM arms control agreement or
negotiating limitationa on Star Wars with the Sovieta.

9. Despite this pro-arms control stance, the public believea
that moving forward with Star Wars will encourage the Soviet Union to

negotiate a nuclear arms control agreement with the U.S.



10. People believe development of Star Wars would increaae the
arma race, and would not necessarily make them feel more secure.

11. In the proceass of examining thias archival data, one is
tempted to manufacture a pattern of consiatency lying under the
contraditiona that appear on the surface of the polling resultas. How can
one explain both the public deaire to build a Star Wars defenae aa a
bargaining chip with the public’s concerns that building an SDI aystenm
would increase the nuclear arms race? Without additional analysis and
specially designed polling, it is almost imposaible to determine why the
public holds these views simultaneocusly. Inatead of trying to force an
interpretation on the data, this author thought it was better first to
publish what the public actually says, warts and all, and second to
complete more detailed analysis.l

Finally, and most importantly, I wish to thank the many individuals
who helped me discover thia wealth of public opinion data and the survey
organizations, listed in Chapter 3, that graciously have made it available

for academic research.?

1. Additional related research is being conducted for my Ph.D.
dissertation, “The Politics of Failure: Strategic Nuclear Arms Control,
Public Opinion and Domeatic Politics in the United States, 1945-1985, "
MIT- Department of Political Science, forthcoming.

2. Special thanks to the always cooperative Marilyn Potter, Lois Timma
and John Benson of the Roper Center for Public Opinion Reaearch at the
University of Connecticut; Ann Gray, David Sheaves, and Josephine Marsh
of the Louis Harris Data Center, Inatitute for Research in Social Sciencesa
at the University of North Carolina; Profeasor Jiri Nehnevajsa and
Nicholas R. Trio of the University Center for Social and Urban Research at
the Univeraity of Pittaburgh; Tom Smith and Pat Bova at NORC; Dr. Al
Richman and Dr. Bernard Roshco in the Public Affairs Bureau in the U.S.
Department of State; John Marttila and Tom Kiley; Dr. Clark Abt; my
sometimes co-author Profeasor Bernard M. Kramer at the Universaity of
Masasachusettas- Boston; Lynn Whittaker at Harvard; Phyllia Gutterman,
Jeasie Jajigian, and Dr. Amelia Leissa at MIT and Professor Jack P. Ruina
of MIT for providing moral support and financial aid from a Carnegie
Corporation grant.
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Chapter 2
ABM

As you may have heard, General Arnold and many acientists say
that there is no real defense against a surprise attack by fast
long-range airplanes and rocketa carrying atomic bombs. Do you
think there is a real defense or not? (NORC T42)

Yes 11
No 69
Don’t know 20

Do you think the US will be able to work out an effective
defenae against the atomic bomb before other nations could use
it againat us? (SSRC)

Yes 54
No 19
No opinion 27

Do you think we will be able to work out a defense against the
bomb before other countries learn how to make it? (SSRC)

Yes 35
Yes, with qualification S
Undecided, don’t know 36
No, with qualifications 1
No 18
Opinions not aacertained 4
Not know what atomic bomb was 1

Do you think the US will be able to work out an effective
defense againat the atomic bomb before other nations could uae
it againat us? (SSRC)

Yes 56
No 19
No opinion 25



8/1946Db Do you think we will be able to work out a defense against the
bomb before other countries learn how to make it? (SSRC)
Yas 36
Yes, with qualification 4
Undecided, don’t know 29
No, with qualificationa 1
No 24
Opiniona not ascertained 4
Not know what atomic bomb was 2
271947 Do you believe scientists will find some defensive weapon

against the atomic bomb, or do you think no defense against
atomic bombs will be found? (MINN 42)

Will find defensae 61
Won’t find defense 20
Undecided i
11/1949 Do you think scientists will be able to develop any defense
againat the atom bomb within, say, the next ten years? (AIPO
449 K&T)
Yes 60
No 138
No opinion 21
12/1963 Now here are some cards. On these cards are printed various

possible future situations which may exist in our civil
defenae. On this folder are pockets which show how likely
something ie. As before, the zero pocket on the bottom of the
folder stands for something that is impossible or nearly
impoasible. The top pocket -- 10 -- atands for something you
considar certain or juat about certain to happen. Five means
that something is as likely to happen as not--the chances are
about fifty-fifty. Would you please put these carda into the
pockets according to how likely it is that each situation will
come about in five years or so--about 19687 You may use as many
pockets as you want, and any number of carda may go into any
pocket. (NORC SRS-330/Nehnevajaa)

Likelihood of balliatic misaile defense
o] 1 2 3 4 S (Y 7 8 9 10 DK

3 2 3 S 4 13 8 9 12 16 24 »
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6/1964

2 -3

On some of these cards are written things you personally might
very much like to happen. On other cards are things you might
like lesa, and on still others may be thinga you would dislike
very much. Please take the cardas from the firat pocket and sort
them into this row of pocketa--on the line that is next to it.
Sort them into this row according to how much you want the thing
written on the card to happen. The pocketa in each row have
numbera written on them. Minus three astanda for aomething that
you would dislike very much. Plua three atands for thoase thinga
which you would very much want to happen. 2ero atands for those
situations that you don’t particularly care about one way or
another. You may use any of these seven pockets you wish. (NORC
SRS-330/Nehnevajaa)

Desirability of ballistic missile defense

-3 -2 -1 o +1 +2 +3 DK

8 3 2 S 8 16 59 »

Here is the card with the scale on it again, with numbers from
zaero to ten. 1I’m going to read you three statementa. As
before, if you think our defenses against nuclear attack are
very good or almost perfect, use ten. If you think they are
very bad, use zero. If you think they are somewhere in between,
use any number between zero and ten. (NORC-SRS 640/Nehnevajsa)
A. Now, how good are our defensea against enemy bombera?
0 1 2 3 4 S 6 7 8 9 10 DK

1 » 1 1 1 7 5 9 21 18 35 1

B. How good are our defenses against guided missilea?
o] 1 2 3 4 S 6 7 8 9 10 DK

2 1 3 3 3 12 10 13 18 13 20 1
C. How good are our defenses against submarines?

0 1 2 3 4 S 6 7 8 9 10 DK

1 1 1 3 4 12 7 12 19 13 24 1



6/1964

6/1964

6/1964

6/1964

6/1964

2 - 4

Please sort the cards you now have depending on how likely you
believe these various civil defense situationa will be within
the next five years, or by about 1968. (NORC-SRS 640/Nehnevajaa)

In addition to shelteras and exiating defenae againat
bombers, there will be defenaea againat balliatic missilea
around our large citiea and military installationa.

0 1 2 3 4 S 6 7 8 9 10 DK

4 3 3 3 4 15 11 10 12 11 23 1

Now will you please sort these cards once again, depending on
how much you personally want or do not want each of these civil
defense asituationa. (NORC-SRS 640/Nehnevajaa)

-3 -2 -1 o +1 +2 +3 DK

5 2 1 4 6 i3 67 1

As far as you know, is there any defense possible against enemy
mnisailea? (NORC-SRS 640/Nehnevajaa)

Yes S5
No 23
Don’t know 22

[Asked of 45X who said no or don’t knowl Do you think any
defense against enemy missilea will becomae possible during the
next five yeara or ao? (NORC-SRS 640/Nehnavajsa)

Yeasa 68
No 14
Don’t know 18

(Follow-up) (If yesl] What kind of defense is there/will there
be againat enemy misailea? (NORC-SRS 640/Nehnevajaa)

Anawer included missile 42
Other means 30
Don’t know 28



6/1964

6/1964

6/1964

2-95

(Follow-up) [If mentioned missileal] Do you happen to know how
these anti-missiles (would) work? (NORC-SRS 640/Nehnevajsa)

Mentioned nuclear warhead S

The kinds of weapons that could be used against enemy missiles
are called anti-missile misailea. As far as you know, does the
United Statea already have these anti-missile missilas ready
for action? (NORC-SRS 640/Nehnevajsa)

Yes 66
No 6
Not yet, but will 4
Don’t know 24

Does Russia already have these anti-missile missiles ready for
action? (NORC-SRS 640/Nehnevajsa)

Yes S9
No 7
Not yet, but will 3

Don’t know 31
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6/1964 Here is a kind of ascale like one you uased before. It shows how
desirable or wanted something ia. Plus 3 meanas that something
is very desirable. Minuas 3, that it’s extremely undaairable.
Zero stands for something you don’t particularly care about one
way or another. (NORC-SRS 640/Nehnevajaa)

+3 +2 +1 O -1 -2 -3 DK

A. Using this scale, how deairable

ia it to put anti-misaile miasilasa

around all larger citiaes in America? 61 17 9 2 2 1 () 1
B. How deairable ia it to put anti-

misaile miassiles around your city/

the city, or citiea neareat you? 46 16 14 7 3 3 6 1
C. How dasirable is it even if real

estate values went down a little

bacause of it? 39 17 13 8 4 3 2 1
D. Even if it involvea some risk

that these misailes could be firad

by accident? 29 15 15 4 7 6 S 1
E. How desirable is it to put the

anti-missile around our cities even

though the radar to go with thesae

missiles may cause poorer televiaion

reception around here? 42 15 13 7 3 3 3 1
F. How about sheltera? How

desirable is it to put anti-missile

missiles around our cities if it

mneans we must set up shelters for

everyone? 40 16 13 6 4 3 3 2
G. How desirable is it to go ahead

even though there might be some

local opposition to putting anti-

missile miassilea around some citiea? 40 19 13 7 3 3 2 i
H Even if they take up a lot of

acres that could be used differently,

how desirable is it to put anti-

mnissile misailes around our citiea? 40 19 14 S 3 3 3 1
I. If you knew that these anti-

nissile missiles could shoot down

just about all enemy misailes

attacking a city, maybe nine out

of ten, how deairable ia it to put

such weapona around cities? 67 14 8 2 1 1 4 1
J. And suppose you knew that they

could shoot down about one out of

three anemy missiles? 42 19 17 4 4 3 4 1
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6/1964 Now I’ll read a few more statements to you. Please tell me
whether you atrongly agree, agree, disagree, or atrongly
disagree with each statement, or whether you are undecided.
(NORC-SRS 640/Nehnavajsa) Strongly Agree Dis- Strongly Un-

Agree Agree Disagree Dec
A. If we have anti-misasile missiles
around our citiea, there will be
less need for fallout sheltersa. 7 35S 38 7 12
B. If we have anti-missile missiles
around our cities, we will need
fallout ahelteras even more than
we need them now. 11 30 42 4 13
C. There is no need for anti-
nissile missilaa or for fallout
shelters. 2 S 48 34 9
D. 1If we have such missiles around
our cities, we should have shelters
to protect against fallout because
aome anemny weapona will get through
the defense anyway. 18 6S 7 2 8
E. Even if cities are defended, enemy
attackas on them would produce lots
of fallout, 8o anti-miasile misasiles
make sense only if we have fallout
shelters for everyone. 12 51 20 2 14
F. Putting anti-missile miasiles
around our cities will make people
think that war is more likely. 6 41 40 4 8
G. Such missiles will make the
Rusasians think that we are going to
start a war; therefore, they might

start ona. 3 21 353 8 13
H. These missiles will give Americans

a false sense of security. 3 28 52 4 12
I. Anti-misaile missiles will make

Americana more anxious. 3 31 49 3 12
J. Anti-missile missiles will lead

to a stepping up of the arms race. 4 144 33 2 16
K. Such missiles will coat toco much

money to be worthwhile. 3 14 58 10 17

L. New offensive weapons will soon

put anti-missile missilea out of

date, 8o it really is not worth

having thenm. 1 12 53 7 25
M. Putting in anti-missile missiles

makes it more difficult to reach

agreaments on arms control and

disarmament. 2 28 47 4 18
N. Anti-missile misailes will make

America stronger, and an enemy

will be even less likely to attack

us than without theae miasilea. 1S 61 13 2 8
0. With such misailes around our

cities, an enemy will be leas likely

to try to push ua around than he

might otherwiase do. 14 62 13 1 7
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6/1964 Not all cities might be defended by anti-missile missiles.
Would you rather live in a city, or near one, that is defended
by anti-missile missiles or in a city that does not have any
such anti-missile missiles around it? (NORC-SRS 640/Nehnevajaa)

