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ABSTRACT
GEORGE C. WALLACE: INSURGENT ON THE RIGHT
by
Forrest Harrell Armstronq
Chairman: Joseph E. Ki11enbach

The South seems always to have been set apart from the
rest of the United States; long an internal economic colony,
it is possessed of a distinctive social and political culture
as well,

The oppressor of today is the same as it has always been
for the South, the national government of the United States
in its myriad manifestations, but the symbols of resistancé
have changed. Even during the early years of this century
that statue of a gaunt Con?ederate soldier leaninag on his
rifle which adorned the courthouée or central square in so
many Southern towns was alive with meaning. But the figures
in butternut that have stood ever-vigilant against the
interlopers from the North proceed to deteriorate and
corrode; no longer are the& bewreathed with flowers and
sentiment as in days of yore. A new symbol has arisen, but
it is not one to raise sentiment in Southern hearts as did
Sir Walter Scott in the ante-bellum past or tales of the
heroic legions under Pickett; instead, were the symbol to
be preservéd for the ages in some of the plastic arts, it
would be a representation of a small, dark figure with out-
thrust chin barrina children from a school house door.

The figure, of course, is of George C. Wallace, who
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burst upon the national consciousness in 1963 with his celebrated
Stand in the School house Door and went on to contest the
Presidency of the United States in 1968. The Wallace candidacy
is significant in several respects, not the least of which is
that he presented for but the third time in this century a
threat to the two-party system. The Wallace candidacy forced re-
consideration of the Electoral College system for electing
the president, as well as the complex machinery (not invoked
since 1824) for breaking an Electoral College deadlock.

The Wallace candidacy was unique because, unlike the
1948 election, Wallace made serious strides toward the creation
of an ongoing, major third party and toward the promulgation
of a truly national, not sectional, campaign. And not least,
the wallacé-candidacy assured that the "law and order" theme
would be a central one for all candidates in 1968. In this
regard it would seem to have presaged the rise of the Silent
Majority which we are noW experiencing.

This study attempts to delineate the execution of the
campaign from the candidate's point of view, assessing at
every crucial point the decisions that the candidate made, from a
more detached point of view. Central to this effort is an
understanding of Wallace, the man, and the intellectual baggage
which informed his political and ethical beginnings. The
candidate's public actions are then assessed against his
essentially populist “"ideology."

The peculiar basis of Wallace's populism--economic

liberalism coupled with social conservatism--is examined;
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the change from once having been tagged.ﬁhe "most Tiberal"
Alabama legislator to the antithetical posture which he assumed
during the 1968 campaign may be seen as a viable tack to have
taken, given the populist background and the exigencies of
Alabama politics.

The author then argues that the.candidate's relatively
poor showing in 1968 occurred in part because of the inabi]ity
to assess national phenomena against any save Alabama standards.
The Wallace Movement in 1968 is examined in both organizational

and programmatic terms.for signs of potential future viability.
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Introduction

. And I resent that, too, if vou want tp know the
truth about it. I resent that, too." The lines need no ante-
cedent, no refere;t. One finds them explicitely at several points
in his standard speech, but implicitly they formed the warn
and woof of the entire movement on which former Alabama
George C. Wallace, Governor, hoped to ride up Pennsylvania
Avenue as President-elect on Jan, 20, 1969, Whether he would
ever enjoy such a moment in that or any election vear, because
suddenly a matter for intense controversy among political
pundits, practical politicians, and not a few scholars as the
presidential election of 1968 approached.

It was not so in the beninnihu. When I began work on
this dissertation in November of 1967, Wallace's was a name
not widely known outside the South. True enough, he had
created a national sensation in 1963 when he placed his hody
"at the schoolhouse door" between the !Iniversitv of Alabama
and its first two Negro students, James Hood and Vivian Malone.
He had aiven local nolitical powers in the states of Indiana,
Wisconsin, and Maryland considerable consternation in 1964 when
upon entering the Democratic presidential primaries in each of
those states, he drew hetween 29% and 42% of that party's vote
with\a poorly 6rganized, i]]-finaﬁced, whirlwind effort. And.he
gainéa\Q\measure of repute (or notoriety, as you will) when

~.

after an abortive attempt to force a chanae of the Alabama fon-

-1-
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lstitution's rule prohibiting successive terms in officé for
its chief executive, he sdécessfu11y ran his wife for that
post in 1966, and became Alabama's "governor-by-proxy" in
1967. " '

But he was not considered by hany of even the most krowl-

edgeable politicians to be a fiqure of national political import.

His (and the South's) bitter ehemy. Lyndon‘Johnsdn, it was '\

thouaht could not be denied'his-partyfs renomination; and

though Wallace had withdrawn his short-1ived "candidacy" in

1964 because he felt the Republican Party's nominee Barry
Goldwater, offered the voters "a choice", neithek he nor

the GOP really could envision itself embrécinq the other.

And ours has been for a century or more..with perhans but one
exception-the 1902-1916 period -securely a fwn-party svstem.

Of the plethora of "third parties" (a curious desiqnation for
any and all banners save the traditional two) extant durina

the past century, not even the Progressive Partv--persdna]
vehicle, as it was, of a former President--mounted a serious
challenge to the ascendancy of the major parties in presidential
politics. There has been in recent elections, of course,

always the threat of a "NDixiecrat" revolt such as Strom Thurmond
led in 1948; but even the seemingly troubled 1948 re-election
bid of Harry Truman was not derailed by the defection of a
substantial part of his NDemocratic coalition. Wallace's influence
on the coming election, seen from the vantage point of Fall,
1967, must have séemed minimal even to that small portion of the

cognoscenti who deianed consider him at all.
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But, by August, 1968, the situation had changed. At that
time the polls gave him an estimated 21% of the total nopular
vote; Wallace miqnt perhaps aather even.more electoral _
votes than the nominee of the Democratic party, Hubert Horatio
Humphrey. Granted, totally unforeseeable factors had intruded
to alter the situation as it appeared in 1967 Johnson had
put himself out of the race through choice and Robert Kennedy
had been assassinated. Granted, also, the most sériouslrecent.
third party candidacies, these of 1948, had led to ¢ -e
predictions of catastrophv and cataclysm for the svstem--
based in large measure on the strength shown by the Henry
Wallace (no relation) "Proaressive" splinter aroun of Tiberal
Democrats coupled with the "Dixiecrat" wing's defection but in the
end came to nothinq as the Progressives Party's appeal all but
evaporated by the closing weeks of tﬁe campaian. VYet the fact }
remains that George Wallace in 1968 achieved something no third
party has ever managed before--ballot position in every state.

Even thouah the electoral votes he eventually aarnered all fell
in the South, it is to be stressed that Wallace was not running
a "Southern strateay" such as that which took Thurmond in 1948

and in a somewhat different sense, Goldwater in 1964, down to
crashing defeat.

I am brounht to conclude that there is much in this "Movement"
(the candidate's preferred designation) which might lead to the
establishment of the first continuine third party in American’historv
since the emergency of the Renublican Party in 1354-1856. The continaencie

which the future will bring are no more open to me than to any man,



but certain factors pointino toward continuation of the "“Movement"
as a "third force" in American nolitics, will remain operative,
namely the popular feelings aivina rise to the "Movement" ind the

personal skills and weaknesses of its leader and raison de'etre,

George Corley Wallace.

When one purchases a new appliance these days he is asked to
fi1l out a warranty card and send it to the manufacturer in order
for the warrantv on the product to be in force. Rut the card
seldom is so simple as to require merely the purchaser's name
and the date of purchase. 0ne is usuallv asked to answer some
questions--"How o0l1d are you? In what size town do ynu reside?

In what kind of store did vou purchase this article? Whv did vou
buy this brand over its competitors? Was this product recommended
to you by a friend? a relative? Have vou seen advertisements
for this product? If so, on which media?"--the answers to which are
fed into a computer to helo the firm maximize its returns throuah
efficient marketina. To understand fully the Wallace phenomenon,
one ought ask the same sort of questions of the electorate after the
1968 election: one must endeavor to reach the voter's nerceptions
of the candidate, which are the only functional sources of truth in
the voting conte;t. That I plan to make a separate project in the
months ahead.

~ Nf equal import in dissectina the environment of electoral choice
is full knowledge of how the candidate assesses his situation and
how, therefore, he molds his campaian so as to reach and influence
as wide an audience as possible. A candidate ennaaed in promotina
his candidacy can only assess his situation and mold his strateav

on the basis of his prior experience in politics; he is denied the
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certainties of'post-e1ection surveys. He must make his nitch while
remaining basically in the dark about how he is being accented or
why. )

‘ This was particularly true in the Wallace campmaian, for the
candidate professed no interest in the professional polls which
pPlayed so larae a part in the political strategy of the 1968
campaians. Such polls are expensive, and for that reason were
beyond Wallace's reach before 1968, even though after he started
intensive national fundraisina in June his campaian was adeguately
financed. But there were two main roadblocks to the use of such
polls in Wallace's camnainnf first, and foremost, the candidate
did not believe in them. He could not see how resu]fs aleaned from
a sample of only two thousand respondents could possiblv be
representative nor was he interested in even learning the basis

on which this number of respondents was selected. (The phobia about
polls runs through his entire oreanization, for I was able to find
no ranking advisor who professed anv interest in their use. "Thev
can't be anv - ood," I was told repeatedly, "look at how they said
Newey was gon:: win.") Second, the campaian was not sophisticated,
either in exeéution or intent, and nrobablv would not respond well
to "tinkerina", based uoon pollina results. .One of the major pitches
of his campaign was that Wallace "tells it like it is" to all the
people, without altering his spiel from qroun to qroup "just to

win votes." The possibility exists, of course, that his distaste
for professional polls stemmed from his poor showina in them
relative to the outcome of amateur polls which were beina taken

by local TV and radio stations across the countrv. These polls more



nearly reflected his followers' intensity of feeling, perhaps,
than their relative numbers among the electorate.

It should be noted, however, that while professina no faith
in the polle Wallace and ‘his staff nonetheless seemed hyper-conscious
of them, always knowing the latest results aed usina them when it
suited their cause. The polls may well have had a major imnact
on the campaian, first in deluding the candidate over the summer -
as to the success he would have at the ballot box in November, and
second in perhaps he1p1na to convince him that a change was needed
in October to counteract his 30¢ decline in popularity as comnared
with the heights reached at the t1me of the Nemocratic Convention
in August. N

The proper study of the Wallace phen0menon is really of two
parts--how he went about buildina support on the one hand, and
where that support really came from on the other. I view Wallace's
role and function in the 1968 election as basically that of a
salesman or carnival pitch-man. He had a product which he marketed
through creation of an image, and throuah use of which he hoped to
make converts to his brand wﬁo would pay in votes for the product
they received. For the qeneral voter this kind of product is
ephemeral at best; it is expectation, it is anticipation, it is hope.
For the Wallace voter, the product was more concrete: personal
vindication. The model was simple and unsophisticated -because the
man and the campaign were seemingly unsophisticated. But through
such a model it might be possible to look at the electoral process
from the candidate's viewpoint and to deduce, perhaps, a rationale
for the execution of the campaian which the candidate is unwillina,

at least at present, to confirm. nf importance, then, are the
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candidate's philosophy (the product which he had to sell), the
image he strove consciously to build (brand differentiation in
the marketplace) and those particular nersonal strenoths and
weaknesses which, toaether with the correctness of his perceptions
of the mood of the electorate (assessment of'the marketplace),
were to determine his fate on election dav. But just as the
candidate's skills were important, so were the expertise with
which they were utilized. Thus one must attempt to evaluate
the tactical and strateaqic decisions promulaated by the Wallace
campaign bv juxtaposing them aaainst an assessment of that campaian's
needs. The decisions as to how he miaht best ao about this task
of building votes, the actual tactical maneuvers of the camnaian,
provide such "facts" as are available, thouqh they may lend
themselves equally well to constructions other than mv own.
The proper studv of the Wallace ohenomenon then, would heain
with his cultural antecedents--those nortions of his intellectual
baagage which came to him as to many of his time and nlace and
which, thouah having had their aenesis even before his hirth, were
to haQe an impact upon shapina him into what he became. Nne would
then want to look at what the man has made of his backaround--the
ways he has modified and molded it into a unique and personal worldview.
ff his cultural antecedents and personal worldview are sinnificant,‘
it is because he became, at least for a few months, a sianificant
entity on the national political scene. To understand the Wallace
movement, one must also analyze the impact such trainino and
predispositions have had on his political machinations. To this

end, one might examine his actions since 1962 (when he became
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Governdr of Alabama and found himself barred from further advancement
in the politics of that state) to see what caused them to take the
course that made him significant fiqure for students of Amerfcan
politics. 'In~particu1qr, one must seek to isolate the kéy variables
in the Wallace equatidé%ii; contention is that such variables are
reflected predominahtly fnbgtrateaic and tactical decisions. If

one can uang§Pand the factors behind the oufcome of these various
decis%oni:m;;Z é;ﬁ~approach understandina the Wallace phenomenon as

the candidate himself would perceive it. The task I. haye assianed

myself at this point is an examination of but one half of the dialoaue.
The perceptions of the electorate are a related matter for separate
study, but they afe ingredients without which the Wallace self-image
probability statement wil] be only bartially complete,

One might compare the snan of Wallace's life since 1962 to
a computer programmer's flow chart: the key points are the branchina
poihts-ithose from which any number of-mutually exclusive alternatives

may be dimlv seen.

Decision Variables in Wallace's Candidacy

MNtimate personal goals

Desire to go "national”

Timing of national effort
Short-run expectations

Vehicle: major party, 3rd party, or splinter
Ideoleay: 1liberal or conservative
Image and style of exposure
Funding
- Candidates for lesser offices
Running mate

Platform

O UT 8% D N =t
N N N M\ st et e e e

=~ OWmo~

Because of the ad-hoc nature of the man and of the politics which

he practiced for so long in the sfate of Alabama, many nf these
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'decisions' cannot be treated as the discrete and discontinuous
variables which social scientists would seek to manufacture in a
controlled environment. Althouah I will araue that Wallace did,

in fact, have a choice as to which imaae and ideolonical posture to
emphasize from his peculiar background, nonetheless it is obvious
that that same past effectively 1imited the range of credible
alternatives open to him.

nne would, for the purposes of analysis, hope to find a strona
sense of direction existing from the first in such a man, a sense
which could be demonstrated to be antecedent to a host of subseauent
decisions. Rut this means-ends relationshio is less than helnful
(albeit hiahly sianificant) because the prime end to which Wallace
seems always to have been attuned is not one of ideoloaical implementation
but of personal political advancement instead.

There is little Jjustification for any save a temnoral order;na
of these crucial decisions. Moreover, if one is to attemnt to view
the realities of the American electoral svstem throuah the eves nf
the candidate, ore is not allowed to start with a clean slate on
which to write. For it is generally aareed that Georae Wallace's
overarching ambition was not to seek the Presidencv: he fulfilled his
lifetime dream in 1962 when he ascended to the Governor's chair in
Montgomery. Thus, when he was forced to turn his attention to
finding other worlds to conquer, he found himself at a 10ss on how
to begin anew.