In protected city 635
No difference 16
In unprotected city 13
Don’t know 6
6/1964 Now will you please tell me whether you strongy agree, agree,

disagree, or strongly disagree with these statements concerning
your feelings about living in or near a city that has
anti-missile missilea? (NORC-SRS 640/Nehnevajsa)

Strongly Agree Dia- Strongly Un-

Agree Agree Disagree Dec
A. I would feel guilty to be in a
defended city when other Americans
are not defended as well. 3 29 54 S 8
B. I would feel that I want to move
out of the city. 1 9 71 9 8

C. I would feel lucky that my city

ia better protacted than some other

city. 12 60 17 1 8
D. I would feel worried living in a

defended city when other citias are

not defended by misasiles, becauae

thia would mean that my city will

surely be attacked in the event

of a war. 3 26 S5 5 9
E. I would feael angry, because I

am opposed to having anti-missile

missilea around herea. » S 73 14 6
F. I would feel that I can do
nothing about the missiles. S5 64 19 2 8

G. I would feael more secure than

if I were living in a city that is

not protected with anti-missile v

niasiles. 8 S0 28 3 10
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2-9

Uaing the same card, please tell me how much you agree or
diasagree with theae astatements about living in a city that doesa
not have anti-missile defensea when some other citiaes have
them. (NORC-SRS 640/Nehnevajaa)
Strongly Agree Dis- Strongly Un-
Agree Agree Disagree Dec

A. I would feel that it is unfair

that some citiea are defended when

my city is not. S 37 47 2 7
B. I would feel that I want to

move to a defended city. 4 31 49 2 12

C. I would feel more worried than if

I ware in a city that is protected

by anti-miassile miaailea. 3 36 48 3 8
D. I would feel more secure living

in an undefended city because this

would mean that my city might not

be attacked in the eveant of a war. 2 22 59 Y 11
E. I would feel that I can do
nothing about the missiles. S 67 18 2 8

F. I would feel lucky that I don‘’t
have to put up with missiles around

here. 1 ls 61 6 13
G. I would feel that I ought to do
something to make aure that my city
alao gets miasilea like other citiesa. 7 46 28 1 16

6/1964

Now, no matter how the government might want to defend all
American cities, it may be that only some can be protected by
anti-misasile missiles. On this card are listed some of the
factors that may go into these difficult decisiona. Please
look at the kinds of cities listed on the card. A) Which of
these kindas of citiea is the most important to defend if all of
them cannot be? B) Which would be next most important? ¢)
Which of those kinds of cities would be least important to
defend, if all of them cannot be? D) And which would be next
least important, as you asee it? (NORC-SRS 640/Nehnevajsa)

Moat Next Least Next

Moat Least
1) Cities with the largeat
population. 19 12 4 10
2) Cities with the most
induatry. 24 36 3 4
3) Cities with military 43 25 3 3
eatabliahments around them
4) Citiea that are important
in American history. 1 2 48 32
5) Sea and land tranaportation
centers. 9 20 7 9

6) Cities which are drawn by lot
to insure that all have equal
chances to be defended. 2 2 33 39
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6/1964 One more question along these lines. Here is a list of a few
American cities. Suppose only seven of these citiea could be
defended. If you were in a position to make the dacision right
now, which of these cities would you say should have
anti-missile defenses? (If respondent is opposed to the whole
idea--Even though you are opposed to the idea, pleaase try to
put yourself in the position of a person who would have to make
this deciaion--which seven cities should it be?) (NORC-SRS

640/Nehnevajsa)
Your own city, unleas included on thia liat 18
Boaton 28 Kansas City 8 Pittsburg 39
Chicago eS Loa Angeles 57 St. Louis 8
Dallas 11 Miami 29 San Francisco 71
Denver 12 New Orleans 19 Seattle 37
Detroit 47 New York 88 Tucson 3
Houston 14 Omaha 8 Tulsa 3
Indianapolis 7 Philadelphia 29 Washington, D.C. 90
6/1964 I have only two small items left. A while back, we used a

scale that measures how desirable something is to you, or how
undeairable it ia. Please remember that plus 3 means it is
very desirable, and minus 3 that it is very undesirablae.
(NORC-SRS 640/Nehnevajsa)

+3 +2 +1 O -1 -2 -3 DK

A. With asomae of the information

that you now have, how

deairable is it to put

anti-missile misasiles around

our citiea? 52 20 12 4 2 2 S 1
B. How desirable is it to

put anti-missile missiles

arocund your city/city

or citiea neareat you? 40 16 16 7 S 3 10 1
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6/1968

6/1968

671968

2 - 11

Let me give you a few more carda. On these cards are written
some (8] posaible international situations that may come about
in about five yeara or by the early 1970’a. We shall use the
folder again that you already saw when we talked abut the Cold
War in general.
Please sort the cards you now have depending on how likely you
believe theae various world situatione will be within the next
five years, or by the early 1970’s.

The United States will have anti-missile missiles that
will be ao effective in shooting down enemy missiles that no
eneny would think of attacking ua. (NORC-SRS 876/Nehnevajsa)

0 1 2 3 4 S 6 7 8 9 10 DK

11 7 6 6 7 20 S 7 8 8 12 1

Now will you please sort these cards once again, depending on
how much you personally want or do not want each of these
international situations to happen.

The United States will have anti-missile missiles that will
be so effective in ahooting down enemy missiles that no enenmy
would think of attacking ua. (NORC-SRS 87&/Nehnevajaa)

-3 -2 -1 o +1 +2 +3 DK
7 1 2 4 7 S 69 1

Do you think there is any defense possible against enemy
nissiles now? (ORC/Nehnevajaa)

Yes S5
No 23
Don‘’t know 22

What kind of dafenaes ara you thinking about? (ORC/Nehnevajaa)

Miacaile 36
Other 10
Don‘’t know 54

How would these miasilas work? (ORC/Nehnevajsa)

Correct answer (simple) 16
Correct answer (sophisticated) 8
Don’t know 72

Does the U.3. already have some ABM’s ready for action?
(ORC/Nehnevajaa)

Yea 70
No 4
Don’t know 25

Not yet 1
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6/1968

6/1968
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2 - 12

Does Russia already have some ABM’s ready for action?
(ORC/Nehnevajsaa)

Yea 71

No 1
Don‘’t know 27
Not yet 1

How about China? (ORC/Nehnevajaa)

Yes 30
No 17
Don’t know 43
Not yet 10

If we had an ABM system in full operation, what would our
nation’a need for fallout shelters be? (ORC/Nehnevajaa)

Needed for everyone 14
More needed 18
About the same needed 39
Fewer needed 29
Not needed 6
Don‘’t know 14

Would you rather live in or near an area that is defended by
ABM‘’a or in an area that doea not have auch protection?
(ORC/Nehneavajsa)

Protected city 49
No difference 16
Unprotactad city 23
Don’t know 12

Why would you say that? (ORC/Nehnevajsa)

(Those who answered protected city--first response)

Safety 13
Protection 24
Survival 8
Don’t know 54
(Those who answered unprotected city--first response)
Safety 2
Survival 1
Not target 12
Live away from city 2

Don’t know 83
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6/1968 I am going to read you some statementa about ABM’a. I would
like to know how deairable or wanted each action is. This will
be the scale that you will usae. The minua 3 atanda for
aomething that you would dialike very much. Zero stands for
something you don’t care one way or another about. Plua three
atanda for aomathing you would very much want to happen. You
may use any number on the acale that beat fitas your opinion.
(ORC/Nehnevajsa)

-3 -2 -1 O +1 +2 +3 DK

How deairable ia it to put

ABM’a around all large cities

in Amarica? S 3 3 9 9 11 48 11
How deairable ia it if theay

only could shoot down about

one out of every two missilea? 22 7 S 9 9 10 23 1eé
In late 1967, the government

announced that it was starting

a limited ABM program costing

about five billion dollars in

the next five yeara. How

desirable is such a program

to you? 7 3 3 10 11 13 39 14
A bigger program costing about

40 billion dollara haa been

suggested. How desirable

ia auch a program to you? 14 4 5 16 9 8 26 17
If we know that the Ruasiana

have an active ABM progranm,

how desirable would it be

that the U.S. have one? 3 1 1 S S5 9 66 9

6/1968 Here are some posaible conasequences of this ABM program. I
would like to know for each one whether you strongly agree,
agree, disagreae, or strongly disagree that it might ba a
consequence. (ORC/Nehnevajsa)
SA A D SD DK

Having ABM‘’s around our citiaa

will make people think that war

is more likely. 13 37 36 6 8
If we have ABM‘a, the Russians

will think that we are going to

atart a war. S 25 50 9 11
Having ABM’s will make America

atronger, and an enemy will be

leas likely to attack uas. 26 48 15 3 9
New offenasive weapons will

put ABM‘a out of date, so it

is really not worth having them. 4 17 43 9 27
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6/1968 Now I’m going to aak aome questions about possible partial
disarmament agreements that the United States could make with
other nationa. Please tell me how desirable you think each one
would be. (ORC/Nehnevajsa) '

-3 -2 -1 O +1 +2 +3 DK

Reach an agreement with
Rusasia to limit the number
of ABM’s 11 3 2 10 9 10 44 12

12/1968 Now let me ask about a number of specific areas where it has
been suggested the U.S. military defenses be strengthened.
For each, tell me if you think this ought to be done or not?
(Harris 1900)

Ought To Should Not
Be Done Not Do Sure
1. Build up a asystem of anti-missile
defenaea. &0 23 17
2. Increaae the number of airplanas
which can carry nuclear warheadsa. 48 33 19
3. Increase the number of nuclear ,
warhead long-range missiles. 51 28 21
4. Increase the number of men in
the U.S. armed forces. 31 52 17
S. Give NATO a real capability
for waging nuclear warfare. 2S5 48 27
6. Convert the apace program into
a aystem of nuclear weapons space
atations. 25 49 26
4/1969- On the next topic, have you heard or read about the discussion
of the ABM program--that is the antiballistic miasile program?
C(AIPO 777)
Yes 69
No 31
4/1969 (0Of those [(69%X] who had heard of ABM) Do you happen to have an

opinion about the ABM program as submitted to Congress by
President Nixon? (AIPO 777)

Yes 29
No 40
Not heard 31



4/1969

4/1969

2 - 1S

(0f those (42%] who had heard and had an opinion) Do you favor
or oppose the ABM program aubmitted by Nixon? (AIPO 777)

Favor 23
Oppoae 18
Not heard or no opinion 59

President Nixon recently made a decision to go ahead with
building the "thin" Sentinel-Safeguard missile defense aystenm.
At the beginning this would involve putting in the ayatem at
two of our missile bases in Montana and South Dakota for seven
billion dollars. Do you tend to approve or disapprove of
President Nixon’s decision to go ahead with the anti-miassile
ayatem? (Harris 1926)

Agree 48
Disagree 25
Not sure 27
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4/1969 Let me read some statements about President Nixon’s decision to
go ahead with the Sentinel Safeguard anti-missile syatem. For
each one, tell me if you tend to agree or disagree:

(Harria 1926)
Agree Dis- Not
Agree Sure
Many scientists think the aystem is a
mistake because it could not prevent the loas

of millions of U.S. lives in an atomic attack. 40 28 32
The Ruasians have already installed 66 ABM’s,
80 we should have some, too. 60 19 20

By taking thias step, Preasident Nixon hurt the

chances of reaching arma control agreamenta with

the Rusaiansa. 19 52 29
President Nixon’s decision was a cautioua

firat step, not even going as far as President

Johnson wanted to go. " 46 14 40
We could have used the seven billion dollara

better for our education, health, houasing, and

poverty needs at home. 49 31 20
It is better to be over-prepared militarily
than to be caught short without proper defenses. 78 9 13

In a nuclear age, the U.S. should concentrate
on peaceful arms control rather than building

more miasile aystems. 47 29 24
President Nixon has now shown he will follow
a tough line on military matters S0 18 32

We would be better aeliminating the 10X income.
tax surcharge than building the Sentinel-

Safeguard missile systenm. 31 40 29
The Ruasiana are developing super-nuclear
missiles and we need to be defended against them. 68 10 22
571969 On the next topic, have you heard or read about the discussion

on the ABM program--that is the anti-ballistic misaile program?
(AIPO 780K)

Yes 72
No 26
No opinion 2

(Of those [72%] who had heard of ABM) Do you happen to have an
opinion about the ABM program as submitted to Congress by
President Nixon? (AIPO 780K)

Yes 41
No 31
Not heard and no opinion 28

(Of those [41%] who had heard and had an opinion) Do you favor
or oppose the ABM program submitted by Nixon? (AIPO 780K)

Favor 25
Oppose 14
Not heard and no opinion 61
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On the next topic, have you heard or read about the discussion
on the ABM program--that is the anti-ballistic missgile program?
(AIPO 784K)

Yes 69
No 31

(Of those (69%] who had heard of ABM) Do you happen to have an
opinion about the ABM program as submitted to Congresa by
Preasident Nixon? (AIPO 784K)

Yasa 28
No 41
Not heard 31

(0f those (28%] who had heard and had an opinion) Do you favor
or oppose the ABM program submitted by Nixon? (AIPO 784K)

Favor 18
Oppose 10
Not heard and no opinion 72

Let me read you some statements which have been made about
events in the news. For each, tell me if you tend to agree or
disagree: (Harris 1939)

Agree Dis- Not
Agree Sure

The Safeguard ABM anti-miassile ayatem ia
necessary in order for us to keep up with the

Ruasiana in the nuclear arma race. SO 24 26
It is better to be overprepared militarily
than to be caught short without proper defenaes. 84 7 9

In a nuclear age, the U.S. should concentrate

on peaceful arms control rather than building
nore missile syatems like the Safeguard ABM. S0 24 26

971970

171971

Would you favor or oppose agreement between the U.S. and Russia
on . . . Limiting anti-misasile (ABM) systems (Harris 2037)

Agree 69
Disagree 16
Not Sure 15

Would you like to see the federal government increase the
amount of money spent, cut back, or not change the amount of
money spent . . . ABM miassile systems (Harris 2055)

Increase 15
Cut Back 40
Not Change 32

Not Sure 13
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271972

3/1972
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Would you favor or oppoase agreement between the United States
and Ruasia on . . . limiting anti-misaile (ABM) aysatema
(Harris 2124)

Agree 71
Disagree 14
Not Sure 15

Would you favor or oppose agreement between the U.S. and Rusasia
on limiting anti-missile (ABM) aystema (Harria 2154)

Agree 74
Disagree 13
Not Sure 13

There are, of course, other important things that various
pecple have been talking about and suggesting. Not all of them
are likely to come about, but regardless of how likely they
are, please tell me how much you personally would like to see
each one happen or not happen. Here is a acale on which minus
three indicates that you personally would not like to aee this
happen, zero indicatea that you are neither opposed nor in
favor of it, and plus three indicates that you would very much
like to see it happen. You may use any number on the acale to
indicate your opinion.

Stopping all plans to put anti-missile missiles (ABM’s)
around some military bases and citiea. (MIS/Nehnevajsa)

+3 +2 +#1 O -1 -2 -3 DK
12 6 7 16 12 13 34 7

Protecting most of our big cities and important military
bases with anti-missile miasiles (ABM’a) (MIS/Nehnevajsa)

+3 +2 +1 O -1 -2 -3 DK

43 16 14 14 4 4 6 S
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371972 Here is another simple card. I would like to aak you a few
queastions abut how much money you think we, as a country, are
spending on a few programs. The card showa the approximate
total amount for one year.

How much do you think waa apent on the anti-migsaile miasiles
(ABM’a); that ia, misailes that could ahoot down enemy miaailes
before they could hit us?

And about how much should we spend on anti-missile missiles
(ABM’as) each year? (MIS/Nehnevajsa)

Was Should
Spent Spend

o] 1 9

S million 1 »
10 million 4 8
15 million - 1
20 million 4 6
35 million » 1
50 million 6 S
75 million 1 1
100 million 7 9
150 million 1 »
200 million 7 10
300 million 1 1
400 million 12 8
700 million 1 1
1 billion 13 14
1.5 billion 1 -
2 billion 11 7
3.5 billion 1 1
S billion 1S 7
7.5 billion 2 1
10 billion 12 10
DK 37 37

371972 Now using the same desirability card as we did earlier, I would

like to aak you a few questions on disarmament. If our
governmant decided to aign a general disarmament treaty, there
are probably aome conditiona that you would want our country to
insiat upon. Taking one condition at a time, how desirable is
it that it be met before our country actually aigns a treaty?

Reach an agreement with Ruasaia to limit the number of
anti-missile missilea (ABM’s). (MIS/Nehnevajsa)

+3 +2 +1 O -1 -2 -3 DK

43 15 11 14 S 3 9 7
Agree with Russia to have no anti-miassile missiles (ABM’s)
at all. (MIS/Nehnevajsa)
+3 +2 +1 O -1 -2 -3 DK

27 S 7 16 8 6 21 8



2 - 20

6/1972 Do you approve or disapprove of the agreement between Russia
and the U.S. . . . to limit the manufacture of nuclear
defenasive missiles (ABM’sa) (Harris 2216)

Agree 79

Disagree 12

Not Sure 9
7/1972- Misasiles which can intercept and destroy enemy rockets
571974 launched against this country before they get near enough to

cause serioua damage.
If a development like the one described above were to be put
into operation, how much would it change your own life?

(Field/LMH)
7/1972 5/1974
Very much 9 10
Quite a bit 11 11
Slightly 7 6
Not very much 6 6
Not at all 11 11
NA - 5S4
DK - 2
NA & DK 56 56
7/1972- How much do you think it (defensive missiles] would change life
571974 for most people? (Field-LMH)
771972 571974
Very much 10 12
Quite a bit 13 12
Siightly 8 10
Not very much 7 S
Not at all 6 6
NA - 53
DK - 2
NA & DK =12 55
7/1972 How sure do you feel that this development would have
5/1974 beneficial results? (Field/LMH)
7/1972 571974
Absolutely sure 8 10
Quite sure 16 16
Not too sure 14 15
Would have none S 4q
NA - 54
DK - 2

NA & DK S7 56
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7/1972 (Asked of those 30% in 1972 and 26X in 1974 who were abaolutely

571974 sure or quite asure of beneficial resulta) What do you see as
the moat important benefits or good thingsa that might result if
such a development were actually to take place? (Field/LMH)

771972 5/1974
Provide added protection, protect,
safeguard country, make country
aecure, protect us 25 27
Make us feel safe, protected, help us
have peace of mind, less tension, fear 1S 12
Would deter aggression, enemy won’t
attack 13 20
Would save lives, peocple would
survive, keep us from being wiped out 12 14
Always nead better defenses,
necaessary for country 12 4
Might help bring peace, promote
peace, be no sense in war 3 S
Would intercept missiles before
they got here, before they do damage 15 14
Would make joba, increase employment 4 3
All others - 1
7/1972 How sure do you feel that this development would have a
S5/1974 drawback or bad results? (Field/LMH)
7/1972 571974
Absoclutely sure 4 4
Quite sure 9 S
Not too sure 16 17
Would have none 10 8
NA - 59
DK - 3

NA & DK 61 62
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7/1972 (Asked of those 13% in 1972 and 16% in 1974 who were absoclutely

571974 sure or quite sure of bad results) What do you see aas the most
important drawbacka or bad things that might result if such a
developmaent were actually to take place? (Field/LMH)

771972 5/1974

Cost too much, coat to develop too high i8 8
Should spend money for other things,

not weapons 7 11
It could be misused, used against

others 3 3
It could lead to war, annihilation i9 18
It continuea the arms race, they

have sare@ thing 20 20

All complaints againsat policy of
armamenta, violence wrong, nations

should truat each other 23 26
Too much potential for error, human
aerror, could go wrong 10 11
All others - 3
771972 How much would you like to see or how atrongly would you be
5/1974 oppoased to missiles which can intercept and destroy enemy

rockets launched againat this country before thaey get near
enough to cause serious damage? (Field/LMH)

7/1972 571974

Very atrongly opposed to 6 7
Somewhat strongly opposed to 3 2
Slightly opposed to 2 2
Neither opposed to nor would like to see S 6
Slightly like to asee 6 6
Somewhat strongly like to see 9 7
Very atrongly like to see 14 17
NA & DK S5 53
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7/1972 Which one or two of the people or groups listed in Question

571974 - - . do you think actually has the most say in deciding
whether space atations which would be manned by military
personnel who can aim rocketa and missiles at targets on earth
should be built? (Field/LMH)

7/1972 571974
Technical experts 19 19
Business leaders 4 4
Top government leaders 57 61
Congressmen 12 13
The courts » »
Organized conaumer groups » »
Individual peopla/the public 2 1
No one " »
DK & NA 4 -
# denotea < .5%
7/1972- Which one or two of the people or groups listed in Question
S/71974 «+ « « do you think has the leaat say in deciding whether apace

atations which would be manned by military personnel who can
aim rockets and missiles at targets on earth should be built?
(Field/LMH)

7/1972 S/1974

Technical experts

Buainesa leaders

Top government leaders
Congressmen

The courts

Organized consumer groups
Individual people/the public
No one

DK & NA

N e
(I T S Ny

(I
NN 0P
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7/1972- Which one or two of the people or groups mentioned in Question

571974 e« « « in order to protect the public interest, should have the
moat say in deciding whether space stations which would be
manned by military personnel who can aim rockets and missiles
at targets on earth should be built? (Field/LMH)

7/1972 571974

Technical experts 19 22

Bugineas leaders 1 1

Top government leaders 25 25

Congreassamen 10 13

The courts 1 1

Organized consumer groups 3 2

Individual people/the public 35 35

No one 2 1

DK & NA 4 -
7/1972- Which one or two of the people or groups mentioned in Question
571972 e « « 1in order to protect the public interest, should have the

leaat aay in deciding whether apace astations which would be
manned by military personnel who can aim rockets and missiles
at targets on earth should be built? (Field/LMH)

7/1972 S/71974

Technical experts 4 6
Buainess leaders 24 31
Top government leaders 14 20
Congreasmen ' S 3
The court 11 10
Organized consumer groups 11 16
Individual people/the public 9 11
No one 12 3
DK & NA i0 -
9/1972 Would you like to see the federal government spend more money,

lesa, or about the same amount of money on . . . anti-missile
ayatema? (Harris 2234)

More 15
Leas 33
About the Same 41
Not Sure 11
6/1973 Let me read you some possible areas of agreement that might

come out of the Nixon-Brezhnev talks in Washington this month.
For each, tell me if you would favor or oppose this agreement.
. . . further limiting anti-misaile (ABM) systema. (Harris

2330)
Favor 73
Oppose 10

Not Sure 17
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Let me read you some proposals which have been made for
possible agreements betweaen Ruasia and the United Statea. For
each, tell me if you would favor or oppose this agreement . . .
Further limiting anti-miasile (ABM) syatema (Harria 2351)

Favor 75
Oppose 12
Not Sure 13

Do you feel that the Russians have lived up to the terms they
agreed to under the first Strategic Arma Limitation Treaty
(SALT Treaty) with the United Statea, or don’t you think the
Russians have done @so? (Harris 7588)

Russians lived up to agreement 11
Not lived up to agreement 49
Not sure 40

Now using the same desirability card as we did juset now, I
would like to ask you a few questions on disarmament. If our
government decided to aign a general disarmament treaty, there
are probably aome conditions that you would want our country to
insiat upon. Taking one condition at a time, how desirable is
it that it be met before our country actually signs a treaty?
(MIS/Nehnevajsa)

Agree with Rusaia to have no anti-missile migssiles (ABM’s) at
all?

+3 +2 +1 O -1 -2 -3 DK
32 9 8 13 7 8 22 8
How effective do you feael our military defense is against a

Russian misasile attack on this country--very effective, only
somavhat effective, or not very effective? (Harria 792106)

Very effective 31
Only somewhat effective 43
Not very effective 21

Not sure S



571981

10/1981

571982

8/1982

871982

8/1982

Chapter 3
STAR WARS/STRATEGIC DEFENSE INITIATIVE

There are a number of practical uses that the space shuttle may
provide by taking as many as 400 flights into space and back
over the next several years. Tell me if, in your judgment,
each use I read off to you would be very important, only
somewhat important, or not very important at all?