There are, ...n, three distinct sets of comnonents to the
Wallace equation. The first set comorises those inputs to the man
which would not likelv change in response to short-term forces

or pressures: among these would be the candidate's cultural backaround,
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his personality traits, his basic philosophical orientations, his
professional expertise, and to a certain extent, the opnportunities
or roadblocks created by his past actions. *
The second set would be the rules of the new aame with which
Wallace found it necessary to comply. These rules were to renresent
an extraordinary hurdle for two reasons; the first was that he would
have to appeal to persons dissimilar from himself--that is to say
from outside his state or section--and to adherents of competina
political parties, if he expected to win; the second was that he
would necessarily run on a third party ticket, and any such candidacy
is beset by an almost impenetrable maze of lenal technicalities
(which differ in each of the 50 states) desianed soecifically in many
instances to make such candidacies, from without the established two
parties, prohibitively difficult. My araument is that Wallace's
preliminaryv probings in 1964 convinced him that there were enough
persons across thé country who felt as he did to warrant a
presidential move, but that the technicalities were at that time
insurmountable. The 1968 effort, I am sugaqestina, was initially to
a "dry run" with primarily internal goals: discovering each state's
differina baliot and election requirements and meetina them, identifyina
a cadre of workers in each state and ornanizina them, and buildina
financial backina.
. Accordina to this scenario, only a limited amount of success
with the voter--enough public acceptance to remain a viable candidate
over the inter-election period--was reaquisite; anything more wnuld
be banked against the real object, the 1972 election. The sians

that this plan began to change became apbarent hv earlv June, 1968,
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Fanned by the 22% of the popular suoport he was granted by
professional pollsters just after the Democratic National Convention,
the candidate's emphasis chanaed to a whole-hearted belief that he
could win in 1968 and to an effort to achieve this end.

The third set of components are largely derived from a matina
of the first two sets: they are the highly visible decisions to
which a second-guesser miaht point as the immediate determinants
of victory or defeat, decisions which were rendered necessary and
significant by the fact that the candidate's predisnositions and
trainina (set one) often ran éounter to the reauisites of the new
game and its rules (set two).

In ordef to place the analyst in the candidate's shoes, to
the extent that this is possible, the attempt is made first to
delineate the personal make-up of the man that evolved over time
and was independent of anv concern for "nlayina the game" by the
rules of national politics. In at least this one instance, Wallace's
1ife.sty1e makes it easy to isolate the gqoal toward which his actions
were (or were not) intended to lead. Then, just as it occurred
"in real life", one should be presented with the factors surroundina
Wallace's forced redefinition of goals, includina exegesis of the
difficulties which he would face if he were to seek the onlv hiaher
executive office open to him,

Finally, from that vantaue point, one should be ahle to examine
the conduct of the campaign (stretching in its various staaes from
1962 until perhaps 1972, as I define it) from what mav be posited
as the candidate's point of view. 0Nne might then be sensitive to
some of the same concerns, limited and focused by some of the same

predispositions, and not a 1ittle confused by the new circumstances,
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in which he found himself, as Wallace was.

There are several answers to sources of information one might
mine in doing a study of this type. One is to explore the candidate's
thought through the device of interviews with him Another technique
in achieving an understand1nq of the man is to examine crit1ca11y
his work--speeches he has q1ven. proarams he has authored, books he
has written. A third method is through discussion with those who
know him best, friends and foes alike.,

Of these, the first is usually the most difficult to empTov
the candidate's t1me is valuable and there is a lack of certainty
as to his plans even 24 hours into the future. This was especialIy
true of Wallace, a.man who has been known to chanae his destination
while enroute and who was plaqued with a staff that was badly
oraanized. - Throuah the kindness of the candidate, however, this proved
no obstacle to me. I wrote him askina permission to accomoany his
campaian for several davs at two different points in time, preferably
early in the summer and again after the Nemocrats and the Republicans
had held tﬁeir conventions, 50 that -he would have been ahle to see
exactly the ground rules (who his opponents would be and what their
platforms would be) and thus have had an opportunity to set his own
"final" strateny.

Some six weeks had elapsed without any word from Wallace
headquarters when I Tearned of a set of hearinas to be held in
late April before the Secretary of State in Nklahoma for the
purpose of determ%nina whether Georae Wallace was elinible, under
Oklahoma law, to be on the general election ballot. Several of his

top advisors were to appear; it was rumored that Wallace, himself,
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might appear; and I had a contact in that state. 1 attended that
meeting. The heprinns lasted three exhaustive days, durina which
time plaintiffs tried to prove, that Wallace had advocated sedition.
If he had done so, under Oklahoma's law he would not he "fit" to
appear on the Oklahoma ballot. Wallace did not appear at the hearinag,
but several of his top aides did (Stan Sikes, Huah Maddox) and they
testified as to his philosophv. State leaders of the Wallace
movement were also called to testify as to what they thouaht he
stood for. Implacable enemies of the Wallace movement (William
Bradford Huie, for example) .were brouaht in from Alabama to rebutt
the testimony of Wallace's counsel. A number of Wallace's stafe
elector candidates came ti watch the proceedinas and in some cases,
to testify.

Those heafings proved inconclusive, as all knew that the:
losing side would appeal the Secretary's decision to the State
Supreme Court, but I did §peak at lenath with all the participants
and did get assurances froh Sikes that I miaht see Governor Wallace.
That aspect of the visit proved academic, however, for upon my
return I found a letter from Bill Jones, the Governor's executive
secretary, press secretary, and general riaht hand man, making me
welcome at Wallace headquarters. |

Accordinaly, I flew to Montaomery on Wednesday, June 5, the
day before Wallace was to emerge from the seclusion he had assumed
upon the death of his wife to beqin the campaion with a swina through
eleven Southern states. But June 5 was also the day that Robart
Kennedy was shot and when I reached Montaomery, Wallace headquarters
was in a state of confusion as to the fate of his Southern tour.

. The decision was made tc postpone the tour indefinitely, awaitina
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the turn of events, and after talkina with various campaign
personnel I left MontgomeryQ
T returned to Montgomery June 10 and went on tour with the Wallace
~campaign entourage to Memphis (June 11), Chattanooaa (June 12),
and Atlanta (June 13). June 14 I left the tour. Though I was
free to remain longer, I felt that I had ]earﬁed about all from
the persons on board the plane that I could aet without wearina out
my welcome (I planned to return for another week in late August).
I was unable to make the long follow-up visit due to an illness
which kept me bed-ridden most of AuaUst, but I did qo to Milwaukee
in early September for the one day that Wallace was there.; I had
wanted to see him in a Northern milieu for comparative purnoses.
[ felt that the Milwaukee visit was sufficient for this nurpose.
The Governor and his staff (particularly Bill Jones, Stan
Sikes, and Mrs. Norothv Garrett) were most aracious and helpful
to me and without them this facet of the projecf would not have
been possible. The Wallace Campaian even made the plane travel
available at no cost to me, for. which I am also arateful.
Governor Wallace was most aenerous with his time, aqranting me two
- interviews on the plane and answerina other questions as time and
circumstances permitted. : .
The second source of information on Wallace--his speeches,
books, legislative record--is immensely valuable but not extensive.
Nuring the campaign he gave one basic speech (The Speech), a
transcription of which forms Appendix A of this dissertation.
Informed observers say that it is the same speech he has used in
Alabama since 1958 (the extent of their personal knowledge) with

only the illustrations up-dated. Wallace had done little writina:
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on his own; he has yet to feel the need of producing his Every
Man a King. (To the allegation that he doesn't talk about "nurposes,
causes, destinies, anythina 1ike that," Wallace says "Naw, we don't
stop and fiqger, we don't think about history or theories -or none
of that. We just ao ahead. Hell, history can take care of itself.")

Furthermore virtually all of Wallace's pronouncements, either
in the form of press releases or off-the-cuff answers to auestions
in a press conference, are mereiy repetitions of material contained
nearly verbatim in The Smeech. He prides himself on beina consistent
in his responses. No’matter what button one pushes, one still aets
Tﬁe Speech.

The third source of information open is those who have had
access to him and presumably can speak knowledaeably of the man,
his philosophy, ideals and motivations. Wallace is a verv auarded
and "caay" man, one not miven to makina unthinkino remarks to the
press. Those who have his confidence, presumably, are in a better
position to see the real Wallace than are those whose contacts with
him are not personal and close.

There are two excellent sources of this type. The first was
Bill Jones, the Governor's long time friend, confidant, and advisor,

who wrote the semi-official campaian binaraphy The Wallace Storv

which was sold with the other official campaian paraphernalia.
There can be no question that Jones accuratelv reflects Wallace's
own thoughts in that work and, no doubt that the book was accentable

to the candidate. It was published two vears before the campaion

TMarshal Frady, Wallace (Cleveland, 1968), p. 13.
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began and might easily have been revised or withdrawh from publication
if it were incorrect or misleading in any way.

The other source is Marshall Frady's Wallace, based on his
experience of nine months as an intimate in the Wallace camp.
Frady was given tﬁe run of the camp because it was felt that
he was aoina to do a complimentary work, which would be of use
durina the campaian. I arrived in Montaomery on the day the first
installment of the book had abpeared in the Saturday Fvening Post;
the Wallace staff were almost speechless in their raae, which was
of particular intensity because they had felt Fradv to be "with"
- them. -The one caveat to bear in mind renardinq Fradv's work is
that he had first considered doina a "journalistic novel" from
his research. As such, it would have been of hithy'dubious,va1ue
in scholarship. But subsequently, says Frady, "He [Wallacel has
assumed a-pertinence beyond that of an intriauing character from
which to fashion a novel." Why?  Because "fiqures like Wallace
can be said to pose the areat dark threat."2 This book is therefore
no novel. It is a fine foil to Jones' pro-Wallace work and tHey
can be fruitfully juxtaposed in many places.

The third source, which is of a semi-documentarv nature, is
a set of interviews with the candidate conducted and edited bv
John J. Synon, a Virainian who convened a conference in which Wallace
participated wherein those assembled sought to devise a strateav to.
make .the South reaain influence in national politics. 1 internret . -

it as being neutral so far as the Wallace candidacy and strateay

21bid., p. 6.
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thereof are concerned.

The organization of this dissertation is in two major parts:
The first part is an attempt to delineate what it is that Wallace,
the man, really is. As such, it deals with the cultural antecedents
which informed his culture and his region; with what he has said
his principles are (to the extent that he worries about such things);
and with what he has made of his principles while a political -
officeholder. This part sets forth the base from which~he must
work in forming a national campaign.

The second part of the dissertation is ananalysis of what
Wallace, the candidate, made of Wallace, the man. In this context
I examinéd the strategic decisions and choices which the candidate
was forced to make: which aspects of himself to emphasize, which
to play down; which issues to push, which to ignore; in what manner
his campaign should be executed--where to go, which audience to
address, and how tactically to go about it. And, in an epilogue,
the dissertation contains an evaluation of the potential %nherent
in the Wallace movément for becoming the first viable, ongoing major
third party in American histofy.

The complete study of the Wallace Movement, of course, rests on
far more than simply the candidate's perceptions (and rational
decisions promulgated on the basis of such perceptions); of equal
importance are the perceptions of the electorate: how did they view
‘Wallace, the man, and Na1ﬁace, the candidate? How did they view
the American Independént Party--as a legitimate party or as simply
the creation of a man engaged in a temporary splinter movement

within the two-party system? If 98% of the electorate knew of
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Wallace, what did they think of him,.cf His platform, of his

realistic chances for success? These questions can be answered

only through use of survey data; but as such data become available

(as from the University of Michigan's Survey Research Center) scholars

will want to use them to complete the study of the Wallace

phenomenon.



It CULTURAL ANTECENENTS

On election day, 1968, Georne Corlev Wallace was among
the losers; but he was also a relativelv vouthful 49 vears old
and could be a serious contender for the succeedina three elections.
It almost seems he was born runnina for some office and those who
know him best feel he will run till he dies. Politics has become
his way of life; his personal traacedy may be that his successes have
been so ranid in comina that he is left but one nost to which he
mayv aspire--and that but auadrenniallv,

Wallace was born Auaust 25, 1919, at Clio, in Barhour Countv,
Alabama. "Probablv the most virulentlv political county in the
state"! and one in which turnina out politicians (narticujarly
governors) "has been its chief industrv and major nastime."2
His arandfather, a respected doctor, mav have been the persnn to
whom Wallace was closest, althouah the boy did not fulfill his
grandfather's wishes by becoming a minister. nr. Wallace also
served a term on the bench, thouoh it is. said in flio, "Rein'

a good Christian man and a doctor don't oet you the votes in
politics. It was Georae, Sr., that did the real dirty-work
politicking."3

From his father, Georae Jr. received the leqacy that remains
with him today--scrapping and politics. His fgther was elected

chairman of the county Board of Revenue and did the "real" politickinn

-19-
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for Dr. Wallace's race. Georae Sr. also counted votes durina local
elections, and Wallace remembers staying up all niaht to watch the
tabulation. "I wasn't but about ten years old, but I was fasci-
nated. Watchin' him count those votes was 1ike watchin' .somebodv
water-ski for the first time."4 »And Georae Jr., 1ike his father,
took naturallv to politics.

The other leqgacy whiqh his father may have imparted was that
of fightina. Georae Sr. suffered from such a spate of maladies
that one writer has characterized him as beina sustained onltv by
"a sheer cold impotent race."® He had dreams of beina a aentleman
farmer and, recalls an old friend, "wasn't brought up to work ., "6
Yet all he touched seemed to fail, perhans adding to the furv of
his fights. He was a small, frail man who would fiqht anvone--
often with a knife for equalizer.7

Georae, Jr., too was a small man and a fiahter, thouah with
his fists. After quickly outstripping local rivals in boxinn talent,
Georae had to use his persuasive powers to convince even lareer
vouths to enter the rina with him to suffer the whippina which invariably
followed. Vallace even went to the finals of the State Golden
Gloves Champfonships as a bantamweiaht, only to lose under unusual
circumstances. It seems that Georae and his boxina coach.came unon

two touahs who were beating a youna Nearo; though the chamnionship bout
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was to take place the next day, Georae waded in and routed both
assailants. The Nearo youth was saved, but at the cost of injuries
to Wallace's hands which left him unable to mount an attack in the
big bout. Todav he recalls the incident with almost deprecatina
modesty.

It is ironic that George, Sr., headed the county Roard of.Revenue
because of his utter inability to handle the nersonal finances}of
his familyv. He tried to raise fine cattle but fed them improperly
and lost the whole herd within two vears. He tried farmina but
continued to lose money. Indeed, one old friend savs, "he didn't
really make any money until he aot that Tittle bit from beina on
the Board of Revenue."8 His finances were in such chaos that, at
the time of death, he was thwarted in an attempt to run again for
office when he could not raise the funds necessary to mount a
campaian. His Teaacy to his sons was a honelessly mortnaaed farm--
mean, unprofitable, the last vestiaes of the aentleman farmer--and
a modest home in lio.°

But if Georae Jr. lacked material resources, he nonetheless
had been blessed with skills and attributes which would servé him
well in his chosen field--politics. A childhood aroument with a
brother over Georae's failure to do his share of the chores elicited
from the candidate the rejoinder, "there ain't no future in that
'stuff"lo--an echo of his father's sentiments. But, aiven the proper

motivation, Wallace has proved to be indefatinueable. As a teenaqger

81bid., pp. 58-59.