Developing a military capability in space beyond what the
Russians are doing (Harris 812106)

Very important 68
Only somewhat important 20
Not important at all 10
Not sure 1

Should the emphasis of the U.S. space program be primarily on
national defense or on acientific exploration? (NBC/AP)

National defense 47
Scientific 43
Both (vol) 10

Do you approve or disapprove of our government’s present
policiea regarding defense againat nuclear war? (Abt 1 & Abt 2)

5782 7/82
Approve 46 43
Disapprove 35 42
Don’t know 18 15

Are you aware that the U.S. now has no means of defending
itself from incoming balliatic missilea? (Sindlinger)

Yes 32
No 66
Don’t know 2

If the U.S. had the capability of changing this situation by
deploying an antiballiastic missile defenae, would you favor it
being done? (Sindlinger)

Yes 86
No 10
No opinion 4

Would the cost of such a system be the primary factor which you
would use to judge whether it ahould be deployed? (Sindlinger)

Yas 27
No 73
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As you know, President Reagan recently proposed that the US
move ahead to develop a new defense system in outer apace. He
described the posaibilitiea of building laser-beam and particle
beam systems and stations in apace that could shoot down
nuclear miassilea. Now let me read you some statements about
this new proposal. For each, tell me if you tend to agree or
disagree. (Harria 832103)

While it might be possible to develop such defensive syastems
in outer space, once such means of deatruction were built, they
could easily be turned into threatening mankind with new and
frightening space wars. (Harris 832103)

Agree 72
Disagree 24
Not sure 4

Since it will take many years to develop such a defense
againat nuclear attack, the proposal does not really ease the
poaaibilities of nuclear war in the next thirty years. (Harris
832103)

Agree 62
Disagree 32
Not saure 6

Once the Russians knew we were building a new outer space
anti-nuclear defense syastem, they would be more willing to
negotiate a treaty that would halt the nuclear arma race.
(Harria 832103)

Agree 40
Disagree 55

Not sure S

The only way to avoid a nuclear war is to develop new waeapons
in space that can shoot down all nuclear missilea. (Harris
832103)

Agree 38
Disagree 57
Not sure S

All in all, do you favor or oppose spending billions of dollars
for the U.S. to develop a laaar-beam and particle-baeam outer
apace defenase syatem? (Harris 832103)

Favor 36
Oppoae S8
Not sure S
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Now let me ask you about some specific things Preasident Reagan
has done. How would you rate him on . . . -- excellent, pretty
good, only fair, or poor?

Hia proposasing to conatruct new weapona aystems in outer apace
that would be capable of shooting down nuclear missiles with
laser and particle beams. (Harris 832103)

Excellent 17
Pretty good 24
Only fair 24
Poor 25
Not sure 10

Have you heard or read about a proposal by Reagan that the U.S.
develop defensive military weapons using lasers and particle
beama to shoot down enemy miasilea? (ABC/WP)

Yes 65
No 34
No opinion 1

Do you favor or oppose developing such defensive weapons, or
what? (ABC/WP)

Favor 54
Opposae 37
No opinion 8

Just your best guess, if the United States does develop such
defenaive weapons, would that increase or reduce the arma race
between the United States and the Soviet Union, or what?
(ABC/WP)

Increase S7
Decrease 24
Not change (vol) 9
No opinion 10

President Reagan has proposad developing a defensive aystem
that would destroy incoming Ruaaian miaailes before they reach
the United Statea. Some people say it might be difficult
technologically, but we should try to develop it. Other people
say it would be impractical, expenaive and aoundas like acience
fiction. Do you think we ahould try to develop the ayatem, or
not? (CBS/NYT)

Should &7
Should not 25
Don’t know 8
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Under such an agreement (a proposed nuclear freeze), neither
the United Statea nor the Soviet Union would be permitted to
further develop an anti-nuclear asystem for defensive

purposes.

In view of thia, would you continue to favor an

agreement between the two nationa for an immediate verifiable
freeze on the testing, production, and deployment of nuclear
weapona, or would you now oppose such a freze? (AIPO 214G)

Continue to favor freeze 63

Now oppose
No opinion

23
13

Do you think the chances for world peace would be greater if
the U.S. had a defense system capable of stopping nuclear
missilea, or if the U.S. freezes production of nuclear weapons

equal to the Soviet Union? (A. Finkelstein)

Star Wars
Freaeze
Not sasure

Which of the following
American security? (A.

Star Wars defense

Don’t know
Nuclear submarine
MX missile

B-1 bomber
Cruise misasile

Do you favor or oppose
would operate in space
any incoming missiles?

Favor
Oppose
Don’t know

(Californial

S2
34
14

weapons systems is most important to
Finkelatein) ([(Californial

S5
23
11
S
3
3

plans to develop defensive weapons that
in order to protect the US by deatroying
(Penn & Schoen)

75
17
8

If a nuclear freeze were negotiated, should development of sasuch
defenaive apace weapons continue or should development be

abandoned? (Penn & Schoen)
Continue 54
Abandon 35

Don’t Know

11
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How satisfied are you with the current state of our nuclear
defensea? (Penn & Schoen)

Very satiafied 13
Somevwhat asatisfied 41
Somewhat diasatiafied 23
Very disasatisfied 15
Don’t know 8

Now I am going to read you a list of statementas. Please tell
me for each if you agree or disagree . . . Ronald Reagan’s plan
to put satellite weaponry in space is a bad idea and should not
be funded by Congresa? (Hart) [Illinoisl

Agreae 47
Disagree 36
Not sure 17

Now let me read you several proposals that some people have
made. For each one I read, please tell me if this would help
arms control and national security a lot, help asome, help very
little, or hurt arms control and national security? . . A ban
by both aides on satellite weapons in apace (Hart) [Illinoial

Help a lot 46
Help aone 26
Help very little 13
Hurt 8
Not sure 7

Now, let me ask you about specific bills that have been paased
by the House of Representativea on which Speaker 0’Neill has
taken leadership positions. For each, tell me if you favor or
opposae that bill. . . refusing to give funds for developing
weapons for use in warfare in outer space. (Harris)

Favor S1
Oppose 44
Not aure S



7/1984

7/1984

7/1984

3 -6

As you know, the naegotiations between the U.S. and Russia to
reduce nuclear arms broke down in Geneva. Now the Rugasians
have propoased that the two countries ait down in Vienna in
September to discuss an agreement to outlaw the use of weapons
in outer apace. The U.S. agreed to auch negotiationa but asaid
it would also raise nuclear arms negotiationa at those talks.
The Ruasasians said they found the U.S. anawer totally
unsatisfactory and would meet to discuss only the outer-sapace
weapona. Now there is some doubt that any negotiations will
take place in September.

Do you favor or oppose the U.S. and the Soviet Union sitting
down to negotiate an agreement to outlaw the use of weapons in
outer space? (Harris)

Favor 82
Oppose 16
Not Sure 2

How optimistic are you that the U.S. and Russia will come to
an agreement anytime soon to outlaw the use of weapons in
apace--very optimiatic, somewhat optimistic, not very
optimiatic, or not optimiatic at all? (Harris)

Very optimiatic 9
Somawhat optimistic 23
Not very optimiatic 36
Not optimiatic at all 31

0Of course, everyone is more intereasted in some things being
carried in the newa than in othera. Is news about . . .
developmentas in so-called "atar-wars" weaponsa to defend againat
nuclear ballistic misajiles something you have recently been
following fairly closely, or just following casually, or not
paying much attention to? (Roper)

Following closely 27
Following casually 43
No attention or don’t know 30

President Reagan has proposed that the United States build a
space-based defense syatem against incoming missiles. Many
people think that this is a good idea because it would give us
an advantage over the Ruasians in thia area, which would help
deter a Soviet attack. Many othera feel that a space-based
defenase ayatem is a bad idea because it would escalate the arnmsa
race and increase the risk of a nuclear confrontation with
Ruasia. How do you feel--do you think the United States should
or should not build a apace-based defense system? (Roper)

Should build S4
Should not 34
Don’t know 12
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Would you support a US attempt to build a defensive asystem
against nuclear misailes and bombera? (Abt 4)

Yesa 80
No 16
Don’t know 4

Would you support a US attempt to built a defenasive system
againat nuclear misasilea and bomberas under the following
conditiona: (Abt 4)
Yes No Don’t
Know

A) 1f it did not use nuclear exploaives

and was only partially effective such as

being able to shoot down 90% of all Soviet

nuclear misasileas and bombers, and letting

10% get through? S7 35 8
B) if it uased nuclear exploeives and was

only partially effective auch aa being able

to shoot down 90x of all Soviet nuclear

miassiles and bombera, and letting 10%

get through? 44 48 8
C) if it was expenaive and increased defense

spending by at leaat 10X and increased

government apending by 3%7 S8 35 7

Regardless of who you may vote for in this election, who do
you think did better in the debate--Walter Mondale or Ronald
Reagan?

Let me read you some specific quesations about the (second 1984
Presidential) debate. Regardlesa of who you may vote for in
this election, who do you think was more convincing on whether
to go ahead with the development of a *Star Warsa' system in
space that would be used to destroy all incoming weapons--
Walter Mondale or Ronald Reagan? (Harria/BW 842233b)

Debate Star Wars
Mondale 37 23
Reagan 47 S7
Neither (vol) 12 S

Not sure 4 15
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10/1984® What one thing that either of the candidates said or did
tonight made the strongest impression on you? (Who said or did
that?) (CBS/NYT)

MONDALE
Freeze-Weapona S Style 4
Issues 3 Negative Style 3
Star Warese 2 Central America 2
Leaderahip 2 Lebanon 2
Knowledge 1 Summation 1
Defenae 1 Attacka on Reagan 1
REAGAN
Style S Age Comment/Humor S
Isauea S
Trade Weapona Information 4
Defenae/USSR 4 Leader 3
Star Wars 2 Better Than Before 2
Attacks on Mondale 2 Rattled/Age 2
Knowledgeable 1 Lebanon 1
Economy 1 Carter Adminiatration 1
GENERAL ISSUES

Immigration 1

Nuclear Arms 1

Nothing 11

No Opinion 20

10/1984%f Some people have proposed a defense system in space to protect
the United States from nuclear attack, the concept called
"Star Wara.™ Do you think this would make ua more secure, or
would it juast apeed up the arma race? (CBS/NYT)

Make more secure 31
Speed up arms race 48
Both (vol) 3
Neither (vol) 2
No opinion 16
1171984 (Now here are some agreements the U.S. and the Soviet Union

night make. Would you favor or oppose each of these
agreements?) . . . An agreement to outlaw the uae of weapona in
outer space? (Harris)

Favor 66
Oppoae 32
Not sure 3
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Ronald Reagan has proposed developing a defensive nuclear
system in space that would destroy incoming missiles before
they reach the United States, a ayatem some people call "Star
Wara.” Do you think such a ayatem could work? (CBS/NYT)

Yes 62
No 23
No opinion 15

Do you think that developing this sytem would make
negotiationa with the Soviet Uniion easier? (CBS/NYT)

Yes 48
No 41
No opinion 11

Do you think this would make the arms race more dangerous
than it is now? (CBS/NYT)

Yes S54
No 35
No opinion 11

Do you think this would be worth the amocunt of money it would
coat? (CBS/NYT)

Yes : 40
No 46
No opinion 14

Would having this system make you feel secure or would
putting nuclear weapons in space worry you? (CBS/NYT)

Make feel secure 25
Worry you 60
Both (vol) 4
Neither (vol) 2

No opinion 8
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171985 What do you expect Ronald Reagan to accompliah in the next four
yeara? (CBS/NYT)
No opinion 21
Nothing 15
Improve economy 11
Reduce deficit S

Continue Ronald Reagan program
More jobsa

Arms talks/USSR/peace

Lower inflation

Cut taxes

War/nuclear war

Generally negative

Improve foreign policy
General better

Defense/Star Wars

Increase deficit

Lower intereast rates

Do more for the middle claas
Incraeaase aocisl programa
Cut aocial programs

Cut social security

Other

PRPREREBRERNNOOOWONNN

171985 Have you heard or read about a proposal by Reagan that the U.S.
develop defenaive military weapona using lasers and particle
beamsa to shoot down enemy miassilea? (ABC/WP 179)

Yes 63
No 35
No opinion 2
1/1985 Do you favor or oppose developing such defenasive weapons, or

what? (ABC/WP 179)

Favor 49
Opposae 44
No opinion 7
171985 If the United States does develop such defensive weapons, would

that increase or reduce the arms race between the United States
and the Soviet Union, or what? (ABC/WP 179)

Increase 67
Decrease 21
Not change 6

No opinion S
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As you know, the United States is presently planning to spend
26 billion dollars over the next five yearas for reasearch on
ways to conduct war in outer apace. The adminigstration calls
this project the strategic defenae initiative and the press
has nicknamed it "Star Wars." How much would you say you have
heard or read about thia project: a lot, or some, or a little
or haven’t you heard anything yet about Star Wars? (LAT a3

A lot 24
Sone 30
A little 33
Nothing 12
Not aure 1

Some people say that the first thing we have to do is conduct
Star Wars research to find out if the idea works. Then when
we know what is at stake, there will be time enough to
negotiate with the other aside. But other people saay that,
just as soon aa one aside starts research, the other aside will
try to improve its weapons so they can avoid Star Wars
defenases, and nuclear development escalates. Do you think the
two sides should wait until research turns up something
before they negotiate or do you think the research should be
banned at the astart to avoid nuclear weapons escalation? (LAT
93)

Ban S5
Delay 33
Not sure 11
Refused 1

Generally speaking, do you favor or oppose an agreement to
outlaw the use of all military weapons in ocuter apace? Is
that (favor/oppose) strongly or somewhat? (LAT 93)

Favor strongly 43
Favor somewhat 16
Oppose somewhat 15
Oppose strongly 16

Not aure 10
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The idea behind our nuclear defense over the past forty years
is called "Mutual Assured Deatruction.” It says that what
keepas both the United Statea and the Soviet Union from firing
off their nuclear weapona at each other ia the certainty that
the other aide would counterattack with dreadful destruction.
Now some people think the "Star Wars"” system would desatabilize
this balance of terror. They claim that if one side had a way
to defend itaelf againat nuclear counterattack, it could launch
an aggressive war without fear of retaliation. Do you think
that a "Star Wara" ayatem threatena ita opponents or not? (LAT
a3y

Yes S6
No 28
Not sure (vol) 1S5
Refused 1

How closely have you followed the discussions over the
administration’s so called "Star Wars®” proposal--that ias, its
proposal to develop a space-baaed defense againat nuclear
attack? (AIPO 249G)

Very cloaely 16
Fairly cloaely S1
Not closely at all 30

Would you like to see the United States go ahead with the
development of such a syatem or not? (AIPO 249G)

Yea 52
No 38
No opinion , 10

In your opinion, would the United Statea’ developing this
ayatem increaae or decrease the likelihood of reaching a
nuclear arma agreement with the Soviet Union? (AIPO 249G)

Increase 47
Decrease 32
No difference 13
No opinion 8

In your opinion, would developing this system make the world
safer from nuclear destruction, or less safe? (AIPO 249G)

Make world safer SO
NMake world less safe 32
No difference (vol) 11

No opinion 7
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Do you want the United States to defend Americans against
Soviet misailes? (Finkelatein)

Yes 30

Did you know that the United States has a treaty with the
Soviet Union not to protect Americans from a Soviet missile
attack? (Finkelstein)

No 83

President Reagan has proposed that the US move ahead to develop
a new defense system in outer space and on the ground. He
described the possibilitiea of building laser-beam and
particle-beam ayatema and stations in space and on the ground
that could shoot down incoming nuclear miassilea. Now let me
read you some atatementa about this new proposal. For each,
tell me if you tend to agree or disagree. (Harris)

Once the Russians knew we were building a new outer space
anti-nuclear defense system, they would be more willing to
agree to a treaty that would halt the nuclear arms race.

Agree S2
Disagree 44
Not sure 4

The only way to avoid a nuclear war is to develop new weapons
in space that can shoot down all nuclear missiles. (Harris)

Agree 144
Disagrae S2
Not sure 4

Once it looked as though we were capable of defending against
today’s nuclear weapons, the Soviets would then go all-out to
develop new kinds of nuclear and other weapons we couldn’t
defend againat. (Harris)

Agree 75
Diaagree 20
Not asure S

Even though President Reagan wants to spend only 3.8 billion
at first on developing a laser defense asyatem, the coat could
rigse to $25 billion to #5S0 billion on a syatem that might not
even work. (Harris)

Agree 63
Diasagree 30
Not Sure 7
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All in all, do you favor or oppose spending billions of dollars
for the U.S. to develop a laser-beam and particle-beam outer
space defenae aystem? (Harris)

Favor 39
Oppose =13
Not aure S

Now, because of this deterrence that has existed, both the U.S.
and Russia have tried to discourage the other country from
developing defenses against nuclear weapona. The reason is that
if one country thought the other was about to find a way to
shoot down its nuclear weapona, it might be tempted to use itsa
nuclear weapons first. In other words, one side developing a
real defense against nuclear weapons could deatabilize
relationa between the two countries. Does this argument make
sense to you or not? (Harris)

Makes sense 5S4
Does not make sense 42
Not aure 4

President Reagan haas proposed that the United States build a
space-based defense system against incoming miasiles. Many
paople think that thias is a good idea because it would give us
an advantage over the Russians in this area, which would help
deter a Soviet attack. Many others feel that a apace-based
defense system is a bad idea bacauae it would escalate the arma
race and increase the risk of a nuclear confrontation with
Ruasia. How do you feel--do you think the United Stateas should
or ahould not build a space-based defense system? (Roper 85-3)

Should build S2
Should not 36
Don‘’t know 12

Can the United States protect itself from incoming nuclear
nisasilea? (Sindlinger/CPD)

Yes S
No 57
Not sure 18

Hope so 16
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Current U.S. policy is to deter a Soviet nuclear attack by
threatening massive retaliation againat the Soviet Union, while
at the same time leaving the United States defenaseless against
a Soviet nuclear attack. This strategy is often referred to as
MAD (which stands for Mutual Assured Destruction), or as the
“"balance of terror."™ Which one of the following statementa do
you feel most comfortable with? (Sindlinger/CPD)

A. The current strategy does not need to be changed.

No need to change 12
Needa to be changed 74
No opinion 14

B. The current strategy is dangerous and does not
sufficiently defend the United States.

Yes 61
No 30
No opinion =

If *Star Wars" can be made to work, and there is a choice
between the current mutual assured destruction ('*balance of
terror") strategy or the new plan of *Star Wars," which would
be your number one choice? (Sindlinger/CPD)

A. Keep the current strategy

Yes 10
No 80
No opinion 10

B. Or develop and deploy *“Star Wars'?

Yes 77
No 10
No opinion 13

Under what conditions would you support the President’s
Strategic Defense proposals? (Sindlinger/CPD)

A. If it could destroy almost all incoming missiles?

Yes 84
No 11
Not sure S

B. If it could destroy at least half of incoming missiles?
Yes 72
No 19
Not sure 9

C. If it defends only U.S. retaliatory missilea?
Yes 61
No 27
Not sure 12
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S5/1985 Would the development of “Star Wars" (the President’s strategic
defense strategy) make the United States more secure or less
secure? (Sindlinger/CPD)

More aecure 73
Less secure 9
No difference 10
Not sure 8
5/1985 Currently the civilian population of the United States has no

corplete defenase againat any enemy nuclear attack. Even if a
perfect defense cannot be developed, would you favor and
support developing a system which protects most of our
population, even if it cannot protect everyone?

(Sindlinger/CPD)
Yes 85
No 2
Not sure 13
571985 According to the beat information available, the Soviet Union

now haas 1,398 land-based missiles which could reach the United
States. On the other hand, we have 1,030 land-based missiles
which could reach the Soviet Union. Which of these conditionsa
would make you moat secure? (Sindlinger/CPD)

A. The U.S. and the U.S.S.R. agreed to freeze their nuclear
arsenala at present levela?

Yes 48
No ’ 49
No opinion 3
B. The U.S. built the President’s strategic defense system?
Yea 65
No 16
No opinion 19
C. The U.S. built more missiles to equal the Soviet Union?
Yes 36
No 25
No opinion 39
571985 Some people say that in the development of any strategic

defense system that could destroy incoming misaileas, the Soviet
Union is far ahead of the United States, while other people are
saying that the United States is far ahead of the Soviet

Union. What do you think? (Sindlinger/CPD)

Soviet Union ahead 34
Soviet Union behind 26
Both the same 17

Not sure 23
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Would you favor development and an eventual deployment of a
*Star Wars" defense aystem for the United Stateas, even if it
meant that the U.S. would have to renegotiate or withdraw from
our exiasting arms control agreements with the Soviet Union?
(Sindlinger/CPD)

Yes 69
No 7
No opinion 24

Throughout the arms control talks, President Reagan has
insisted that the U.S. continue to do research on the Star Wars
defenae ayastem in space. Do you think that developing such a
syatem is more likely to produce an arma control agreement with
the Sovietas, lesa likely, or don’t you think that the Star Wars
syatem has any impact on arma control negotiationa? (YSW)

NMore likely 37
No impact 25
Leaa likely 25
Not aure (vol) 13

From what you know about it, do you think that building the
so-called Star Wara defense aystem in apace is a good idea for
the U.S. or a bad idea? (YSW)

Good idea S1
Bad idea 35
Not sure 14

Have you read or heard about plana by the Reagan administration
to develop weapons in outer space that could destroy nuclear
nissiles fired at the United States by the Soviet Union or
other countries? Reagan calls the research on these weapons
SDI, for Strategic Defense Initiative, and some people refer to
it as "Star Wars.'" (ABC/WP)

Yea, have heard or read 84
No, have not read or heard 16
Don‘t know or no opinion 1

Supporters say such weapona could guarantee protaction of the
United States from nuclear attack and are worth whatever they
coat. Opponents say such weapona will not work, will increase
the arms race, and that the reseach will coat many billiona of
dollars. How about you: would you say you approve or
disapprove of plana to develop such space-based weapona?
(ABC/WP)

Approve 41
Disapprove 53
Don’t know S



7/1985

7/1985

771985

771985

3 - 18

(For those 41% who approved) Currently the U.S. and the Soviet
Union have an anti-ballistic missile treaty that prohibits both
nations from developing certain weapons. Suppose the U.S. had
to violate or abandon that treaty in order to develop the
space-based weapona. Would you atill favor the development of
those apace-based weapona, or not? (ABC/WP)

Yesa, would atill favor 63
No, would not still favor 32
Don’t know or no opinion S

Do you think that President Reagan’s proposed "star wars™
system increaases or decreasea the threat of nuclear war--or
makeas no difference in thia respect? (YSW)

Increases threat 30
Makeas no difference 34
Decreases threat 26
Not asure (vol) 10

How much have you heard or read about President Reagan’s
propoaal to develop a apace-based anti-missile defense aystem--
somnetimes called "star wars"? Have you read or heard a great
deal, a fair amount, not very much, or nothing at all? (Roper
85-7)

Great deal 23
Fair amount 3e
Not very much 30
Nothing at all 10
Don’t know 1

President Reagan has proposed that the United States build a
aspace-based defense ayatem against incoming miasilea. Many
people think that this is a good idea because it would give us
an advantage over the Russiansa in this area, which would help
deter a Soviet attack. Many others feel that a space-based
defense system is a bad idea because it would eascalate the arma
race and increase the risk of a nuclear confrontation with
Russia. How do you feel--do you think the United States should
or should not build a space-based defense asyatem? (Roper 85-7)

Should build 43
Should not 35
DPon’t know 22
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Here are some arguments that have been made in favor of a
apace-based anti-miaaile defenae aystem. (Hand reapondent card)
For an argument to be convincing it haas to be both important and
true. If it ian’t important, or ian’t true, it isn’t
convincing. Would you tell me for each of thease argumenta
whether you find it a very convincing argument for a apace-based
anti-missile defenase system, or somewhat convincing, or not very
convincing, or not at all convincing? (Roper 85-7)

vC SC NVC NAAC DK

A space-based anti-miaaile defensae

ayatem would reduce the risk of war

by eliminating the chance that the

Soviets would launch an attack

againsat us. 22 35 21 12 10
A space-based anti-misaile defense

ayatem would utilize the U.S. advantage

in technical know-how and give the U.S.

an edge over the Sovieta in nuclear

military capability. 20 36 22 11 11
Development of a apace-based

anti-miasile defense syatem by the

U.S. would encourage the Soviats to

come to an agreement with the U.S.