9., .
Ibid., p. 60. See also John J. Synon, George Wallace,
T e

(Kilmarnock, Va.: Ms, Inc.),n.d., pp.

10 , ‘
Frady, op. cit., p. 64.
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he was dumped on a Montgomery street corner and told to "ao to it"
in a race for page of the Alabama lenislature. He "1it runnina", won
the contest handilv, and has been runnina ever since.
It is exceptionally difficult to assess the private character

of a man with the sinaleness of purpose of feorae . Wallace, Jr.
His whole being is wrapped up on politics: everythina ahout him
is attuned to this one qoal, to a degree perhans uneaualled in modern
political annals. Although there is Tittle of the fictional character's
malevolence about him, one must see as particularly ant the parallel
between Wallace and Faulkner's timeless portrait of Ab Snopes:

"He looked again at the stiff black back...of

the figqure which was not dwarfed by the house,

for the reason that it had never looked big any-

where and which now, against the serene columned

backdrop, had more than ever that impervious

quality of somethina cut ruthlessly from tin,

depthless, as though, sidewise to the sun, it

would cast no shadow. Watchina him, the boy

remarked the absolutely un??viatinq course

which his father held...."
The fit is perfect: the now-famous bhlack suit (irridescent and
beetle-1ike to some), the small stature, the dimensionless auality
of a political image or facade behind which there is nothing that
is not on the surface.

But above all, the nortrait is ant in its reference to that

undeviatina aspect to the man, to a sinaleness of purnnse which
has as its goal political advancement and which subverts a11_to

that aoal. Both career and camnaian have been so ornanized; and

nwﬂliam Faulkner, "Barn Burnina," in Selected Short Stories,
(New York: Modern Library), 1962, n. 17, ~
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if success be measured in votes won, Georae Wallace has been extraor-
dinarily successful. Aside from two losing contests Adurina college
(in which he "took on the machine"12 for a hiah campus nost) and

the loss in his first race for dovernor in 1958 (followina a nattern
which has become somethina of an Alabama political tradition), Wallace
has been successful in everv race he has entered. Over the course of
vears he has progressed from a seat in the Alabama leaislature to a
county judaeship and thence to the chief executive post in»the State
of Alabama. Althouah his career in elective posts has encomnassed
all three branches of the aovernment, and although he seems not
possessed of those traits which nne'might seem desirable in an
administrator, he has no desire to return to any but the executive
branch of the aovernment. Senator Lister Hil1l's decision not to

seek re-election in 1968 left Wallace an openina for hiah nublic
office just at the time when his.wife (the Governor's) death was to
deprive him of anv official connection with qovernment; But Wallace
reports he did not seriously consider takina the post for himself.
"What's a Senator?" he said. "In the Senate vou just mne of a hundred,
They make prettv speeches but they got no power. The President the
only one's aot any power. That's whv we runnin' for President, sn's
we can turn this country around." In this context--search for the
highest office his country has to offer--even the 29% Wallace qot

in a hasty and amateurishly executed campainn durina the 1964 Indiana

Nemocratic presidential primary must be considered a success.

]2Jones, op. cit., o. 1.
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Alabama's license plates proudly proclaim her to be the "Heart
of Dixie," and even today one repeatedly hears Montaomery called
"the cradle of the Confederacy." So much has been made of the
fact that the South is stil] fightina the Civil War (the War between
the States, suh, if vou will!), that so statina has become a
cliche. The fashion todav is to look to somethina called "the
New South"--an entity whose ~omina has been hailed continuously
since the days of Henry Grady.

But outside Atlanta one sees more than mere vestiaes of a

people prideful in defeat and vet smolderinag with resentment.
They may no longer verbalize such resentment exp]icitlv‘in terms
of that historic defeat, but it is a response that has become so
deeply inarained in what is known as "the mind of the South"!3 as
to be almost endemic.

The oppressor of todav is the same as it has alwavs heen for
the South, the national aqovernment of>the Inited States in its
myriad manifestations, hut the symhols of resistance have chanaged.

Even durina the earlv vears of this centurv that statue of a
gaunt Confederate soldier leanina on his rifle which adorned the
courthouse or central square in so many Southern towns was alive
with meaning, buttressed in no small part bv the United Naughters
of “the Confederacy--dauntless Scarlett N'Hara's all and dressed
from head to toe in flowing white. Todav the UDC has become
vestigal and, with its octagenarian members, is dvina out. As
it does so, the fiaures in butternut that have stood ever-viailant

against the interlocutors from the North proceed to deteriorate

131he term has become popular due in laraqe part to the brilliant and
probina work of that title by W.). fash.
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and corrode; no longer ére they bewreathed with flowers and senti-
ment as in days of yore. A new svmbol has arisen, but it is not

one to raise sentiment in Southern hearts as did Sir Walter Scott

in the ante-bellum past or talesiof the heroic leaions under Pickett:
instead, were the symbol to be pkeserved for the anes in some of

the plastic arts, it would be a representation of a‘small, dark
fiqure with outthrust chin barrina children from a schoolhouse door.
That the plastic arts can not render a two-dimensional fiqure--

one that would not cast a shadow--is the only flaw in the scene.

Wallace was born a scant two months before the end of World
War I. The world he would come to know--that aaainst which the
Alabama society into which he was born would violentlv react--
would bear but faint resemblance to the South of the Peconstruction
period. From the moment the Federal troons departed the South in 1877
&5 a result of the "fompromise of 1877" which grew out nf the disouted
presidentia] election of 1876, whites beaan to promulgate that return
to normalcy--exclusion of the Negro from nolitical leadership and
power--which was capped by the Supreme fourt's aivina its blessinn
to the “"separate but equal" doctrina in Plessy v. Ferauson in 1896,

It was not until after the advent of Ponulism, however, that the
Negro was qgenerally disenfranchised in the South.l4 Prior to that
time the Negro vote had been a valuable resource to those who
miaht hope to control it. Generally the beneficiaries of the
Negro vote had been the more conservative elements in Southern society.

As the noted historian C. Vann Woodward has written:

e, vann Hoodward, Origins of the New South: 1877-1913,
(Baton Rouge, La: Touisiana State Iiniversity Pressy,
1951, p. 321. :
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Hampton, Lamar, Nicholls, and Redeemers of
that tvpe aave their solemn pledaes in the
Compromise of 1877 to protect the Negro in
all his rights. They were probablv auilty
of less hypocrisy than has been charqed.
The class they represented had 1ittle to
fear from the Negro and at the same time
considerable to aain for the conservative
cause by establishina themselves in a
paternalistic relationship as his nrotector
and chamnion against the upland and lower-
class whites. This would better enable
them to control his vote (against the

same w?%te element), not to mention his
1abor.

That the Nearo sﬁbu1d, at this time, have joined forces with
"the conservatives" demands explanation. There are twin poles to
the term "conservative," one having to do with economics, the'other with
social relationships (popularized today as "civil rinhts" or "race").
In the years immediately followina Reconstruction, the three important
social groups in the South were the same as we see todav.!® The
wealthy lowland whites represented the upper social class and the
political aristocracy as well as the conservative fiscal interests.
They‘éxisted in aeoaraphical proximity to the second maijor aroun, the
South's Nearo population in whom they found a readv (and inexpensive)
source of labor for their larae land holdinas. The hill countrv, on
the other hand, was populated predominantly bv whites, but ones whose
economic interests were at odds with those of their low-land white
brethren. In an environment markedlv less fertile, and possessed of

little more than forty acres and a mule, the upland white had little

151bid., p. 209.

16For a modern analysis of the power relations amona
these aroups see V. 0. Key, Jr., Southern Politics, (New
York: Vintaae), 1941, esp. pp. 42-46.
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need of Negro labor. As persons who had 1ittle stake in any particular
locale, these marginal members of the society tended to become uprooted
easily; at the slightest provocation--disease, epidemic, economic recession,
flood or drought--these people were prone to aive up and move on to new

and supposedly less hostile surroundings.

So Tong as the old system prevailed, the three elements of Southern
society were fairly well insulated one from the other; the lower
economic and social strata were searegated aeoaraphicallv bv race and
could not grate on each other. But not all members of these two
groups remained on the land. With the comina of industrv to the
South, those with the weakest ties to the land amona both races were
broUth together in direct economic competition for industrial waages.
And the innate superiority which the workina class white felt over his
black counterpart was in no way reflected in the industrial wage he
received. He demanded a change, payment in a different coin; he demanded
the recoanition by all that his place in society was sunerior to that
of the Negro:

It is one of the paradoxes of Southern Historv that . = _
political democracy for the white man and racial
discrimination for the black were often products of

the same dynamics. As the Neqroes invaded the new
mining and industrial towns of the uplands in greater
numbers, and the hill country whites were driven intn
more frequent and closer association with them, and as
the two races were brouaht into rivalry for subhsistence
wages in the cotton fields, mines, and wharves, the
Tower class white man's demand for Jim Crow laws became
more insistent. It took a lot of ritual and Jim Crow
to bolster the creed of white supremacy in the bosom of
a white man workina for black man's waaes. The Nearo
pretty well understood these forces, and his arasn of
them was one reason for his qrowing alliance with the

most conservative and nolitically reactionarv class of
whites against the insurgent white democracv.l7?

Yyoodward, op. cit., p. 211.
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‘With Tower-class whites demanding reparation, it was left to
the upper classes (white, naturally) to determine the Coin*fof.the
realm. With the boldness of hindsight, we can see that it was
naturally to the benefit of these men to "pay" as they did. . We
cannot, of course, say that they formulated the'problem in pre-
cisely these terms, but they did first react to the potential threat
to their economic well beina posed by the insukaent whites,

The 1nsurrection forced the three grouns to choose allies anew,
with different prizes to be won:
 The political strategy of Southern Populists was
based on combinations and alliances along regional,
class, and racial lines--first, an alliance be-
tween South and West; second...between farmers
and city and factory laborers; and third, a
political union with Nearo farmers and laborers
within the South. Every phase of this strateay
was a chailenge to the New South system, which
had sought to divide all the glements the Pop-
ulists were trying to unite.!

Through the gift of hindsight, it can readily be seen that the
white establishment could retain its preeminence only by.keepina the
Populists economically deprived. A white skin was a necessary
but not a sufficient condition to upper class status; with phe
coming of industrialism to the South, economic power was coming to
replace "family" as a sufficient condition amona whites who aspired
to higher status. To keep the club exclusive, one would derive
maximum benefit from a system whereby all aspirants were kept
bereft of one of the prime requisites of status. Ry the overt
creation of a caste system wherein each of the lower castes was

effectively blocked from upward mobility, the upper class would

181hid., p. 252.
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be giving up noth%nq; it would merely chanae the objects of
its paternalism from Negroes to lower class whites.

But the old order was not changed overniqght or without a
struaale. The radical economic dissent which was to sweep: down
from the Great Plains and beain to take hold in the red clay country
of the South had first t6 be subverted. Typifving the c]éﬁinn
call which was to have suzh a profound effect on the South
for decades to come were the words of the Populist's national
platform of 1892: "We believe that the powers of aovernment--
in other words, of the people--should he expanded as rapidly and
~as far as the good sense of an intelligent peonle and the teachinas
of experience shall justify."19 A Ponulist paper proclaimed the
struagle "a bitter and irreoressible conflict between the canitalist
and the laborer,"20 one in which the opportunity existed for the
economically oppressed to better themselves throuoh concerted
action across trade and racial lines.

At Teast at the onset of the revolt such an alliance was
deemed possible; certainly the poor of both races could exnect
to benefit from enactment of the Populist's demands acainst the
burqeoning corporations which had come to the South nnly on the
heels of their success across the rest of the nation. As the

voice of the common people, the Populists called for an increase

190 ted in Woodward, on cit., p. 250, emphasis added.

2OSoﬁthern Mércurv, (XI) (Ppril 28, 1892), n. 3, cited in
Woodward, op ¢it., p. 251. .




in the amount of currency in circulation, abb]ition of the nati&hiI
banking system, and--to break the iron grip of the crop-lien
system--some type of commodity credit which would be to the
benefit of the producer. (The sub-treasury svstem is one of the
commodity credit proposals which was advanced at that time.)

The} attacked the profligacy with which, they said, the aovermment
was dissipatina common treasure--the land--in arants to large
private corporations for the encouracement of railroad development,
particularly when it seemed that the managers of the roads felt

no need to act in the public's interest It is indeed paradoxical
that the solution proposed by the Ponulists to the 111s which they
saWw as emanating from the increased governmental powers of the
immediate post-War period was yet ancther infusion of the

same thing--though with a different objective,?!

As Marxists have ruefully noted, however, Americans seem at
heart not to be "economic men." Recoanizina that cheaper Negro
labor would inexorably set the prevailing waae in direct compe-
tition with whites, the Populists could advocate either excludina
the Negro from the skilled trades through restrictive uninnisation
or making common cause with him for a higher common wane, It would
appear that the potential which the upper classes perceived to
be inherent in such a united front played no small part in eventuallv

evoking a response throuah substitution. Flearly it

Zladapted from Woodward, op. cit., p. 250.
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was fear of concerted action on the economic front, coupléd with
increasing control of the political apparatus by the lower classes,
which eventually prompted the upper classes to act and to act as they
did.

Joint action by economic classes faced one maior hurdle: Those
who faced common economic deprivations (and ought, therefore, to have
been natural allies) were historical antaaonists dating from before
thé War. Of paramount import for Southern politics in the 20th
Century as well as for the ultimate fate of the Populist movement in
the 1890's was the fact that "the regions where Populism made its
strongest appeal were the very reqions that fbund it most difficult to
overcome racial feelings."22 That such feelinas ultimately prevéiled
proved to be to the economic detriment of the lower c];sses of both
races. As Tom Watson put it, "You are kept apart that you may be separately
fleeced of your earninqs."23

In this era of racial solidarity for politizal aain it might well
have been said that a Negro was "aood" or "bad" depending on the dearee
to which he was obsequious and servile.24 Vaudeville made blackface
comedy popular, but it was the comedy of apes and buffoons, not of men.
The South, it is said, had long been warv of a Negro uprising, whether
from the promptings of the Turner rebellion or of conscience. Strong,
too, in the psvche of the South was the desire to repel any attempt

unon Southern

221p4d., p. 258.