on controlling nuclear arma. 17 29 27 16 11
The world would be safer if

the U.S. and the Soviet Union could

each rely on a apace-based

anti-misaile defense system for their

security rather than relying, aa they

now do, on offensive misaile ayatema to

deter each other from launching

an attack. 19 30 21 16 14
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Here are some arguments that have been made against a apace-based
anti-misaile defenae asystem. (Hand reapondent card) Would you
tell me for each of those arguments whether you find it a very
convincing argument against a aspace-based anti-misaile defense
systen, or somewhat convincing, or not very convincing, or not at
all convincing? (Roper 85-7)

vC SC NVC NAAC DK

If the U.S. triea to develop

a spaced-based anti-miassile defense

ayatem it would increase the chance

that the Soviets would launch an

attack againat us before we are

able to inastall the system. 11 25 34 17 13
A space-based anti-miasaile defense

ayatem would be very costly, reducing

the amount we could apend on domeatic

social and economic programs. 31 35 18 7 S
A space-based anti-missile defense

aystem isn‘t worth its high cost

because it would only be partially

effective because it would not

intercept all incoming missiles. 19 33 23 10 1S
If the U.S. developed a apace-

baaed anti-miaasile ayatem, the

Soviets would try to develop waya

to overcome it, thereby apeeding

up the nuclear arms race. 29 33 17 8 13

In 1983, the United States announced a research program into a
atrategic defense syastem which might be able to destroy
attacking enemy miaasilea before they hit their targets. Thia
program is called the Strategic Defenae Initiative or SDI. How
mruch have you heard or read about the U.S. Strategic Defense
Initiative or SDI--a great deal, a fair amount, not very much,
or nothing at all? (DMI)

A great deal 10
A fair amount 27
Not very much 43
Nothing at all 20
Some people have referred to SDI as "Star Wars."™ Have you ever

heard or read of any US defense initiative referred to in thisa
way? (DMI)

Yesa 79
No 21
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Some people say that research on a defense against
nuclear-armed missiles, such as SDI, is a good idea because it
will help deter a Soviet attack, increase the chance of
reaching an arms control agreement, and reduce the risk of war.

Other peope asay that research on a defense againsast
nuclear-armed missiles, such aa SDI, ia a bad idea because it
will upaet the balance of power between the U.S. and the USSR,
accelerate the arma race, and increase the risk of war.

Which atatement ia cloaser to your own opinion--that research
on a defense againat nuclear-armed misailea ias a good idea or a
bad idea? (DMI)

Good idea 67
Bad idea 30
No opinion 3

How much have you heard or read about a Soviet strategic
defense research program much like the U.S.’a SDI--a great
deal, a fair amount, not very much, or nothing at all? (DMI)

Great deal 3
Fair amount 14
Not very much 48
Nothing at all 36

If it became known that the Soviet Union was conducting
advanced research on a atrategic defense system similar to the

research proposed by the U.S., would you be . . . more likely
to support U.S. research in this area . . . leaa likely to
aupport U.S. research . . . or wouldn’t this change your

poaition at all? (DMI)

More likely 64
Leaa likely S
No difference 30

Some people believe that the best way to avoid war is to
develop a defense againast nuclear-armed miasiles and that
reaearch ahould go on in thia area even if it meana not getting
a nuclear arms control agreement with the Soviet Union.

Other people believe that the beat way to avoid a war is to
achieve a nuclear arma control agreement with the Soviet Union
and that research on a defenase againat nuclear-armed missiles
is primarily a bargaining chip which would be given up in
return for a nuclear arms control agreement.

Which statement is closer to your own opinion, that research
on an anti-missile defense asyatem ia the beat way to avoid war
and should go on, or that research on an anti-missile defense
syatem ia best as a bargaining chip to achieve nuclear arme
control and could be given up? (DMI)

Way to avoid war 51
Bargaining chip 47
No opinion 2
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8/1985 Some people feel the United States should try to develop a
space-based Star Wars system to guard against a nuclear
attack. Others oppose such an effort because they asay it would
be too costly and eacalate the armas race. Which viaw comes
closer to your own? (AIPO/NW)

Try to develop 45
Oppose 47
Don’t know 8
971985 Have you heard or read anything about a program called the

Strategic Defense Initiative, or SDI, also known as 'Star
Wara'? (Marttila & Kiley)

Yes 69
No 31

971985 What exactly is S.D.I., or Star Wars? What do you know about
it? (Marttila & Kiley)
Protection, defense from nuclear weapons 19
Reference to outer apace 17
Reference to weapons, nuclear weapons 12

General reference to nuclear weapons in space
Satellite defense asystems

Laser defense asyatem

Theoretical, undeveloped plan

Nuclear defense ayatem in apace

Unfavorable comment

Coat too much money

Favorable comment

Reagan plan

All other

Inaccurate, semi-accurate deacription 11
Not sure 26

WrE RPN LD OO®

9/1985 In 1972, the United States and the Soviet Union signed the ABM
treaty, which prohibited either nation from teating or
deploying a national syatem of defense againat long-range
nuclear misailea. Had you previously been aware of this ABM
treaty, as far as you can recall? (Marttila & Kiley)

Yea 36
No 64



9/1985

9/1985

3 - 23

The Reagan adminiatration is now working on this program known as

Star Warsa.

It will attempt to build a new defenaive syatem in

ocouter apace that could shoot down nuclear miasilea fired at the

U.s.

Since the program is currently only a reaearch project,

it

ia imposaible to predict how complete a defenae it will provide.

I’m going to read a liat of four posaible Star Ware systems.
tell me if you would astrongly support,

each one,

or strongly oppose building each type of ayatem.

Kiley)

A. A aystem that waa perfect and could
succeaafully defend againat all incoming
nuclear weapona.

B. A syatem that could protect our
missile sitea and some population
centers, but could not guarantee

the safety of many of our major cities.
C. A ayatem designed only to protect
U.S. misailea, key military baaea, and
Waahington, D.C., but not other areaa.
D. A system that could provide a
complete defense againat long-range
nuclear missilea, but cannot defend
againat missiles fired from submarines
or bombers.

SS

S8

12

8

S

28

32
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32
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34

39

34

aupport,
(Marttila &

SO

16

34

17

For

oppoae,

NS

10

Now I’m going to read several statements people have made abut the

Star Wars proposal.
Waras and some argue againat it.

Some of the astatementa argue in favor of Star
Regardless of how you feel,

please listen to each statement and tell me whether you atrongly
atrongly disagree with

agree,
each one.

moatly agree, mostly disagree, or
(Marttila & Kiley)

A. If we build the Star Wars systenm
the Soviets will juat start building
more and more weapons until they

can penetrate it.

B. Star Wars is the kind of bold, new
atep we need to lead us away from the
arms race.

C. Star Wars will make nuclear weapons
impotent and obsolete.

D. It would be a dangerous mistake to
expand the nuclear arms race into outer
apace.

E. Star Wars will encourage the Soviet
Union to reach an agreement with us to
reduce nuclear weapons.

F. The Soviet leaders are extremely
concerned about Star Wara, which meana
we muat be on the right track with

this idea.

G. Even if it’s a good idea, Star Wars
costs too much to seriously consider
building, especially at a time when our

federal deficit is already at an all-time

high.
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Supporters of the ABM treaty say it has made the world safer by
giving both the United Stateas and the Soviet Union the aecurity
of knowing that the other side cannot use nuclear weapons
without being deatroyed in retaliation. At some point,
development of Star Wara will require the U.S. to either
withdraw from the ABM Treaty or violate the Treaty. If you had
to choose between developing Star Waras or keeping the ABM
Treaty, which would you choose? (Marttila & Kiley)

Develop Star Wara 37
Keep ABM Treaty 48
Not sure 15

From what you know about it, do you think that building the
ao-called Star Wars defense ayastam ias a good idea for the U.S.
or a bad idea? (YSW)

Good idea S4
Bad idea 28
Not sure 18

Have you read or heard about plans by the Reagan administration
to develop weapons in outer space that could destroy nuclear
missilea fired at the United States by the Soviet Union or
other countriea? Reagan calls the research on these weapons
SDI, for Strategic Defense Initiative, and eome people refer to
it aas "Star Warsa.' (ABC/WP)

Yea, have heard or read 85
No, have not read or heard 14
Don’t know or no opinion 1

Have you read or heard a great deal about plans for such
apace-based weapons, a fair amount, or very little? (ABC/WP)

Great deal 19
Fair amount 44
Very little 35
Don’t know/No opinion 1

Supporters say such weapons could guarantee protection of the
United States from nuclear attack and are worth whatever they
coat. Opponentas say such weapons will not work, will increase
the arms race, and that the research will coat many billionsa of
dollars. How about you: would you say you approve or
disapprove of plana to develop such space-based weaponsa?
(ABC/WP) -

10/85 7/85
Approve 48 41
Disapprove 46 53

Don’t know S S
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In general, which would you say is more important: for the
United States to develop space based weapons to defend against
nuclear attack, or for the U.S. and the Soviet Union to agree
to a substantial reduction of nuclear armea by both countriea?
C(ABC/WP)

For the U.S. to develop space weapons 20
For the U.S. & USSR to agree to arms reductionsa 74
Both equally (vol) 2
Don‘’t know/no opinion 4

How closely have you followed the discussions over the
administration’s so called "“Star Warsa' proposal--that is, ita
propoaal to develop a space-based defense against nuclear
attack--very closely, fairly closely, or not at all? (AIPO
258G)

Very closaely 15
Fairly closely 46
Not at all 36
No opinion 3

(Asked of 61% who followed Star Wars very or fairly closely)
Would you like to see the United States go ahead with the
developmrent of such a ayatem? (AIPO 258G6)

Yes, develop 61
No, don’t develop 28
No opinion 11

(Asked of 61X who followed Star Wars very or fairly closely)

In your opinion would the United Statea’ developing thia ayatenm
increase or decrease the likelihood of reaching a nuclear arms
agreement with the Soviet Union? (AIPO 2586G)

Increase chances of agreement 48
Decrease chanceas of agreement 36
No difference & no opinion 16

(Asked of 61% who followed Star Wars very or fairly closely)
In your opinion would developing this asystem make the world
safer from nuclear destruction, or leas safe? (AIPO 258G)

Make world safer 44
Make world less safe 29
No difference & no opinion 27

Soviet leader Gorbachev has proposed that the United States and
the Soviet Union agree to cut their strategic missile forces by
50 percent and to negotiate a total ban on the development and

deployment of space-based weapons. Do you favor or oppose this
proposal? (AIPO 238G)

Favor 47
Opposae 32
No opinion 21



10/1985

1071985

1071985

10/198S

1171985

3 - 26

Soviet leader Gorbachev has offered to cut Soviet long-~-range
nuclear weapona by S50% if the U.S. will atop research on
President Reagan’a Strategic Defense Initiative, commonly known
as the Star Wara plan. Do you think that’as a fair trade, or
that it is a bad idea, or don’t you think you know enough to be
aure? (Harrias/BW)

A fair trade 10
Bad idea 37
Don’t know enough to be aure 52
Not sure 1

What if the U.S. were able to continue research on Star Wars,
but agreed not to actually deploy that space-based defense
aystem in return for major Soviet reductiona in long-range
nuclear weapona? Do you think that’s a fair trade-off, is it a
bad idea, or don’t you think you know enough to be sure?
(Harria/BW)

A fair trade 27
A bad idea 24
Don’t know enough to be sure 47
Not sure 2

Have you heard or read enough about the proposed Strategic
Defense Initiative, often referred to as "Star Wars,” to have
an opinion about it? (NBC/WSJ)

Yes S5
Haven’t heard or read enough 45

(Asked of those who had heard or read enough to have an
opinion) Do you favor or oppose the development of 'Star
Wars"? (NBC/WSJ)

Favor 36
Opposae 14
Not sure S

Have you read or heard about plans by the Reagan administration
to develop weapona in outer space that could destroy nuclear
missilea fired at the United Statea by the Soviet Union or
other countriea? Reagan calls the research on these weapons
SDI, for Strategic Defenae Initiative, and some people refer to
it aa "Star Wars." (ABC/WP)

Yea, have heard or read 83
No, have not read or heard 17
Don’t know or no opinion 1



11/1985

11/1985

11/198S

11/198S

3 - 27

Have you read or heard a great deal about plans for such
apace-based weapons, a fair amount, or very little? (ABC/WP)

11/85 10/85
Great deal 22 19
Fair amount 44 44
Very little 33 35
Don’t know/No opinion 1 1

Supporters say such weapons could guarantee protection of the
United States from nuclear attack and are worth whatever they
cost. Opponentas say such weapons will not work, will increaae
the arms race, and that the research will coast many billions of
dollars. How about you: would you say you approve or
disapprove of plans to develop such space-based weapons?
(ABC/WP)

11/85 10/85 7/85
Approve SS 48 41
Disapprove 38 46 53
Don’t know 6 S S

In general, which would you say is more important: for the
United States to develop space based weapons to defend againsat
nuclear attack, or for the U.S. and the Soviet Union to agree
to a subatantial reduction of nuclear arms by both countriea?
(ABC/WP)

11/85 10/85
To develop space weapons 21 20
To agree to arms reductions 71 74
Both equally (vol) 4 2
Don’t know/no opinion 4 S

Reagan says it is eassential for the U.S. to develop space based
weapons. Suppoase the only way to get an arma reduction
agreement with the Soviet Union is for the U.S. to stop
development of space based weapona. Should the U.S. agree to
that, or not? (ABC/WP)

Yea, US should agree to stop development 41
No, US should not agree to atop development 52
Don’t know/no opinion 6



11/1985a

11/1985a

11/1985a

11/1985a

11/1985b

3 - 28

Ronald Reagan has proposed developing a defensive nuclear
ayater in apace that would deatroy incoming misailes before
thaey reach the United States, a syatem aome people call "Star
Wara.” Do you think asuch a aystem could work? (CBS/NYT)

1785 11/85
Yes 62 58
No 23 27
No opinion 1S5 1S5

The Soviet Union has gaid it will not discusas a reduction in
nuclear missilea if the United Stateas goes ahead in developing
Star Wars. Do you believe they really mean that, or do you
think they’re juat aaying that? (CBS/NYT)

Really mean 42
Juast saying 48
Don’t know/No anaver 10

If it came down to only these choices, what should the United
Statea do--work to develop a Star Wars aystem and give up
negotiationa, or work to negotiate a reduction in nuclear
nissiles and give up Star Wars? (CBS/NYT)

Develop Star Wara 33
Negotiate 53
Neither (vol) 2
Don’t know/no anawver 12

Is the administration’s proposed Star Wars system intended to
protect the entire population, about half of the population, or
leaa than ten percent of the population? (CBS/NYT)

Entire population 30
About half 28
Leas than 10% 15
Don’t know/no anawer 27

If it came down to only these choices, what should the United
States do--work to develop a Star Wara system and give up
negotiationsa, or work to negotiate a reductioen in nuclear
miasiles and give up Star Wars? (CBS/NYT)

Develop Star Wars 31
Negotiate 49
Don’t know/No answer 20



11/1985

11/1985

11/1985

1171985

3 - 29

Is Reagan’s Strategic Defense Initiative, also known as Star
Wars, more likely to increase the chances of peace or more
likely to increase the chances of war? (AIPO/NW)

Increase chances of peace 53
Increase chances of war 32
Neither (vol) S
Don’t know 10

Should President Reagan accept some limits on the development
of hia Star Wars program in exchange for a fair treaty to limit
or reduce the levela of strategic nuclear weapons? Or should
Reagan resiat any limits on Star Ware development even if that
means not getting a treaty? (AIPO/NW)

Accept limits 46
Resiat limits 39
Don’t know 15

Missing from any agreement at the summit were the following
things. For each, tell me if you think it is highly
significant that nothing was done on them, somewhat
significant, not very significant, or hardly significant at
all. . . no agreement on Star Wars research (Harris)

Highly significant 35
Somewhat significant 28
Not very significant 1ée
Hardly asignificant at all 17
Not sure 4

What do you think is the most important topic that should be
discussed at the Geneva summnit meeting. . . nuclear weaponsa
disarmament, or a nuclear test ban, or outlawing nuclear
weapons in space, or reducing intermediate-range missiles
stationed in Europe, or peace talks for regional trouble-sapots,
or human rights, or cultural exchanges, or what? I could
repeat those, if you wish. Is there another important topic
that should be discuassed at the summit? (LAT)

Nuclear weapons disarmament S50
Peace talks for regional trouble spota 31
Human rights 22
Outlawing nuclear weapons in space i8
Nuclear test ban 12
Reducing intermediate range missilesa S
Cultural exchanges 6

Other (vol) 1



1171985

1171985

1171985

3 - 30

The United States has begun research on a defensive system that
would protect the United Statea against attack by
intercontinental ballistic missiles. The administration calls
thia project the Strategic Defense Initiative and the press has
nicknamed it "Star Wars." How much would you say you have
heard or read about this project: a lot, or some, or a little,
or haven’t you heard anything yet about Star Wars? (LAT)

A lot 23
Some 34
A little 34
Haven’t heard anything 8
Not aure 1

Some people say that the first thing we have to do is conduct
Star Wars research to find out if the idea worka. Then when we
know what is at stake, there will be time enough to negotiate
with the other aide. But other people aay that, just aas aoon as
one side atarta research, the other side will try to improve
its weapons so they can avoid Star Wara defenses, and nuclear
development escalates. Do you think the two sides should wait
until research turna up something before they negotiate or do
you think the research should be banned at the start to avoid
nuclear weapona escalation? (LAT)

11/85 1/85
Ban 41 55
Delay 44 33
Not aure 13 11
Refused 2 1

President Reagan says that Star Wars--the Strategic Defense
Initiative--is not negotiable and he insiats he will not
bargain it away at the summit in exchange for nuclear
disarmament. Do you think the President says this because he
believes in Star Wars and won’t give it up . . . or do you
think he says it because he wants to bargain from a position of
strength? (LAT)

Believes in Star Wars 28
Bargain from position of atrength S8
Not sure 13

Refused 1
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1171985

11/198S

1171985

3 - 31

It has been proposed that the United States and the Soviet
Union agree to outlaw the use of all military weapons in outer
space. Generally speaking, do you favor or oppose such an
agreement? Is that (favor/oppose) strongly or somewhat? (LAT)

Favor strongly 37
Favor somewhat 24
Oppose somewhat 15
Oppose strongly 16
Not sure 8

Which side would you say is now ahead in defenses against
nuclear weapons, the United States or the Soviet Union? (LAT)

us 38
Even (vol) 9
Soviets 36
Not sure 16
Refuased 1

Among the various types of defense systems proposed for Star
Wars research, two have been made public. One type involves
placing nuclear weaponas in space orbit, ready to be triggered
from the ground sc that their explosions would focus pumped
X-ray laser beams at enemy missiles or satellites. The other
type would not involve nuclear devices but would consist of
electromagnetic launchers, or "rail guns" on the ground which
would destroy targets in space. If you had to choose between
these two types of Star Wars aystems, would you prefer the
nuclear weapon or the non-nuclear weapon? (LAT)

Nuclear 12
Non-nuclear 77
Not sure 10
Refused 1

From what you have heard or read, how do you think Star Wars is
likely to be effective? Do you think it will someday be a
leakproof umbrella against enemy missilea, or will it be able
to reduce the number of missiles that can get through, or will
it be effective mainly against enemy satellites, or will it be
able to protect small areas where missilea are stored, or do
you think a Star Wars system will never be effective at all?
(LAT)

Reduce number of missiles getting through 32
Not sure 24
Never effective 22
Leakproof umbrella 10
Protect small areas 6
Effective against enemy satellites S

Refusad 1
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On the whole, do you think President Reagan’s Strategic Defense
Initiative--alao known aa Star Wara--ia more likely to increase
the chances of peace, or increase the chances of war? (LAT)

Increase chances of peace S54
No change (vol) 6
Increase the chancea of war 28
Not sure 11
Refused 1

Although no one has yet eastimated how much it will cost to
develop Star Waras, President Reagan has asked for a total of 26
billion dollars over the next five years for "research" on the
Strategic Defense Initiative. Considering the current budget
aituation, would you say that’a too much to spend on research,
or ia it about the right amount, or would you asay it ian’t
enough? (LAT)

Too much 59
Right 27
Not enough 7
Not sure 7

The idea behind our nuclear defense over the past forty years
is called "Mutual Assured Deatruction." It says that what keeps
both the United Statea and the Soviet Union from firing off
their nuclear weapons at each other ia the certainty that the
other side would counterattack with dreadful destruction. Now
some people think the "Star Wars" asystem would destabilize this
balance of terror. They claim that if one aside had a way to
defend itself againat nuclear counterattack, it could launch an
aggressive war without fear of retaliation. Do you think that a
"Star Wars" aystem threatens its opponents or not? (LAT)

11/85 1/85
Yes 54 56
No 32 28
Not sure 13 15
Refused 1 1

So that neither aide would feel threatened, it has been
auggeated that the United Statea and the Soviet Union disclose
to each other everything they know about how to defend against
intercontinental balliastic miassile attack. Would you favor or
oppose having both sides share their research on nuclear
defenaes? (LAT)

Favor 39
Oppose 5S4
Not sure 6

Refused 1



11/198S5

11/1985

11/1985

1171985

11/1985

3 - 33

Taking all things into consideration, do you think the United
Statea should develop a Strategic Defense Initiative--Star
Wars--or not? (LAT)

Develop 58
Do not develop 30
Not aure 11
Refused 1

There is some gquestion about whether research on Star Wars
violates a 1972 treaty that the United States signed with the
Soviet Union in which we promised not to develop, teat or
deploy anti-ballistic miasilea. Would you still be in favor of
going ahead with research on Star Wara even if it was in
violation of the anti-balliastic misaile treaty? (LAT)

Go ahead 65
Don’t go ahead 29
Not sure 6

If Preaident Reagan were willing to diacuss the Strategic
Defenae Initiative at the summit conference, he might be able
to trade it for a significant reduction of Soviet nuclear
weapona. On the other hand, he might also trade away an
opportunity for the United States to develop a defense againat
nuclear weapona. What do you think President Reagan should do
about Star Wars? Do you think he ahould place it on the
bargaining table in Geneva, or not? (LAT)

Should 37
Should not 53
Not sure S
Refuaed 1

The Reagan administration has proposed developing weapons in
outer space that could deatroy missiles fired at the United
States by other countriea. This is sometimes referred to as

“Star Wara." Is this aomething you have heard or read about?
(YSW)

Yaa 88

No S

Not sure (vol) 3

(Asked of the 88% who had heard of Star Wars) The Reagan
administration has proposed developing weapona in outer apace
that could destroy missiles fired at the United Statea by other
countries. This is sometimes referred to as ''Star Waras."” How
much would you say you know about Star Wars--a lot, little, or
nothing at all? (YSW)

A lot 18
A little 69
Nothing at all 12

Not sure 1
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1171983 (Asked of the 77X who said they knew a lot or a little about
Star Wars) The Reagan administration has propocaad developing
weapongs in outer space that could destroy misasilea fired at the
United Statea by other countriea. This ia sometimea referred
to aa '"Star Wara.*

Do you think this Star Wars defense system is likely to work or
not work? (YSW)

Likely to work 65
Likely not to work 22
Mixed, some of both (vol) 6
Not aure (vol) 8

In general, do you favor or oppose developing the Star Wars
defenae ayatem? (YSW)

Favor S9
Oppose 34
Not sure (vol) 7

Do you think that developing the Star Wars system will make us
feel more secure, less aecure, or make no difference either

way? (YSW)

More secure S8
Leaa secure 8
Make no difference 33
Not aure (vol) 2

Do you think that developing the Star Wars system will make it
easier to reach an arms control agreement with the Soviet
Union, more difficult to reach an agreement, or make no
difference either way? (YSW)

Easier 36
More difficult 33
Make no difference 28
Not sure (vol) 4

Do you think that developing the Star Wars system will increase
the risk of nuclear war, decrease the risk of nuclear war, or
nake no difference either way? (YSW)

Increase riak 20
Decreagse riak 36
Make no difference 41

Not sure (vol) 3
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11/1985 People have different ideas about what the goals of the summit
meeting should be. Please tell me whether you think each of
thease goals is very important for the summit meeting or not
very important: Reaching an arms control agreement in which
the United States stops building Star Wara defenae syatems and
the Soviet Union makes aimilar cutbacks in itas military ayatem?