23Thomas Watson, "Thé Negro Question in the South," Arena VI
(1892), quoted in Woodward, op. cit., p. 257,

281.A. Newby, Anti-Negro Thought in America, 1900-1930, (Baton
Roune, La.: "Touisiana State University Press), b. T16, p. 120,

and passim.
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womanhood by the bestial uraes, real or presumed, of the rutting
Negro male.25 Even today Wallace's chief lieutenant, Bill Jones,
writes:

There is no evidence on record that indicates the
Nearo is morally superior to any other race,
particularly the white race. Actually, if crime
statistics, welfare rolls, and such criteria are
used, then the opposite is true. Illemitimate birth
fiqures frighten Alabamians, reflectine one of the
basic fears which stiffen Southern resistance to
school desegreaation. The hiah percentaane of Nearo
population in many areas could put equal numbers of
Negroes and white children into Southern schools and
increases the Southerner's fears of inter-racial
sex. The attitude of protectiveness, which has
surrounded the Southern white woman for oenerations,
is stronaly rooted in the Southern mind; the idea of
a Negro man beina intimate with a white woman is
abhorrent to Southern manhood.26

The threats seen emanatina from the Nearo were nullified by his
symbolic (and occasionally actual) emascu]ation,27 to sav nothina
of lynchina; he was to be made 1ittle more than the organ arinder's
monkey, dancing to music not of his choosing and beina paid in
coin peculiarly Southern--racial violence.

Then, as now, the racial "harmony" which Wallace prides the
South on having attained was nredicated on the assumption, common

to all in the society, that if a Negro "got out of line"

251bid., pp. 135-40."

26Imagine the solace for Southern Nearoes in the words of
Congressman Thomas Spiaht of Mississiopi, who "did not
think that lynchinas for any other crime than the name-
less one against womanhood ought ever to occur." And
the Confederate veterans of Grenada, Mississippi, proved
their humanitarianism by resolvina, in 1904, that thev
were "unalterably opposed to the lvnchina of a human
being, save, perhaps, for the one unmentionable crime."
(Ibid.,p. 138)

27 Jones on. cit., n. 351.
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he might expect swift retribution from the white community. The
krowledge bv the black community that vinlence might strike at
any time, but certainly iﬁ response to the sliahtest indiscretion,
served effectively to narrow even-the set of possible alternate
responses which a Negro might internalize.

So long as Southern society continued in its involuted char-
acter, the deterrent posed by white threats became increasinqly
inbred in the culture; thus the conditioned responses of the dom-
inated group militated against the need for actuallv usina an
increased amount of violence. The law of anticipated reaction
was generally sufficient. But the First World War put an end to
the insularity of the South. Although probably not written
about Southern Negroes in particular, the ponular sona "How you
gonna keep 'em down on the farm, after they've seen Paree"
pointed up a source of serious dislocation for Southern culture
after the War. Negroes who had never known a mode of existence
except that based on fear and reprisal were suddenlv unrooted
and thrust into a strange new life--one in which manv whites,
particularly Europeans, were wont to interact with them from
bases other than fear alone. The theories of fopernicus
could scarcely have been more unsettlina'

So lona, of course, as the blacks whose minds had been
affected by this new virus remained in Europe, the imnact was
but on individual exnectations. The problem arose when these
men attempted re-intearation into the wo;ld whence they had come
stateside. Suddenly they thrust themselves into a society which

had not proceeded apace, a society which was not prepared to
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accept such mutations of character in its subservient penples.:’zR
The Southern‘response to chanaed expectations amonast its Nearoes
was a renewal of the Klan on a level of violence never before
experienced. Founded in 1866 by fonfederate General Nathan
Bedford Forrest, the Ku Klux Klan revived and, for the ensuinn
decade, it enjoyed unparallelled success. Membership rose to
perhaps 5 million across the nation and it achieved political dom-
inance in Oklahoma, Texas, and Indiana.- The bubble burst upon
the conviction of Grand Nraqon Navid €. Stephenson of Indiana for
2nd degree murder in late 1925, a year after the Democratic Party
officially denounced the Klan in its Platform.29 .
But if racism seemed to wane toward the end of the decade after

the war, the issue of the Nearo's nlace in society, particularly
in the South, had not been resolved. Southern resistance stiffened
in response to Negro "agitation", and the uneasv truce which came
after 1930 was predicated--like that which came after the turn of
the century--upon keepina the Nearo submerged. Even’'as late as the
Second World War a leading Southern Congressman could assert:

This war was not fouaht to chanae one whit the

definition or meanina of true democracy and

true Americanism. We fought to preserve what

we already had....If some overzealous person

or persons...left colored Americans under

the impression that a victorv in this recent
war meant the break down of the color line in

28See, for example, William Faulkner's novel Sartoris.

29, B. Morris, Enczclogedia of Mmerican History, (New York:
Harper), p. 337, p. 335.
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the South or social eaua]jty and integmarriaae
with the white race, than'I am sorry.”
It was into such a world that Georae Wallace was born, a
world imbued with Populist ideals and a common orientation amonao
a majority of whites: to maintain their place in sociefv by

keeping the Negro beneath them.

30Theodore G. Bilbo, cited in Newhy, on. cit., n. 101.



ITI: Worldview: verbalized

In recoanition of the fact that the economic aspect of the
movement fell prey to baser interests, Wallace todav bris;les at
beina termed a Populist--strenuously rejectino the idea that he
miaht be considered a racist. When told by an interviewer that a
newsman had termed him such, Wallace replied:

They've got a word for everythina, haven't thev?

Vou should have asked him if he knew what Populism
was--and I say "was" because there is no such thino
anymore. Poboulism, in the sense these nseudo-
intellectuals use it carries overtones of anti-one
religion or another. They don't dare charae me with
that, so they j*st say "Populism"--it's a sort of
highbrow smear.

Racism has become a normatively tinaed concept and, in the. eyes

of "Tiberals", is loaded with opprobrium. Wallace prefers to build
a neutral term--"seareaationist"--which purports to denote those
who, throuch no dislike of the Negro, sincerelv believe that sep-
aration of the races is the most mutually beneficent policy to

follow:

Racism is evil, but there is a difference between a
racist and a seqrecationist. Racism is disliking
God's handiwork because a person is another color.

If a man is convinced in his heart, and I am, that
seqrenation is in the best interest of both races,
there is nothina immoral or sinful about it. I am
an Alabama segregationist because we have found, as
have others in other narts of the nation and wor]d
that race-mixina when there are larae numbers of each
race simply does not work in the interest of anyone.

1Hallace, quoted in Synon, on. cit., p. 123.
t

2Na]lace. quoted in Jones, op. ci p. 178.
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To understand properly such a statement, it needs be juxtaposed
aaainst both Wallace's working version of it and aacainst others'

conceptual isations of the same distinctions. Wallace's intent and

effectiveness in put”: . his views into practice will be left for
the followina chapt .-. '+ for parallax on the concept of racism
see I. A. Newby's L .= ' definition:

Throughout this study, the term "racist" refers

to those who held or voiced anti-Nearo attitudes,

includina anyone who accepted the innate

inequality of the races and/or obiected to

social equality of whites and Neoroes. Thus,

broadly defined, it included the overwhelming

majority of _Americans in the early twentieth

century....3
In his 1964 speech at Harvard, Wallace "...touch(ed) on the mulatto
children born of Yankee occupation troops and Southern Negro women.
He pointed out that in manv instances, these children took the char-
acteristics of their fathers and were more ambitious than the full
blooded African Negro."4 Jones calls this a "frank, scholarly
approach," but its emphasis on the racial stereotype transmitted by
blood seems to make Wallace a racist bv any definition.

Wallace's own pronouncements not withstandina, it would appear

that as a candidate he was not averse to profitina from such racist

feeling as might exist. Marshall Frady, now versona non arata in

the Wallace camp, but for nine months an intimate, savs that Vallace
told him, "Let 'em call me a racist. It don't make anv difference.
Whole heap of»folké in this countrv feel the same way I do. Race is

what's gonna win this thinq for me.“5 Certainly the strateav

3Newby, op. cit., p. IX.

4Jones, op. cit., p. 112.

5Frady, op. cit., p. 7.
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of the campaion in 1964 called for identifving Wallace with the
creed of white supremacy, racism even by the most restrictive of
definitions. Bill Jones reports:

Had (Louisiana Governor John) McKeithen been

willina to exert the necessary leadership,

Wallace could have won the place on the ballot

under the rooster....an emblem of white su-

premacy in the South.b
| Obviously, Jones considered the rooster a prize to be sought.

In fairness, one must report that in his unsuccessful race
for Governor in 1958, Wallace had the endorsement of Alabama's
sizeable Jewish minoritv and the NAACP. While the difference
between him and his opponent, John Patterson, whom the ¥lan en-
dorsed, may have been one of deqree, Wallace had the taa nf
"liberal” to Patterson's "conservative" on that single, all-
important dimension in Alabama politics--éace. Wallace even went so
far as to denounce the Klan. Frady quotes one of Wallace's oldest
associates as commenting:

(H)is heart was really in it. He had a genuine
aversion to the Klan. He just, in some vaaue
way, didn't trust them. PAnything that's basi-
cally uncontrollable makes him feel a 1ittle
uneasv; he'd just rather stay away from it,
whether it's for him or against him.
But in that same campaian he found that he could not control the

sine aua non of the politician--the votes. Why? In Mallace's

assessment it all boiled down to one thina. "John Patterson out-

6Jones, op. cit., n. 321.

70uoted in Fradv, op. cit., n. 126; for an alternate
view of Wallace's relationship with the Klan, see
Robert Sherrill, Gothic Politics in the Neep South,
(New York: Ballantine Books,), 1968, pp. 313-314.
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. 8
nigguhed me.- And boys, I'm not aoing to be out-nigquhed amain."
While he rejects out of hand the "Populist" taa, it would
appear to fit him rather well; his own transmoarification curiously

parallels that of the movement from which his world view seems to
stem. Former Alabama Governor Jim Folsom, who broke every racial
moré of his time and nlace by invitina fongressman Adam flavton
Powell, a Negro, to the Governor's mansion for drinks on the
veranda, considers that both he and Wallace were Populists, at
least in economic outlook:

'Course, Georae, now, Reorae wadn't no race biaot

either back yonder. Me 'n' George was alwavs

close. My uncle and his arandaddy was Populists

together. George ain't nothin but an old Ponulist

himself. We just disaareed on one thinq: I never

did want to take any credit for hanain' niagers.

And he wadn't alwavs like he is now. He_just wanted

to get elected to thinas, that's all....9
Wallace was once Folsom's protege', but they broke over the Powel)
affair. The rift ostensibly occurred over Folsom's appointment of
one of Wallace's political opponents to the Board of Review in
Wallace's home couhty of Barbour. But attempts to patch up thinos
came to nought, again reflecting Wallace's assessment of the polit-
ical situation: "Naw boys, folks are fed up with this entertainin'
nigguhs in the mansion. Somethina else thev fed un with too is the
drinkin'. Naw boys, I'm goin' all the wav with it."lo

(Folsom was reportedly drunk constantlv while in office;

81bid., p. 127.
91bid., p. 116.
IOQuoted in Ibid., p. 110.
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Wallace, once was a social drinker, but found that he aot drunk easily.
Just as he distrusted the Klan for beina uncontrollable, so did he
distrust what he himself might do under the influence of alcohol.
This, plus the feelina that the voters did not approve of Folsom's
deportment combined to impress ubon him the importance of giving uo
liguor. It is a tribute to his singleness of purpose that to this
day he holds unwaverinaly to that political decision. Fven his
closest campaign advisors fee] they cannot drink in his presence;
as a result they are in constant search for someone who does not
feel the need to drink that can be sent in to occupy the Governor's
time with talk of politics--the only topic which ennades his interest--
while the bottles are brought out in the next room) .

While Newby has placed himself firmly in the camn opposina
racists, he was unable to leyel many of the common peioratives at
them. Reaardless of whether the findina brinqgs one comfort, he
reported himself unable to call them hypocrites:

To dismiss them as crackpots, biaots, or uned-
ucated simpletons is, I think a mistake...

too often made. (I am convinced that) whether
intellectual or emotional in theijr anproach,

most racists were not hypocritical. They
believed firmly and comnletely that Negroes

were racially inferior, and they were concerned
that racial policies reflect that belief. The
fact that their efforts were misdirected and their
beliefs rested upon prejudice, emotion, and
ianorance did not make them anv less real. They
acted upon the assumption that they were correct,

and their ?olicies were justified by their
premises. ! |

MNewby, op. cit., pp. VITI-IX.
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Neither is Wallace hypocritical; undoubtedlv his views on the Negro
are emotionally tinged from the environment in which he matures,
but he also has verbalized some of the reasons he feels .as he does.']2
The key to his general downarading of the Nearo might baldlv
put be termed "laziness." The feelina that Nearoes are naturally
shiftless and "want somethina for nothing" pervades the South. Thus
bfanded, they stand in bold contrast to those hard-workina, God-
fearing, long-suffering yet uncomplaining sons of the soil who
still form the bulk of the Southern ethos and who are the modern
purveyors of the Protestant work ethic. George Wallace is one of
these men, but one who--by dint of sheer grit, drive, and deter-
mination--rose on his own to positions of leadership. “Can a former
truck driver," asks a campaian brochure rhetoricallv, "who is mar-
ried to a former dime store clerk and whose father was a plain
dirt farmer be elected President of the I'nited States?"!3
The answer is plainly affirmative: "As a farm boy, he learned

early the lessons of hard work and economy, doina manual chores to

]zThe source for much of this section is a two-part interview
this author had with Gov. Wallace on board his campaiqn
plane on June 9 and 10, 1968. No tape recordina of the
interview was made because of the candidate's penchant for
sitting as close to the enaines as possible, so as to better
able to hear any malfunction which miqht arise. (The traumatic
experiences of Wallace's WW II service as a flight enaineer
in the Pacific led to his fear of flyina). BRecause of his
seating nreference, the noise from the enaines is so areat
as to make conversation difficult and to preclude anv attemnt
to tape record. Notes of the conversations were made
immediately afterward, though, and it is upon these notes--
fleshed out with material from other sources whenever available--
that this analysis depends for authenticity.

]3“History shows Gov. George Wallace CAN be Flected President,"
in Stories and fomments about George €. Wallace Next President
of the United States, (n.p.; n.d), p. 4.
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w14 and because:

help his family financially,
He has been a workina man all his life. As
a youth he chopped cotton and dug potatoes
to help his parents. He worked his way throunah
the lniversity of Alabama by waitina on tables
and doina other chores before and after classes.
Refore...World War_ II, he drove a dumn truck and
loaded ammunition.

Lack of funds did not keep him from prosperina in his education,
either, even thouah he remembers havina "maybe one" suit, one pair
of shoes, and "very few" shifts.]6 He could not even afford many
law books:

(I)n those days...there were desks where two peonle

sat toaether and a professor would call unon a

student to get up and qive the next case. What

George would do was this: When others took a ten

minute break between classes, he'd rush to the

next class and read the first case and if he aot

called on he'd get up and exnlain it., If he didn't

then he'd read the second case from his seatmate's

book while the first case was being exnlained. 1/
Wallace was tenacious and willina to work hard to achieve his goals.
He cannot understand why nersons who are unwilling to make the same
effort should be rewarded. He did it, so can others.

0f eaual import to Wallace today is another explicit compari-

son between himself and many Nearoes. When he married his wife,

]4“George C. Wallace...Statesman...Patriot," in Stories and
Comments..., op. cit., p. 5.

15060y, Georage . Wallace--A Friend of the Workina People,"
in Stories and Corments..., op. cit., p. 5.

IGSynon., op. cit., p. 23.
17Judge Glen Curlee, quoted in Ibid., pp. 25-26.
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Lurleen, durina the war, they once were faced with another of the
problems which confront Negroes today: the shortaae of suitable
housing. As a result, they lived in a converted chicken house in
Alamogordo, New Mexico. He remembers it "had a concrete floor
that had been cleaned out and fumigated and so forth...(I)t was a
one-room affair. We cooked on a hot plate and used the bhathroom
inside [the landlord's] house."18 k

But did they turn this or any of the others in their strina
of dingy homes into a tenement? DNid they "sit on the front porch
and throw their empty bottles onto the street Jjust to hear them
break," as he feels Negroes are wont to do? No' Lurleen manaaged
to make things tidy, he recalls; they planted flowers--mavbe
chrysanthemums--put on a coat of whitewash, or built a 1ittle fence.
Not that they had any money, understand; thev just did what they
could, because they cared. "It doesn't cost anythins to be neat,
to pick up the aarbage rather than throwina it into the vard" he
says, aaain implying a comparison with himself, the symbol of a
different ethos, in which the Nearo comes out second best: A1l
the "excuses" and intellectual rationalisations are inconseauential
beside his visceral reaction to memories that are still sharp
within him. He did it--a fact to which their can be no rehuttal,
he feels--and he did not complain. He will comp]aiﬁ, however, when
persons who are able choose not to do it, in favor of seeking a
dole, an unearned increment. It is a tenet deeply felt, hence one

most difficult to refute throuah logic.

8gyoted in Ibid., p. 39.
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Nor is the ability to rise from hard times pecularily
Wallace's; it extends to a whole people as he asserted in his

inaugural address:

The liberals' theory that poverty, discrimination
and lack of opportunity is the cause of communism
is a false theory. If it were true the South
would have been the biggest single Communist bloc
in the Western Hemisphere long ago....After the
great War between the States, our people faced

a desolate land of burned universities, destroyed
crops and homes, with manpower depleted and
crippled....There were no government handouts,

no Marshall Plan aid, no coddling to make sure
that our people would not suffer....There was

no money, no food and no hope of either. But

our grandfathers bent their knees only in church
and bowed their head only to God.

...Not for one single instance did they
consider the easy way of federai domination and
amalgamation in return for fat bellies. They
fought. They dug sweet roots from the ground
with their bare hands and boiled them in the
old iron pots. They gathered poke salad from
the woods and acorns from the ground. They
fought. They followed no false doctrine. They
knew what they wanted, and they fought for
freedom. They came up from their knees in the
greatest display of sheer nerve, grit and guts
that has ever been set down in the pages of
written history, 19

Jones would have it that the South has a proprietary interest in
hard work. South Milwaukee, an area which went heavily for

Wallace in the 1964 Wisconsin primary race,

19quoted in Ibid., p. 39.
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"is heavily populated with Polish Americans, and they
carry many of the same attitudes that are held-

by Southerners. Many of them are only a aeneration
or so away from Furope and, while America has

been good to them, it has been throuah hard

work and dedication to their families that the

Polish American has been able to progress as

far as he has in this nation."20

Not only are there benefits deriving from hard work, but =~
acceptina handouts entails an element of risk:

(Working for what he wants) is a way of life
for (Wallace) and he rebels at the thouaht of
street demonstrators demanding they be qiven
this freedom, this job, this riaht. To Wallace,
the only way to gain anything is to earn it.
Nothina is given without strina attached, but
everything is taken away at the whim of the
aovernment.

Jones reports a chain of reasoning which might {with apoloaies to
Hans Morgenthau) be dubbed "the domino theorv of civil rights":

The Governor stronqly feels that you cannot

deal with street revolutionaries; you can never
satisfy them; first it is a front seat in a bus:
next, it's a take-over of parks; then, it's

public schools: then it's voting riahts; ,

then, it's jobs; then, it's distribution of

wealth without work. Then it's more and more to
the final breakdown o¥ the private property system
as the revolutionists take over the nation.

Though he has been forever "typed" as beina anti-Nearo, and
though his words are oft-undercut by his actions {acain, see below,
Chapter 3), Wallace has taken something of a melioristic view of

the race problem. Negroes, he feels, are not now ready for equality

201pid., pp. 214-215.
21bid., p. 76.
221bid., p. 377, emphasis added.
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and one gets the feeling that they may not soon be so judaged, but
in theory the opportunity does exist; it is, oddly enough, at the
end of that very road which he, himself, followed: hard work,
with particular emphasis on self-improvement through edﬁcation.

Jones reports that, though "some" Negroes (he feels certain)
disagree with Wallace, nonetheless the Governor "clearly sees his
duty in regard to the Negro citizens." Labeling the enhancement
of educational opportunities for all as "a sane and sensible"

policy Jones comments:

Wallace feels that the Nearo must improve him-
self before white Alabamians accept him as an
equal in education, politics, and social and
civil life. Wallace does not want intearation
to be a by-product of his proaram of additional
education opportunities and bhetter jobs for

the Negroes. However, it could be the final
result.23

Education, in fact, is what Wallace says he is going to do about

the race problem:

Education is going to solve the race question
and nothing else, and that's what we're doina

in Alabama. We are educating all of our neonle,
We're building junior colleqges and trade schools
throughout our State, we are educatina all of
our people. And every man and woman in this
country, White or Black, who will qo to school
and will stay in schnol--train himself--will
find his place in the nation's economy, a

place that will qive him a good standard of

living. Education is the solution to the
problem, 2

231bid., p. 452.

24Nallace, quoted in Svnon, op. cit., p. 54.
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Political ascendancv, not material wealth, is the measure of
success in Wallace's world, but in his determination to provide
assistance for those who will help themselves he is not uniike the
Andrew Cé;neqie embodied in The Gospel of Wealth. Note, too, the
end product of the education that Wallace envisions. Far from
intendina to produce Renaissance Men, or for that matter even
Liberal-arts Men, the focus of the proaram is on turnina out per-
sons with the ability to tend the machines which are a hallmark
of our technological age. Wallace's Alabama made aiant strides
in at least one educational department; it became ennaaged in re-
training the agriculturally oriented to become industrial workers.
Since it is abundantlv clear that fewer and fewer yeoman farmers
can be economically self-sufficient on the land, providing the
opportunity for them to educate themselves to a new and more
economicallv rewarding place in the economy is a laudable qoal:
Wallace can point with pride to the fact that Neoroes nrofited
disproportionately from this trade and vocational school proqram
(which, as shall be shown later, had areat "ancillary" benefits
of an entirely different sort). The point to be made is that
Wallace's view of the solution to the racial issue turns on
education only insnfar as it will help Negroes to become econom-
ically self-sufficient. He professes no higher aoal than this.

It is manifestly unfair to judae the man on the qualitv of
systematic thouaht which he offers.. Wallace, is, after all,
preeminently a politician, one schooled in the art of the possible.
Furthermore, he makes no attempt to hé a systems builder; there

is a random character to his thouahts which has seemed to
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necessitate the t;rm "world view" rather than the more common
appellation "phiTosophy.f As with most Americans, perhaps,
Wallace seems to have made no effort to work out inconsistencies
or to formalize his motivations in any way. His view of the aood
life seems always to be Teft implicit and to the inferential powers
of the listener. He nowhere makes explicit a set of priorities.
Since it seems desirable to discover his scale of values for the
Qurposes of gaining an insight into the man, one must reconstruct,
in relatively coherent fashion, somethine which very probably does
not exist on a conscious, formalized lTevel, within the man himself.
As Sherrill suagests, "Wallace is not burdened with a nhilosnnhv."25

To do so in his own words is, no doubt, the best approach
possible, although at best a necessary evil. The ad hoc nature
of the po]it{cs to which he has set himself (hence of the man him-
self, due to his absolute concentration on the requisites of his
profession) is such that formulation of a philosophv might well hem
him in unnecessarily. Having subverted everythina to his goal--
beina a successful (winning) politician--he has so conditioned
himself that he finds it hard to discuss even in an informal context
anything of an abstract nature, includina his view of "the good
life."

Wallace, at least the man to whom this writer snoke durinag the
campaian, is a man of preconditioned responses. To streamline his
onperation (and to gquard himself against aivina varyina resnonses -

to similar questions) he has developed a set of standardized answers

Z5sherril, op. cit., p. 314.
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which are culled from his major campaign document--The Speech (see
Appendix A). He is so immersed in The Speech that it is extraor-
dinarily difficult to get him to qo beyond its bounds, say, to some
" of the possible ramifications of the ideas expressed therein. To
get him to leave "“the real world" for the abstract is almost im-
possible without the tact of a Haimerskjold and the patience of Job.

Perhaps Wallace's worldview is so unsystematic because it is
much less the end product of ratiocination than it s the outarowth
of the attempt to make his feelinas intelliaible and communicable
to others. There can be no doubt about it; Wallace feels deenly.
His personal exneriences are alive to him and have provided much
of the stuff of his motivation. It is, bluntly, as if he had
struagled with his visceral, "qut" reactions only to the point
where he could put them into words. No first premises for him; he needs
them not. He feels!

That he feels does not preclude his thinkina, naturally, anrd
one finds the most explicitely systematic thouaht in the area:df
his greatest concern--the relationships that ought to exist amona
the various branches and levels of government and between aovernment
and man. In this regard Wallace is narticularly well versed, he
feels, because of his wide experience in all branches of government:
Assistant Attorney General, State Legislator, Circuit Court Judae,
Governor, and candidate for President of the United States.

This is not to say that Wallace is a hiahly orininal or inno-
vative thinker in aovernmental relationships, for the position he
espouses is generallv the same as that held bv others in his reaion

both in and out of government. He hnlds stronalv to the traditional
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view of power relationships, which, he feels, are supported bv a strict

interpretation of the Constitution and viqorous defense of states'

rights against the voracious, insatiable federal octopus.

Wallace believes that the Constitution of the
United States was established as a device to
1imit the power of the central government, and
that the U.S. Supreme Court was onlv a division
of that government and not vested with absolute
power. Wallace helieves that the Constitution
was conceived as a protective device for all
the people against arbitrary action on the

part of the court or any other branch of the
qovernment. 26

The issue today, he feels, is a hig government, "nseudo-inte-

1lectual government, where a select aroup writes quidelines for

bureaus and court decisinns,"27 aovernment which is 1eadihq to "the

destruction of local aqovernment and local domestic democratic insti-

utions"-things 1ike "schools, hospitals, the seniority and apprentice-

ship lists of labor union{s), businesses, the apportionment of len-

islatures, and even the matter of housinn...."28 Wallace, and those

who identify with him may well feel their own eqos threatened bv a aov-

ernment of pseudo-intellectuals who "look down their nose at the

average man on the street."29 Wallace and his followers wish no

more recognition than to be known as averaane men-- "the People."

But what, then, would a Wallace presidency have meant? Would

he 1ook with favor upon the characterization, by John J. Synon, of

26Jones, op. cit., pp. 30-31 and passim.

27

Ibid., p. 54.

28".Peop'le Concerned About Trends In U.S. Gov. Wallace Savs,"

29

in Stories and Comments.... op. cit., p. 9.

Ibid.
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John Tyler as having been our greatest president because "they didn't
pass a law duking his four years"?30 Not at all. He took great

pains to stress throuqhout the campaiaqn that his was not a purely
negative movement and that he would not be a do-nothing president.

On practical grounds, once introduced to the man's power sense one
would not expect the federal sphere to become quiescent during a
Wallace tenure, but even on a theoretical plane Wallace appears as

an activist. The recipients of government largesse would changg

- to be sure, but the flow of federal dollars would certainly continue
almost unabated.

Wallace forever removes himself from the camp of Goldwater
conservatism when he says "...I'm not one of these ultraconservatives.
They aqainst everything. The only thina they for is the dollar,
that's all they want to conserve. Well, tﬁat's not me...."3! Fradv
quotes Wallace's statement during the 1966 qubernatorial campaian
(in which Wallace stumped the state and won the office in the name
of his late wife, Lurieen):

They talkin' about yo guvnuh borrowin' money

to build roads and bridaes over this state.
Well, whatever it takes, we aonna build those
roads and bridges. And they talkin' about all
the other money we spent. Hell, spendin' money
for the blind and crippled and elderlv and

disabled--that's what we spose to do. That
ain't no qiveawsy, that's easin sufferin', that's

heppin' folks.3

3OSynon, op. cit., back cover.
31Ouoted in Frady, op. cit., p. 138.

321919,, emphasis in oriainal.
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But that is far different, to hear Wallace tell it, from the proper
relationship between another centralized qovernment--the federal--
and its component parts, the states. Here, in the high rhetoric

of his inaugural address, he expands at length upon tHe evils of

centralization:

We can no lonaer hide our head in the sand and

- tell ourselves that the ideology of our free
fathers is not beina attacked and...threatened
by another idea...for it is. We are faced with
an idea that if a centralized government assumes
enough authority, enough power over its people,
that it can provide a utopian life...that if
given the power to dictate, to forbid, to re-
quire, to demand, to distribute, to edict and
to judge what is best and enforce the will of
Judgement upon its citizens from unimpeachable
authority...then it will produce onlv "qood"...
and it shall be our father...and our God. It
is an idea of government that encourages our
fears and destroys our faith...for where there
is faith there is no fear, and where there is
fear there is no faith.

. ..Governments do not produce wealth, People
produce wealth...free people, and as these peo-
ple become less free...then this aovernment
must assume more and more police powers and we
find that we are becoming aovernment-fearing
people, not God-fearing people. We find that
we have replaced faith with fear and though we
may give 1ip service to the Almiahty, in re-
ality, qovernment has become our God....It is
a system that is the very opposite of Christ...
it assumes the responsibilities that we oup-
selves should assume. I[ts pseudo-liberal
spokesmen and some Harvard advocates have never
examined the logic of its substitution of what
it calls "human rights" for individual riqhts,
for its propaaanda Play uoon words that have
appeal for the unthinkina. Its logic is
totally material and irresponsible as it runs
the whole aamut of human desires, including
the theory that everyone has voting riahts
without the spiritual responsibility of pre-
serving freedom.
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Our foundina fathers recoanized these riahts,
but only within the framework of those spiritual
responsibilities. But the stronq, simple faith
and sane reasoninaq of our foundinn fathers has
long since been foraotten as the so-called
"progressives” tell us that our constitution
was written for "horse and guaqy" days. So
were the Ten Commandments.3:

The seeming contradiction between Wallace's strona central
government at the state level but his strong indictment of it at
the national level is "solved" ‘to his satisfaction by the fact that
the varibus subdivisions of local government--cities, counties,
school boards--are in fact leaal creatures of the state and, as
such, by law clearly subordinate to it. But of the federal
government, as he says in The Speech, "They may have the power, but
they don't have the ri_qht."34 The legal distinction, to a strict
constructionist, is a correct one. But Wallace further identifies
himself as a conservative "In the sense that I am anainst aovernment
regulations.” Victor Gold, the most perceptive ahalyst=of Wallace's
‘record, rightly suggests that:

-..to a local or county school board in Alabama,
elected by and for the citizens of the immediate
area and threatened by overriding state authority
out of Montgomery, "qovernment requlation: is
"government reaulation"--and fieorae Wallace's

"conservatism" on the matter of local government
is open to question.3

33Nal1ace, quoted in Jones, op. cit., pp. 72-73.