(YSW)
Very important 74
Not very important 18
Not asure (vol) 8
1171985 Please tell me whether you think it is likely or unlikely that

each of these goals will be achieved at the summit meeting:
Reaching an arms control agreement in which the United States
stope building Star Waras defense systems and the Soviet Union
makes similar cutbacka in ita military ayatem? (YSW)

Likely 19
Not likely 73
Not sure (vol) 8
11,1985 Have you heard or read enough about the proposed Strategic

Defense Initiative, often referred to aa *Star Wara,™ to have
an opinion about it? (NBC/WSJ)

10/85 11/85
Yea 55 48
Haven’t heard or read enough 45 52
1171985 (Asked of those who had heard or read enough to have an

opinion) Do you favor or oppose the development of "Star
Wara'? (NBC/WSJ)

10/85 11785
Favor 36 32
Oppose 14 13
Not saure S 3
11/1985 (Asked of those who had heard or read enough to have an

opinion) Which statement comea closest to your feelinga about
Star Wara? (NBC/WSJ)

We should build a syastem no

matter what the Soviets do. 52
We ahould agree not to build

it if the Soviets agree to reduce

nuclear weaponsa. 26
We ahould not build asuch a aysatem
at all. 18

Not sure 4
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Survey Dates, Sample Sizes and Bibliographic Information

Reference Poll Code- Begin End Sample Population
Date Book Survey Survey Size

Datea Date Date
ABM Surveys
1271945 NORC T42 1277 1277 12/8 526 national adult
6/1946a SSRC - - - 3090 national adult
6/1946b SSRC - - - 600 national adult
8/1946a SSRC - - - 2894 national adult
8/1946b SSRC - - - 600 national adult
2/1947 MINN 42 2/4 - - 8735 state (Minn.) adult
1171949 AIPO 449 K&T 10728 10/30 11/4 2903 national adult
1271963 NORC SRS 330» - 12/2 12/31 1557 national adult
6/1964 NORC SRS 640# - - - 1464 national adult
271966 NORC SRS 876» - - - 1497 national adult
6/1968 ORC/Nehnevaja 6/12 - - 1508 national adult
1271968 Harris 1900 12768 12/12 12718 1544 national adult
4/1969 AIPO 777 3725 3727 4/1 - national adult
4/1969 Harria 1926 3-4/69 4/35 4/11 1573 national adult
571969 AIPO 780 K 5713 5715 5/20 1523 national adult
771969 AIPO 784 K 7/8 7710 7/1S - national adult
7/1969 Harris 1939 7/69 7716 7/22 2087 national adult
9/1970 Harria 2037 8/70 9/18 9/24 1609 national adult
171971 Harris 2055 1/71 - - 3092 national adult
6/1971 Harris 2124 6/71 6/9 6/15 1614 national adult
2/1972 Harria 2154 2/72 2/8 2/14 1579 national adult
371972 MIS/Nehnevaja -~ - - 1302 national adult
6/1972 Harris 2216 6/72 6/7 6/12 1303 national adult
7/1972 Field/LMH - 6/20 7/10 980 atate (Ca.) adult
9/1972 Harris 2234 8/72 8730 9/1 1632 national adult
6/1973 Harris 2330 6/73 6/14 6/18 1511 national adult
11/1973 Harrias 2351 11/73 11/13 11/16 1460 national adult
571974 Field/LMH - S$71 5750 786 astate (Ca.) adult
171976 Harria 7588 12/75 12/18 172 1400 national adult
1271978 MIS/Nehnavaja - 9/16 12715 1620 national adult
4/1979 Harria 792106 4/79 4/6 4/9 1200 national adult

# Conducted with Dr.

Nehnevajsa



Reference

Date

tar W

571981
10/1981
5/1982
771982
8/1982
4/1983
4/1983
4/1983
571983
271984
4/1984
6/1984
6/1984
7/1984
7/1984
971984
1071984
10/1984
10/1984
1171984
171985
171985
1/198S
171985
2/1985
371985
3/1985
571985
571985
771985
7/1985
771983
771985
8/198S
971985
9/198S
10/1985
1071985
1071985
1071985

Poll

Harris 812106
NBC/AP 71

Abt 1

Abt 2
Sindlinger
Harria 832103
ABC/WP
CBS/NYT

AIPO 214G
Finkelatein
Penn & Schoen
Hart

Harris

Harrie

Roper

Abt 4

Harris 842233b

CBS/NYT
CBS/NYT
Harria
CBS/NYT
ABC/WP 179
LAT 93
AIPO 249G
Finkelatein
Harria
Roper 85-3
Sindlinger
YSW

ABC/WP

YSW

Roper 85-7
DMI
AIPO/NW

Marttila & Kiley

YSW
ABC/WP
AIPO
Harria/BW
NBC/WSJ

Code-~-
Book
Date

4 -

Begin
Survey
Date

S/6
10/25

7/7
7715
4/7
4/8
4/7
S713
2715
3731
6/9
6/7
7/2
777
9/4
10722
10721
10723
11726
172
1/4
1/19
1725

372

S/7
4/30
7723
7/23
7/13
7/1
8/27
9/5
9/19
10/24
10711
10723
10/7

2

End
Survey
Date

Ss710
10/26

7715
8/4
4/10
4/12
4/11
S/16
2/20
4/2
6/11
6/11
777
7/14
9/10
10723
10/21
10/25
11/29
1/4
1/6
1/24
1/28

3/5

S/727
S5/2
7/29
7/25
7/20
7/3
8/28
9715
/17
10/28
10/14
10/27
10/8

Sample
Size

1250
1598
1000
1003
2718
1250
1516
1489
1540
1010
1000

755
1251
1259
2000
1002
2003

494
1068
1255
1525

S04
1454
1528
1005
1256

2318
1014
1506
1013

1500

862
1008
1014
1506
1540
1252
1573

Population

national
national
national
national
national
national
national
national
national
state
national

atate (Ill.) lk voter

national
national
national
national
national
national
national
national
national
national
national
national
national
national
national
national
national
national
national
national
national
national
national
national
national
national
national
national

adult
adult
adult
adult
adult
adult
adult
adult
adult

(Ca.)

adult

lk voter
lk voter
adult
adult
adult
reg voter
adult
adult
adult
adult
adult
adult
adult
adult
adult
adult
adult
adult
rag voter
adult
adult
adult
reg voter
reg voter
adult
adult
adult
adult



Reference Poll

Date

11/198S
11/1985a
11/1985b
1171985
1171985
11/1985
11,1985
1171985

Date

A v

6/1946a

6/1946b

8/1946a

8/1946b

1271963

671964

ABC/WP
CBS/NYT
CBS/NYT
AIPO/NW
Harris
LAT

YSW
NBC/WSJ

Code- Begin End Sample Population
Book Survey Survey Size
Date Date Date

- 11710 11/13 1507
- 11/6 11710 1659
- 11720 11720 800

- 11713 11/14 588
- 11722 11/24 1258
- 1171 11,7 2041
- 11714 11718 1020
- 11722 11723 1584

national adult
national adult
national adult
national adult
national adult
national adult
national reg voters
national adult

Bibliographic Information

Unleass apecifically noted below, the text of the question has
been taken from the codebook used to conduct each aurvey. The data has
been obtained from reports published by the relevant survey organizations
or from the Harris Center at the Univeraity of North Carolina and the Roper
Center at the University of Connecticut.

Poll

SSRC

SSRC

SSRC

SSRC

NORC SRS 330

NORC SRS 640

This survey was done by Richard S. Crutchfield
(Swarthmore College) with an AIPO-format
codebook. Text and data from SSRC 1947, pp. 3,
40, S1, 54, 60-61, 68, 74-5; Cottrell & Ebaerhart
1948, pp. 104-10S.

This survey was done by Angus Campbell, Sylvia
Eberhart and Patricia Woodward at Survey Research
Center, University of Michigan. Text and data
from SSRC 1947 pp. 107-112, 214, 243, 245, 247,
251; Cottrell & Eberhart 1948, pp. 105-106.

Text and data from SSRC 1947, pp. 3, 40, S1, 54,
60-61, 68, 74-5, 109-112, 243, 245, 247, 251:
Cottrell & Eberhart 1948, pp. 104-105.

Text and data from SSRC 1947, pp. 107-112, 214,
243, 245, 247, 251; Cottrell & Eberhart 1948, pp.
105-106.

Text and data from Professor Jiri Nehnevajaa at
the Univeraity of Pittaburgh.

Text from NORC SRS 640 and data from Professor
Jiri Nehnevajsa at the Univeraity of Pittaburgh.
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2/1966 NORC-SRS 876 Text from NORC SRS 876 and data from Professor
Jiri Nehnevajsa at the University of
Pittsburgh.
6/1968 ORC/Nehnevajaa Text and data from Professor Jiri Nehnevajsa
at the Univeraity of Pittaburgh.
371972 MIS/Nehnevajsa Text and data from Profesaor Jiri Nehnevajsa
at the Univeraity of Pittsburgh.
1271978 MIS/Nehnevajsa Text and data from Professor Jiri Nehnevaj)sa
at the University of Pittaburgh.
Star Wars Surveys
571982 Abt 1 Text and data from Abt Associatea, Cambridge,
Ma.
771982 Abt 2 Text and data from Abt Associates, Cambridge,
Ma.
8/1982 Sindlinger Text and data from Sindlinger release.
2/1984 Finkelatein Text and data from Gregory A. Fossedal (1984),
“A Bipartisan Memo on Star Wars,™ Wall Street
Journal, August 18, 1984, p. 14 and Walter
Andrews (1984), "Star Wars Defense Geta Poll
Victory," Washington Times, March 23, 1984,
P. 3.
4/1984 Penn & Schoen Text and data from the Committee on the
Present Danger.
6/1984 Hart Text and data from Peter D. Hart release.
9/1984 Abt 4 Text and data from Abt Associatea, Cambridgae,
Ma.
271985 Finkelstein Text and data from the Washington Post August
14, 1984 and Public Opinion, Vol. 8, No. 4
(August/September 1985).
371983 Roper 85-3 Taxt and data from Public Opinion, Vol. 8, No.
4, (Auguat/September 1985).
571985 Sindlinger Text and data from Committee on the Present
Danger.
S/1985 Marttila & Kiley Text and data from Marttila & Kiley, Boston,
' Ma.
Citations
Cottrell, Leonard S., Jr. and Sylvia Eberhart (1948), ric (8] on
World Affairs in the Nuclear Age (Princeton, N.J.: Princeton
University Preas).
Social Science Rasearch Council (1947), R tio he A OR

World Affairs:

N -Wide rvey of tit and

Information (Ithaca, N.Y.: Cornell University).






Chapter S

Abbreviations & Survey Organizations

In the preceding pages several abbreviations have been used. The
following liat of abbraeviations and their meaninga are preaented below.

Miacellaneous Abbreviationa

Ca.

DK

Ill.

lk voter
NA

reg

vol

»

California

Don’t know

Illinoia

Likely voter

Not asked or not available

Regiatered

Volunteered response, option not asked by interviewer
Responseas equal leas than .5 X

Survey Abbreviationa Survey Organizations

ABC/WP
ABT
AIPO
AIPO/NW

CBS/NYT
DMI
Field/LMH

Finkelatein
Harris

Harria/BW

Hart

LAT

Marttila & Kiley
MINN
MIS/Nehnevajsa

NBC/AP

NBC/WSJ

NORC
NORC/Nehnevajaa

ORC/Nehnevajsa

Penn & Schoen
Ropear

SSRC
Sindlinger
Sindlinger/CPD

YSW

Amaerican Broadcasting Company & Washington Post.
Clark Abt Asasociates, Cambridge, Ma.

American Institute of Public Opinion (Gallup).
American Institute of Public Opinion (Gallup)/
Newawaek.

Columbia Broadcasting System/New York Times.
Deciaion Making Information, McLean, Va.

Field Research Corporation & Todd La Porte, Daniel
Metlay, and Robert Heyer.

Arthur J. Finkelsatein, New York, NY.

Louia Harris & Aaasociataa.

Louis Harris & Associates/Businaess Week.

Peter D. Hart Research Associates, Washington, D.C.
Loa Angeles Times.

Marttila & Kiley, Boston, Ma.

Minneaota poll.

Market Information Service, Atlanta, Ga. &
Professor Jiri Nehnevajsaa.
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