34cs, p.186 Apnendix A; the remark was nominallv in
reference to the Supreme fourt, but from Wallace's
point of view it would apply equally to any and all
branches of the Federal Government.

35yictor Gold, "The Rise and Stand of Georae forley
Wallace," in Human Events, Jan. 27, 1968, reprint, p. 1.
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Wallace's critics have lona charged that the aovernmental sohere

which he would hold to be rightly superordinate is that which he

commands or that to which he holds immediate aspirations.

The emphasis on religion in the passaae from Wallace's inauaural

quoted above brinas out another important element in the mian's world-

view. Wallace, himself, holds a position of leadership in his

church's convention, althouah unabashed Wallace foes claim that the

position was qained throuah political pressure and that he dares

not attend the convention meetinags. Savs Jones:

Religion, and much of it deeply emotional even
in modern day America, has had a profound effect
on the attitudes and morals of those livina in
the old Confederate states....

Religious training of the South has helped

to mold the paternalistic feeling which exists
in the Southern white mind for the Negroes nf
the South. The reliaious philosophv which per-
vades the reqion is as conservative in nature
as in the political philosophv which is rampant
throughout the old Confederacy.36

His statements dovetail nicely with Newbv's contention:

...to most Americans religion was a vital force,
an intimate part of 1ife. &n exclusivelv "pro-
fane" racism was, therefore, unsatisfactory, or
rather incompiete. It must be supplemented by
religious authority, bv scriptural proof of
racial inequality. Religious racism was by its
very nature most appealing to the ianorant and
uneducated, to those, that is, whose racial
views were prejudiced an9 emotional rather than
rational or scientific.3

36Jones, op. cit., p. 414,

3

7Newby, op. cit., pp. 83-84 and Chapter 3 passim.
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As with other forms of racism, the religious emphasis manifested

itself most stronaly in the South. One must realize
there exists in the South a strong feeling that
Christianity's greatest enemy is Godless Com- -
munism, and rightly or wronglv, the.areat ma-
Jority of Southerners believe that the same
forces motivatina the current civil riahts un-
rest in the nation are those forces who oppose
the anti-Community positions taken by the qov-

ernment...to contain Communistic expansion
throughout the world.38

In this statement all the components of the Southerner's anti-Nearo
feelinas can be seen. Science and reliaion are one; no source of
authority can be adduced in rebuttal. Wallace does not want aovernment
to become our God. Instead, he is motivated by a desire to return
this country to "States Riqhts and local qovernment and to brina a
halt to this destruction of individual liberty and personal resnon-
sibi1ity."39 He implies that if Neqroes proaress economicallv they
are partaking of all individual lTiberties that the aood 1ife has to

offer,

38Jones, op. cit., p. 415,
3%al1ace, quoted in Synon, op. cit., p. 66.



III Worldview: operationalized

Wallace's principles, briefly and concisely put, would seem

to comprise the following 1list: _

1) The Constitution, which embodies a doctrine limitina
federal power, should be upheld.

2) State's rights (wherebv the people of the various
states can adapt aovernmental policy to fit their
particular local conditions and desires) are
quaranteed bv the Constitution.

3) Segregation is the best form of relationships
hetween the races and ouaht to be allowed as a
viable alternative to any other form of social
relationships so that persons on the State level
mav opt to nursue it if they so choose.

4) Government exists to help peonle who are unahle to
help themselves (the elderlv and.infirm) or whose own
earnest efforts cannot suffice without aovernmental
action (as in the field of education). It does NOT
exist to help those who choose not to exert themselves
in their own behalf (governmental action characterized

as "the giveaway").

These are the enunciations which one finds in Wallace's own words
or which would seem to be essential were one to construct comnlete
lines of syllogistic reasonina from the candidate's feelings.
NDurina his vears as a public official, Wallace has had ample
opportunity to translate these princinles into action, a process
durina which not a little fidelity to the oriainal positions mav
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be Tost. (For a case in point compare Thomas Jefferson's acts
while in the White House against the pronounéements he made
before assuming that office).

How well, then, do Wallace's years in Alabama's public ser-
vice reflect his principles? If government is, in fact, in exist-
ence to help people, Wallace would seem to have done a aood job
as Governor of his state. who in Wallace's Alahama need heln?
The catalog is bv now familiar: the veoman farmer, the Tunch-
pailer, the elderly, the infirm, those tranped in dead-end occy-
pations from a ]ack of education.] Furthermore, hv he]nina these
"special interests," all of Alabama would become more prosperous .
Everyone among Wallace's personal constituency (which includes verv
few Nearoes, despite his claims to the contrarv) could be seen as
profiting from the policies of road-buildine and state-supnorted
resistance to intearation, particularly in the educational svstem,

A veteran political reporter in Alabama suagested that Wallaée
was very probablyv the best governor that the state had_ever had.

If onlv for his people, Wallace nonetheless produced volumes of
beneficial leaislation and "proaress" for the state. Although he
rails in the finest Populist tradition acainst the "multi-billion
dollar tax-exempt private corporations" such as the Rockefeller
Foundation, he has departed from that earlier economic radicalism

in his attempts to lure industry to the State. Hallace holds no
tenet more firmly than that which savs canitalism, orivate pronerty,

and the free enterprise svstem are those thinas which have made

Isherrill, op. cit., p. 325.
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this nation qreat. Most imnortantlv, industrialism has brouaht
wealth and prosperity to areat portions of this countrv, the South

)
generallv excluded. Wallace set out, in four vears, to brina Alabama
to parity with the rest of the country in industrial develonment.
He did this not for itself, but because he felt it was the best,
perhaps even the only way to help the people of Alabama. Much of
his program rested on this assumption.

"lpon his takino office in Januarv, 1963, the situation facina
him was one of mixed blessinas. Lona an economic colonv of the
rest of the nation, the South had developed little industry of
its own. At a crucial noint, Birminagham steel had been saddled
with "Pittsburah-nlus" and the era of runawav textile mills was
laraely over.

The traditional cotton empire of Alabama had

been hit bv an enemv worse than the boll wee-

vil. Mechanized farmina in the West had made

serious inroads on Alabama cotton nroduction,

and as farmers turned to more modern methods

of crop ‘production, field hands lost their

jobs.

The state's aiant coal-minina industry

had taken a similar whippina. Natural oas

was flowing across Alabama into its cities.

Railroads were using diesel fuel instead of

coal, and Alabama coal-minina onerators

were forced to automate their operations.

The result: many miners lost their jobs.2
Southern railroads have heen leaendarv for their slip-shod manage-
ment and transportation overland has been made difficult by the

mountains which form a barrier to the northeast; only recently

2Jones, on. cit., p. 48-49,
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wealth and prosperity to areat portions of this countrv, the South
!
generallv excluded. Wallace set out, in four vears, to brina Alabama
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and as farmers turned to more modern methods
of crop production, field hands lost their
Jobs. :
The state's aiant ceal-minina industry
had taken a similar whippina. Natural ocas
was flowing across Alabama into its cities.
Railroads were using diesel fuel instead of
coal, and Alabama coal-minina onerators
were forced to automate their operations.
The result: many miners lost their jobs.2
Southern railroads have been leaendarv for their slip-shod manaae-
ment and transportation overland has been made difficult by the

mountains which form a barrier to the northeast; only recently

2Jones, on. cit., p. 48-49,
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have interstate_hiqhways begun to replace the windina, narrow,
pothole-filled roads which used to nlaaue the region. To the
credit side of the ledger, land was cheap, Tabor was docile
and cheap trade-unionism having vet to permeate the South, and
there were sianificant natural resources in the reaion which
had yet to be fullv exploited.

But the existence of a cheap, docile source of labor is of
no conseguence if it is so unskilled and unschooled as to he unable
to perform the tasks which have become common to modern industrial
needs. This portion of the South's labor force existed in large part
as a result of chanaed conditions in anriculture; the one-man farm was
becomina increasinalv unfeasible economicallv, and onlv a love of
the land and an inahilitv to take up anv other occunation were
keeping many a veoman farmer in aariculture. And at that he had
to be willino to work for a fraction of industrial waaes in order
to be able to compete with the tractor.

The probiem, then, was (is?) to readvy such people for the
new demands made by industry so that they could become a valuable
resource of the reaion. Wallace recoanized this problem early in
his career and, as a freshman legislator, sponsored his first
trade school bhill. fne of those first five trade schools went
to his home county, Barbour, but bv the end of his term as aoy-
ernor he could boast that 28 junior colleaes, technical junior
collenes, and trade schools, were situated over the state in such
a way that no one was more than a bus ride awav from learning a
trade. The way out of the dead end is there, provided bv the

state. But it is un to the individual's own initiative to take
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advantage of the opportunitv with which he has heen presented,
The State can and ounht to do oniv so much,

During Wallace's tenure, he aagressively went about se-
curina new industries for the State. While a legislator he had
snonsored the Wallace Industrial Nevelonment Act; as fRovernor
he created the Industrial Nevelopment Authority, through which
‘tax exemptions and other special inducements for new and exnand-

ina industries were made possible:

(It) has the nower to make surveys to deter-
mine suitable locations for prospective in-
dustry and to determine the availahility

of labor in various areas of the state ac-
cording to skill and educational levels.

The authority also assists counties, towns,
and local industrial development arouns,

not onlvy in assessina their industrial
resources but bv making grants to them for
the nurnose of locatinn suitable industrial
sites. It also assists them...to finance any
necessarv prenaration of sites such as arad-
ina, draining and the construction of access
roads and bridaes.

The latter is an important item to
an industrialist. More than once while he
was qovernor Alabama aoreed to build a
bridae costinn as much as $5 million in order
to get a plant costinn perhaps %100 million.
This...was aood business.

As Wallace more ebulliently put it: "Yessirree, and 1'11 tell in-
dustry, 'We'll borrow five million dollars more and build you a

bridae straiaht up in the air if vou want.'"4

3uGov. Wallace Made Alabama No. 1" in New Industry and-
Jobs," in Stories and Comments..., opn. cit., p. 21.

4Quoted in Fradv, op. cit., n. 138, emnhasis in oriainal.
Monetary costs were not the only ones occasinned hy
industrial exnansion. Fradv reports that, when asked
about the "soualid scent" from a paper mill outside
Montqomery, Wallace replied "Yeah. Sho does smell
sweet, don't it?" (Ibid.).
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Wallace has managed to meet the demands of both industry
and labor. Even with such hiahly unionized industries as mininn
and steel production within the state, trade unionism has never
had much success in the deep South. It is not surprising, there-
fore, that Wallace could suonort a richt-to-work law without
tarnishing his po]ifical image across the state. But he has
managed to keep the active friendship of labor in spite of that
action. To try to refute Northern union leaders' charqes amainst
him during the 1964 and 1968 campaians, Wallace brought Alabama
union leaders to be showcased in the North., Perhaps a working
arrangement was struck wherebv the Alabama unions were "bought
of f" with the promise that their seniority and apprenticeship
systems would not fall under state scrutiny--in effect, oromisina
that segreaation miaht still be practices, to the benefit of the
white union member's job security. One lona-time leader of a
- major union spoke with some bitterness of attempts to oreanize
.wbrkers in the South. He was unable ever to oraanize anvthina
except on a seqgreaqated basis, separate 1ocals for Negro and white
~workers in the same industrv. "Racism is more imnortant than
anything and evervthing te those pennle down there," he said.

"Economics--pension plans, unemnlovment insurance--means nothina
if vou are not 'right' on race." Wallace could then have his cake
and eat it, too; he had his right-to-work law (a necessarv aid to
Turing industry to the state), while also having a docile labop
force. That thé arrangement might have been worked out hv sac-

rificing the Negro's economic interests (just as in the °opulist
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compromise) is instructive.

For each of the last three vears nf his term, Wallace's Ala-
bama led the South in attractinag new or exnanded industrv--a total
of 1304 instances, representing almost $2 billion in capital in-
vestment and employing anproximately 100,000 people, one-third
of whom are Negroes. Whv?

Industrialists like our attitude toward local
aovernment and toward the propertv ownership
system and the free enterprise svstem. In
the eves of the industrialists our image is
that we are for free enterprise, our peonle
make aood emplovees and our aovernment ap-
preciates new industry.5

Then, too, Wallace is reported to have said that "in Alabama orof-
it is not a dirty word."®  The image is not one of radical economic
dissent, but'it does strike at the heart of the Papulists’ proqaram,
namelyv helpina people.

This record industrial boom means that men
and women in this state are ahle to enter into
this areat economic system of freedom calied
free enternrise. There are ijobs, trades and
professions waitina for them...where thev may
move upward throuah amhition and hard work...
where the skv is the limit...where they have
pride in standinn on their own feet, providina
for their families and acouirina true human
dianity in the onlv wav that it can be acauired.

It means their future is as bright as thev
have the inaenuitv to make it. It means thev
are not placed on a dismal do}e passed out by
the totalitarian bureaucrats.

SStories and Comments..., loc. cit.
61bid.
71bid.
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Nf particular note here is the fact that these heneficiaries are
preeminently Wallace's people. Providing economically for the aaricultur
drop-out is important, but there are other human needs which must also
be met. Vallace sincerely believes city 1ife to be brutalizing
and lonely for persons displaced from a life on the land. For one
who has been raised in the secure knowledne of relationshins which
Tife in a small town or rural environment provides, the prospect
of 1ife in the big city is bleak indeed. It is far better, Wallace feels
to remain in one's traditional abode, with old friends and relation-
ships, but at a task which may be new. Bv locating trade schools
near where the people are, Wallace has made it nossible for them
to go to school and léarn a’new trade while still plving the old
one, thus lessenina the shock of suddenly beina immersed in a totally
alien environment of physical and personal relationships while yet
anxious about one's skill in the new and unsettling job.

Furthermore, he shared with Hubert Humnhrey the desire to ex-
tend some form of governmental incentives (tax credits, perhaps) to
those industries which were willina to decentralize and to 1ocate
plants out of the metropolitan centers. He did not choose to make
anything of the plan durina the bulk of his camnaian, but it emeraed
in a conversation which took place over the roar of the airnlane
enaines. His concern for the happiness, as well as the economic
interests, of his people is genuine.

In this same vein, he is willinn to do all in his nower to
help those who choose to do so to stay on the land. In an inter-

estina line of reasoning reaardina aaricultural policy, Wallace
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sees the main problem as being one of under-nroduction. He indi-
cates horror at the absurdityv df butchering hoas and dumping
potatoes in the Mississippi when there are neople who haven't
enough to eat. These people interestinaly enough, are livina in
countries gghgt than the linited States. The man who is not known
as an internationalist offers this as a rationalization for cuttina
off price supports and acreaqe restrictions! When pressed to con-
sider the fact that withdrawal of such supports might well drive
out many of the yeoman farmers for whom he holds such a special
respect, Wallace took a deep breath, siahed, and renlied, "I know,
but it can't be helped." The demand for fnod the world around is
goina to be so great, and the benefits from mechanization and con-
solidation of small farms so considerahle, that he feels the
sacrifice of the yeoman farmer is the price that must be paid®

1) (major premise) The world must be fed.

2) (minor premise) The veoman farmer is
ultimatelv counter-productive.

3) (conclusion) Erao, the veoman farmer
must ultimately go.

This syllogism is striking in its seeming inconsistencv with Wallace's
other priorities.

But if this be ultimate reality, nonetheless Wallace is intent
upon bettering the 1ot of the small farmer for as lona as he re-
mains on the land; in Alabama, this means helpina him to increase
his yield and to market his crons. Just as he did in loc tina

trade schools near where there was the areatest need, so did Mallace
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place soil and cattle testing stations all across the state, thus
hoping to help induce the farmer to brina his samples in for anal-
vsis. According to Wallace, farm income could he increased bv $200
million from soil testina and the better fertilization which should
ensue.8 He also spent $2 million on a 1imine program wﬁich, his
campaian literature claims, returned a $10 million dividend via
hiaher crop vield on half a million acres of Alabama land.9 In
the same vein of making advances in annlied technnloav available
to the consumer, Wallace's Alabama sponsored an Auburn Iniversitv
Swine Evaluation Station for locatina superior strains; he estimates the
increment to Alabama hog raisers is $3 million annua]]v.]n

Stimulation of new products and markets was not overlooked either.
Just as fertilizer could be used to brina fallow land back into
economically feasible tillane, so did Wallace prime the pumn
for expansion of Alabama aariculture into new and untapped fields.
He was able, after a legislative battle which lasted two sessions,
to provide a state-wide network of farmers' markets wherein the
producer could process and sell his food. This necessarv adjunct
to truck farming--heretofore an unknown quantity in Alabama--
might, he felt, open new horizons to those for whom the traditional

agriculture of the reaion was onlv marainally profitahie.l! when

8uGov. Georae Wallace Popular With The Nation's Farmers,"
in Stories and Comments..., on. cit., n. 26.

1bid.
101pid.
N1pid., n. 8.
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one considers that he also removed taxes on weed killers and
reduced the levy on certain types of farm eauipment, fdjlowina the
pattern set for industry in the state, it is little wonder that in
1967 Southern Farm Publications found him favored almost two to one
over the other potential presidential aspirants (Nixon, Reagan,
Johnson, Romney, and Kennedy in order of preference). Note, how-
ever, that an alternate hypothesis might also hold: that the South-
ern farmers polled aenerally nreferred candidates in order of their
"conservativeness." In a state with the occupational comnosition
of Alabama, Wallace's pbrograms were clearlv in line with nopular
desires. His priorities concerning the ultimate fate of the veoman
farmer seem not to have been stréssed.

All of these programs cost money; and while Wallace could
have simply raised taxes to provide the additional revenue, qov-
érnors who do that tend to lose popularitv with their constituents--
taxpayers who alsn, and most imnortantly, vote. Lurina indystry
to the state increased the tax base, of course, althoush not enouah to
offset immediately the increased expenditures overall. But Wallace
hit upon an innrenious plan to tax without makinn it "hurt". He cut
the tax on certain farm machinery, for example, thus givina

that sector of the electorate a small but real and highly visible

gift; he then increased the taxes on ciaarettes, beer, snortina
events, aasoline, and automobile r'eqistlr-at:icms,]2 all rearessive
taxes, but much less visible. It is as ¥ he went ahnyt handina
out ten dollar bills for effect while ouietly takina in much more
than he had given out, thouah in nickel and dime amounts which

can more easilvy qo unnoticed.

"2Frady, op. cit., p. 138.
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Then, too, Wallace drasticallv increased the state's bonded in-
debtedness; in the first five vears under the husband and wife team
such indebtedness tripled--with $750 million in new borrowinn.13
As Judge’Roy Mayhall, former Alabama State Nemocratic Party Chair-

man, reveals:

We owe per canita in this state twice what we

ever owed. And we have to pay more interest

on it, because it's not a aeneral state ohli-

aation which entails all the state's revenue--

a qeneral state obhliagation has to he voted on,

but Wallace hasn't submitted a one of these

bond programs to a popular vote.l4
This sort of "taxina" is the most invisible of all and one does not
run the risk of being turned down at the polls. Nne thina that
might help to offset the deficit created by increased spendina is
federal aid, to which Watlace has declared his undvina, if aualified,
enmity: "...the Wallace administration will firmlv resist dictation
and control by federal aaencies in areas which traditionallv and
constitutionally are matters for state and local control. Our wav
of 1ife must he preserved."15 put Gold reports that Alabama receives
$2.50 in federal aid for everv dollar it contributes in federal taxes.!®
Is Wallace cauaht in an inconsistency? Not at all, he would submit,
because there is reallv no such thina as federal aid. "It is tax-

payers' aid, because it is vour money and my money, and thev just

]3Gold, op. cit., p. 1: on this aeneral subiect see alsn
Sherrill, op. cit., pp. 337-34n.

14Quoted in Frady, op. cit., pp. 137-38,
]50uoted in Jones, op. cit., p. 40.
166o1d, op. cit., b. 3.
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return a small nortion to us after thrdwinq most of it down a rat
hole somewhere."17

When one adds the efforts Wallace made to publicize his economv
measures (such as clamping down on the state's liquor anent system
and on unauthorized use of the State's official vacht, which is
kept at Mobile for the purpose of entertainina prospective customers
of the State), his own spartan habits at the Governor's mansion,
and the fact that, in marked contra-distinction to other adminis-
trations, no major scandals ever surfaéed, it is understandable
that Wallace could have the imaae of beina both the State's bin-
gest spender (the aross disbursements increased from $963 million to
$1.44 billion over the first five vears of the Wallaces' com-
bined terms, for a rise of 50 percent) and one who is anainst ad-
ditional taxes "as a matter of nrinciple.”

The dissonance between principle and practice (if we have cor-
rectly identified the princinle) nowhere shows more clearly than
in Wallace's actions in the area of civil rights while he was Gov-
ernor of Alabama. In fact, Wallace seems to shy awav from delin-
eating juét what "civil rights" a nerson possesses, save to sav
that "such rights are quaranteed to us all in the Constitution of the
United States."!8 (The term "civil riahts" is used here in its nop-
ular sense of "civil 1§berties.") Amona such civil riohts is the
right to vote, which implies the riaht to reaister on a non-discrim-
inatory basis, the right to have one's vote counted, the riaht
actually to direct the policies and personnel of aovernment insofar

as our electoral system allows.

7Waltace, quoted in Jones, on. cit., p. 243.

]Bouoted in Svnon, opb. cit., p. 60.
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Wallace admits to being a seareqationist, indicatina that this
label refers to a theorv of human association wherein the aond 1ife
lis reached by each race, but separately. That whites are nearer
than Nearoes to the qood life qoes without sayina, and hecause of their
innate lack of ambition, such nrogress as Megroes had achieved was
in larae measure attributable to the qoodness of white hearts:

When we speak of the Nearo in the South,

the imaae in our minds is that areat residue

of easy-goina, basicallv hanpv, unambitious

African, who constitutes 40 percent of our

population, and who the white man of the

v South, in addition to educatina his own

children, has attemnted to educate, to fur-

nish public health services and civic nro-

tection.
Wallace said in a telenram to President Johnson that "...anv indi-
vidual who is qualified to vote is entitled to vote."20 vYet it is
obvious that his "qualifications" are more comprehensive than those
established by the laws coverina voter reqistration. It would annear
that ambition, or a presumed lack of it, is one of those unwritten
determinants of a Neqro's votina riahts in Wallace's Alabama.

White Alabamians cannot justifv to themselves

the turnina over of their city, county or state

qovernment to people who either have never ex-

erted any leadership, or_even shown anvy inclina-

tion toward leadership.2]

In reference to the conditinns leading un to the Selma march,

Jones indicates that there are other "qood" reasons whv Mearoes

9yoted in Jones; op. cit., p. 112,

—————

200yoted in Ibid., p. 376.
211bid., p. 350.
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oucght not be reaistered to vote:

I do not want to implv that Dallas County

(which includes Selma), or other Black

Belt counties with their particular econ-

omic, social and educational problems,

had been registering Nearoes to any great

degree. With qoond reason thev had not.

But caught in the throes of the federally

sponsored social revolution, the Black

Belt registrars, admittedly under federal

court order nressure, were heainnina to

register some Nearoes in accord with

existina Alabama law....In the areat

majoritv of Alabama's 67 counties, where

the economic conditions differed from

conditions in the Rlack Belt, Neqroes

registered as a matter of course, the

same as anyone else.
Nowhere does Jones make clear just what he intends hv their "par-
ticular economic, social and educational problems," but the Black
Belt, which includes Dallas County, is the area of hiqhest Megro
concentration in the state. It aot its name from the
rich black loam which made cotton nlantations economicallv
rewarding; but such land made necessarv the use of large amounts
of slave lahor. The pre-Pooulist period saw the Nearoes of the
Black Belt (who had not vet been disenfranchised hy the Ponulists)
votina with their upper class masters amainst the hill countrv of
the northern parts of the state (which are also markedlv devoid of
Nearoes).

Note that.Cullman founty, home of former Ponulist Governor

Jim Folsom, ‘has but 1.1 nercent non-white pooulation compared
with Macon founty's hiah of 83.5 percent: Nallas countv has a

moderate 57.7 percent non-white population (see Tahle 1 and Fin-

221hid., p. 348, ernhasis added.

et
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ure 1). In fact, all of the counties in Alahama wherein Negroes
constitute more than 40 percent of the population, and thus miaht
be able to seize political power if given the riaht to vote, are
located in the Black Belt--that érea of the "particular...
problems." Where the Negro's vote means little in practical terms
because of his low concentration in the population of the polit-
ical subdivision, it is granted him as a matter of course, Jones
says. But where he miaht aqain political ascendancy it is with-
held "with good reason." It is as simple as that. Whatever else
he may be, Wallace is a student of history

and is particularlv devoted to the history

leading up to the War between the States.

He has studied the war, Reconstruction and

the South recovery. Wallace knows the South

suffered durina Peconstruction when Megroes

ran pell-mell over white people. He knows

what chaos resulted when Northern politicians

nlaced Nearoes in charae of the Southern

qovernments .23
Obviously he feels the outcome would be similar todav, were Nearoes
to come to power. That is unthinkable, thounh{ as Jones has renorted
(see above, Chapter 3, note 20), because government "still has the
power to tax, to destroy, to make laws."2}  1n short, to allow
Negroes to vote would be to make available to them the same snurce
of power throuah which the whites have for so lona kept them sub-
servient. It would ultimatelv serve to destrov the verv basis of
Southern existence. 0f the drive for the 1965 Votinn Pinhts Bill

Jones could report: "Wallace realized the attempt for what it was--

231hid., p. 451.
241bid., p. 350.
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a blow at the Southern power structure which had controlled votina
since most states adopted new constitutions around 1900, followina

- the Reconstruction period“25 (and following the disenfranchisement
of the Negro and the codification of Jim Crow laws in the wake of
the Populist revolt). And acain: "The old economic-social-nolitical
power structure was under what may prove to be fatal attack."26

The system under attack is that which Georae Wallace has mastered
and of which he is the ultimate embodiment.

Having thus unearthed Wallace's intentions reqarding the Nearo
and his place in Southern society, one mav then begin to take his
pious pronouncements about the Neqro's well-being in Alabhama less
seriouslv. Jones reports that part of Wallace's sunport comes
"from Southerners who (want) to preserve'the social and educational

order which had brouaht harmonious race relations to the South for

several qenerations...";27 he also savs that the fovernor prided
himself on the fact that durine his administration in Alabama there
had been no race riots--situations, Wallace says, in which Nearoes
and whites attack each other. (Evidentlv, such bloodshed as Qas
widely publicized through a hostile press came about because of
Negro depredations unon whites who merely defended themselves and
did not"attack").
Wallace's version of the process wherebv such "harmonious" relations

are achieved harkens to vianilante davs of old:

251pid., p. 27.
261bid., p. 319.
271bid., p. 326, emphasis added.
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Niaauh comes up to a white woman down here

like they do up North, tryin' all that stuff,

he's gonna aet shot. Yessuh. 0Ny get his head

busted. That's why we don't have any of that

business down here. They know what's nonna

hanpen to 'em. Thev start a riot down here,

first one of 'em to pick un a brick aqets a

bullet in the brain, that's all. And then

you walk over to the next one and sav, "All

right, pick up a brick. VWe just want to see

you pick up one of them bricks, NOW'" |et

'em see you shoot down a few of 'em, and vou

got it stopped....Hell, we got too much din-

nity in agvernment now, what we need is some

meanness.2®
Neither the process nor the intent has chanqed. Incidents in which
the injured parties are Nearoes--such as the famous Birminaham church
bombina in which four 1ittle airls were killed--can be attrihuted to
Nearo militants who seek to gain sympathy for their cause.

On balance, then, what kind of man is Georae Wallace? He is
a man curiously transformed over the course of his political career,
even thouah he steadfastly claims that he holds the same convictions
he did twenty vears ano. Folsom's comment that Wallace was a Pop-
ulist on economics would hold true todav, as would Vallace's tenet,
deeply felt, that aovernment is supposed to help people (at least
some people). But he has altered his imaoce by alterina his stand
on the issue he chooses to emphasize to the near exclusion of all
others.

The man who professes not to care about “theories" manifests
one principle above all others: he chooses to be a successful nol-
itician, which means he wants to win. He has subordinated everythina
to this sinale qoal. When he saw that drinkina to excess was im-

politic and that he could not he sure that he could drink in

28nyoted in Fradv, on. cit., pp. 8-9, emphasis in arisinal:
see-also Sherrill, op. cit., pn. 312-313.
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moderation, he dave up drinkina. When he saw that,Folsomism was
becomina unpopular, he tried to destroy the public's memory of

his cﬁampioninq of the Cullman Giant. When he saw that an obponent
had qained favor with the voters by raisina the ante on old aqe
pensions, Wallace raised it yet higher. (The biddina had beaun at
$80/month and had risen to $110/month during the heat of the cam-
paian, but actually averaaed about $80/honth over the Wallace vears.)
When he saw that the NAACP's endorsement meant less than the Klan's,
he forever removed himself from the "liberal® camn on that all-
important issue--race.

Possibly the latter two stories are revealina. ﬂﬁ; of Wallace's
political objectives has been to be a bit distinctive, so as better
to stand out for the voter, but to stand out in a positive wav.

The realistic $80 figure which he had offered in pension became lost
when Folsgm raised the ante, so Wallace had to raise him back. The
champion of the Negro failed to nrofif'from that Tabel (relative
only to his Klan-endorsed onponent), so he changed it. Wallace is
not a racist accordina to John Kohn, typed by Fradv as the "consul-
tant-intellectual, the Arthur Sch]esinﬁer, Jr., the discreet quru
of Wallace's Administration,"29 and a self-professed racist. But,
says'Kohn, "he had enouah practical political sense to know cussin'
nigras was pdpu1ar."3° And yet, one would not say that Wallace was

an insincere man. Fradv'pinpointed it brilliantlv when he said:

291bid., p. 142.
301hid., p. 144.
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He seemed to mesmerize himself with his own

posturing. "He made himself believe what

he had to believe out of political necessity,

out of that inordinate ambition of his," says

one of his old associates from the Folsom davs.

"He used to be anythina but a racist, but with

all his chatterina, he manaaed to talk himself

into it."3] . .
That he has so mesmerized himself in no wav detracts from the ohvious
sincerity with which he now subports his searationist policies.
Nor does he accept the charae that he panders to The Peonle bv tell-
ing them what they want to hear. Day after day during the campaion
he asked his audiences, "What's wrona with tellin' the Peonle what
they want to hear?" The roar of approval from the crowd was the
weapon with which he slew his straw man.

If one accepts political advancement as the primum mobilier

of Wallace's world, all else falls into place. ONne can see, then,
how from his comnlex and sometimes contradictorv Ponulist heritaqge
he could have been transformed through political exiaency into that
which he is todav. To Populist sympathizers, Wallace miaht appear
to have been spoiled by success. If he had ever heen in the Huey
Lona school of economic nolitics, as his anpellation "the most
liberal" Alabama Representative might suagest, political success
had wooed and won him,

So well did Wallace learn the subtle nioaerina
admired so much in Alabama campaians--wherein
one mentions beatniks and federal snoopers and
other understood code words for racism--that
when John Patterson tried to make a comeback
in 1966 acainst Lurleen, he found that the in-
cumbent had nreemnted the act and now he, Pat-
terson, was in the same role Wallace filled in
1958, left with nothina to talk about that

31bid., p. 141,

————
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appealed to the rabble. Sadly the old racist

told a meetina of campaian workers, "You can

talk about roads and schools and old-aae pen-

sions all dav and the crowds will stand there

and watch the traffic go bv."32
This premise, gleaned from Alabama nolitics, is that on which
Wallace promulaated his 1968 Presidential campaian. He had not
given up on "helpina folks", far from it. But beina riaht on race
was the necessarv if not sufficient condition in Alabama nolitics.
By adopting such a posture, Wallace might then focus on out-hidding
his opponent in traditional fashion. 0n the nationa) scene, however,
his racial posture was anythina but the "orotective coloration" it
had been in Alabama. And thoush his economic views miaht well have
differentiated him sianificantly from Nixon and even Humphrey, he
' chose not to emphasize them. As a result, the other conservative
portion of his Populist heritare became the totalitv of his candidacy
for the vast bulk of the American electorate. Perceptions in
this case provina the ultimate functional realitv, Wallace made

himself the Insurgent on the Right. It miaqht well have bheen from

the left, but it was not; by the candidate's choice.



IV: DNecision to Pun

It is perhaps, a sian of the insularitv of the South that
in a land where, so the storv aoes, any boy miaht arow un to
become President, the political aspirations of Georae walléce had
from youth been directed toward attainina the Governor's mansion
in Montgomery. Possibly no one, the candidate included, knows
just when the thouaht of running for President first entered
his mind. It miaht have been not long after the first blush
of victory in 1962 gave way to more praomatic matters, when Wallace
first faced the soberina consideration that victorv, too, had
its costs: at ane 42, he had "arrived", while leaving
himself nowhere to go. As Governor nf Alabama, he was restrained
by Taw from succeedina himself in that post.

Because Alabama's chief executive is elected in "aff-
vears" to a four-year term, Wallace had a grace period durina
which he could plot his strateay for the ensuina vears: his
bdﬁition as Governor gave him the "forum", as he puts it, to
help him build the image that he would use (to catapult) him to
new heights. There were several ontions open to him:
havina aained the principal post in his state, he could not well
settle for a lesser one; so unless he could remain as Governor for a
second term he was to be forced onto the national scene in some
capacitv. He might have souaht the sinecure provided by a federal
judgeship, havina once served on the Alabama bench, but with
implacable enemies in power in Washinaton, the thought of ever nettinn

such an appointment was not realistic. Then, too, Wallace had tasted

-77-
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~ the bitter wine of imnotence while on the bench, thouah he did
manadc to manufacture a areat deal of political canital from his.
post as an obscure county judae. He knew full well that the initiatives
of the bench are severely limited and that it possesses no infallible
means by which to ensure compliance with, or execution of, its
dicta. And besides, he was not readv to accept what would, for him,
be a "retirement".

If not the federal bench, he miaht have turned to the Congress.
Here he wou]d‘have been dealing with an Alabama constituencv, one
in which he would certainly have been the choice for whatever
pest he chose to seek. But Wallace chafed under the thought that
he would have to start at the bottom of the seniority list. Knowinn
the workings of that system, he felt that he would be submeraed on
the Teast desirable committees and end up havina even less power in
Alabama than he did as her -Governor. MNor did he feel himself to nossess
the leaislative temperament: the endless debating and havina to work
with others--to compromise--was not for him. In his own eves, he was
an executive. But to be upwardly mobile while vet remaining in
the ranks of executives meant there was hut one post to which he
might aspire--the Presidency of the linited States.

To seek the Presidency must have seemed an impessible dream,
yet such a goal was in some wavs easier than either a judaeship or a
powerful post on the Hill. Wallace miaht emplov the old Southern
strategy of threaténinu a third-party movement to force one nf the
national parties into acceptina him as its standard bearer, or he
mioht actually carry out such a threat--a la Henrv Wallace and Strom
Thurmond in 1948. And President was what he wanted to he. As such,

he would have to relv on no one to achieve a nreat deal: he would
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not have to compromise with conaressional or fourt liberals, but
might merely refuse to see that offensive laws were executed, in
the mold of Andrew Jackson. Even his purposive goals miaht be
fulfilled through the sole expedient of executiVe orders .
As a practical politician, he knew full well that the Presidency
was the focal point of power in the political syste@; ouite
openly he sought that power. He was, no doubt, encouraned in his
pursuit of the ultimate noal by the fact that, his victory havina come
in an "off-yvear", he would not have to aive up his post in order to
seek another; such is the measure of job securitv that politics can offer
But the siren call of the White House must have been dulled bv
the realities of his political stock on the national scene. Wallace
had always been that special breed--a Southern Nemocrat. As such,
he was effectively shut out of consideration for the Presidency bv
his own party, thch had not nominated a man without experience
outside the South in over a century. He reports that he wnh]d not
have felt right running as a Republican, nor (as the events of 1968
were to demonstrate) would the Grand N1d Party have been comfortahle
with him in its midst,
The only alternatives were not appealing. He miaht threaten
to Tead the Southern bloc in a walkout if the Democratic Party did not
acceed to his demands; the irony of the situation is anparent when one
considers that he had led the lovalists in 1948 when Strom Thurmond
walked out over Hubert Humphrey's civil rights plank. The ploy rested
on two key assumptions: one, that the Democrats wanted above all

to win the election and, two, that they felt they could not
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possibly do so without the South. (The latter point is reminiscent
of the so-called "Southern Strateav" which Raprv Goldwater pkesumab1v
espoused in the 1964 election). And, on top of that, the exercise
would inevitably prove futile, given Mallace's real qoals. His
rhetoric aside (but see below), Wallace's main aoal has alwavs
anpeared to he personal officeholding. No mere proorammatic aoal
might suffice, and in his pursuit of power he would not want
to accept the dead-end of the Vice-Presidencv--the onlv office
the national Nemocratic partv might conceivablv throw his
way.

Merely threatenina a walk-out, then was not enouanh. He
needed some nositive inducement to make nis narty seriously
consider him for its Presidential nomination; he knew that

the party Tabel is the sine gya non of politics, for he had nrofited

greatly from it in Alabama. Formation of a third partv was
an alternative, but never an alternative to be preferred to
canturina one of the two major narties as a vehicle.

The advantaaes which accrue to the nominees of the maior
parties are so numerous and so sianificant as almost to nreclude
any third-partv effort bent on winning the election. (It is true,
of course, that third narties can and do fulfill manv anals other
than winninag by vigorously prosecutina a campaion).

There are really two maior qrouns of such benefits. The
first such group stems from the loyalties which the party, not
the candidate, has generated over time amona members of the
electorate. It is not untrue to say that one learns his nolitics

in much the same way he learns his reliaqion...and that he channes
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the one about as frequently as the other. Most of the orientation
. to politics a person receives comes from his parents in the home.
He learns that his relevant others are NDemocrats or Republicans
long before he can attach reasons thereunto, or come to reason out
such matters for himself. Rut the emotional, pre-coanitive attachment
remains, often in face of substantial reasons for change.

It is true that Wallace's region, the South, has shown
great willinaness to change its "normal" Nemocratic votina natterns
for presidential elections (as, for example, with Hoover, Fisenhower,
and Nixon, among Republicans, to say nothina of Thurmond and Wallace).
But Wallace's true measure of success would come not bv carrving
the South but by appealing to partisan identifiers from across
the country whose loyalties to the traditional parties have nerhaps
been less volatile over time than have the South's.

The impact of such a deep-seated emotional attachment which
is formed so early in 1ife is immense. It provides a readv-made
bias, so to speak, which operates to color the individual's
intelligent assessment of political reality. One responds automatically
to certain cues as being those of a friend, others as being annointed
by the enemy, merely by the presence of a party label. This is the

simplest of possible cues and one which the authors of The American

Voter found (through self-classification) in approximately 9n%
of a series of national samples of the e]ectorate.1 Moreover, no
more than 20% of their sample had ever changed partv affiliation,

with 56% having never voted for any save their partv's nominee

1Angus Campbell, et al. The American Voter, John Wilev (New York:
1964), p. 69. The percentage of non-identifiers varied, hetween
October, 1952 and 0ctober, 1958, from a Tow of 9% to a hiagh of
14% of the total sample. "True" independents constituted
roughly half of this gqroup, as did "apoliticals."
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in the Presidential race.? fampbell, et al, suagest that,
because of "the electorate's sliaht involvment in nolitics and
limited awareness of public affairs... Fand] th; nonidedloaical
quality of its thinking," the impact of party identificatioh is
"pervasive".3 In lieu of any other stimuli, partvy identification
will prove to be the determinant of the individual's vote, and, as
through the operation of selective nerception, for example, the chance
that comneting stimuli will "get throuah" is relatively slim.
When speéking of the great mass of people, too, it is not an
ideoloaical stimulus so much as an emotional one which miaht induce
one to change party identification--cataclvsmic events, such as the '
Civil War and the Nepression, havina led to the onlv two massive
shifts of this kind the votina public of this nation has ever
experienced. As Polsby and Wildavsky remark, "...fundamental chanaes
in partv allegiance amona larae numbers of people are not likely to
arise from their reasoned look at issues."?

In fact, as these same authors sugaest, "most peonle will have

made up their minds how to vote in 1964 before the candidates are

chosen..."5 Either these persons were astute political observers
who felt that the nominations were a foreqone conclusion, hence allowino
them to assess ultimate reality before the fact, or they were makina

their electoral iudament in lioht of lovalties’and attachments

2Ibid., p. 88.
3Ibid., p. 290.

4Ne]son Polsbv and Aaron Wildavskv, Presidential Elections, Scribner
(New York: 1963), n. 14, in oriainaT.

5Ibid., p. 7. Italics added.
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which transcend the immediate and the particular--party identification.
Given "the electorate's sliaht involvement in politics and 1imited
awareness of public affairs" one must rule out the first nossibility
for all save the knowledneable few. Truly, as Nonald Stokes has said,
“No element of the political lives of Americans is more impressive'than
voter's political lovalties."6

That one partv or the other has a lead in reaistration or nonu-
larity at sohe point in time is of less import than the fact that
even the second nlace partv is possessed of 26-40% of the electorate
which is favorably disposed to it. In contrast the third party candidate
falls heir to virtually no such pool of pre-disposed supporters. If
his is really a splinter movement (rather than a true third partv
movement), the candidate may find that he has certain factions of political
activists who will join him in leavina one of the two maior narties for
the nonce. But if he be a true third narty candidate, one who seeks to
Create a permanent, lastina symbol with which one might identify over
time in competition with the major parties, then his job is doublv hard:
he has no group of favorably disposed voters (identifiers) whose tendencies
he can reinforce, nor any dormant identifiers whose fires he might
rekindle. Rather, he must either convert persons formerly partisan
to one of the two major parties (the most difficult task of the three)
or he must draw persons not before amona the politically active into
his camn (though in the over - 21 ane aroup such persons seem at best to
be few in number).

The second group of benefits stemming from aaining the head of a '

major party's ticket is ornmanizational: havina done it before, the

6nonald E. Stokes, "Party Loyalty and the Likelihood of Neviatinn
Electors", "Journal of Politics, 24 (November, 1962), p. 6R2.




major parties have a ready supply of:campaian ubrkers and finineiet”5ﬁ'
contributors (thouqh never a surplus of either) which the third partv

must nenerate anew. Further, and of particular siqnificente. the

election laws in each of the 50 states have been written in state .
leaislatures by major party adherents. Pernaps through a fesr of‘beinq
“done unto" upon a change of administrations, the party in power in 2
state has shown remarkable restraint in leqislatina aoainst the opposing
major party, but members of both major parties have presented a common .
front in prosecuting the fight asainst any and a11 fledalina third
parties.

As a result, except in a few states the third party is stymied'even:
in its attempt to get its name on the ballot. In states like Massachusetts.
where a political party is defined as a party which drew more than 3% ‘
of the total vote in the preceedina qubernatoria] election,7vthe major
parties are further advantaged by beina able to spend their resources of
time and money'on'presentino their candidate and programs; minor parties
must expend those same resources in attempting to cain ballot position.
Thus consumed with the fight to nain official- status anew before each
election, third'perties are hampered in their effbrts to develon the
issues and arguments which are their particuler’ggiggg_g]gggg, The
composition of Wallace's 1968 campaiqn staff and the post-e1ection'events
in several states (where the American party must run candidates in 197n
or lose ballot position for i972) are testfimony enoeqh to the primacy with
which Wallace viewed these lemal barriers to his dream. The first and
foremost hurdle his third party: movement had to surmount was leqal and
technical. |

7
H.R. Penninen Sait's American Parties and El tions, 4th ed.
Appleton-Centﬁr -CroTts (New York: 1532Tf-b. i%‘
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By his own admission, Wallace did not want to run as a third-party
candidate. He wanted to lead one of the two ready made campaion _
oraanizations extant--those of the two major parties--but he was in no
way in line for the nomination from either one. !nlike runnina as a
third-party candidate, the major effort for the nominee of a major party
would not be the general election camnaign, but the campaian for the
nomination. The key to the nomination would be to make himself attractive
to the professional partv ooliticians who dominate the conventions; the
question was how to do so.

Esteem in the eyes of narty pros could be aenerated in several
ways: one could spend years of service to the party, aquietly accumulating
political debts through veoman service on the rubber chicken circuit
(the route chosen by Richard Nixon in his latest political resucitation);
one could seek to become "everybody's second choice" and wait for a
draft when the convention found itself unable to settle on any of the
factional leaders (although there is overwhelmina evidence in support
of the aphorism that "the onlv thing one catches from a draft is a cold)";
or, one could play on the kinamaker's professioha]ism-—their mania for
winnina--by attemptina to prove before the convention, either throuah
opinfon polls or primarv elections, that he is the candidate who can lead
the party to victory in November {Nelson Rockefeller's eternal aambit).

To capture one of the maior parties, it was clear that he neéded
to pose himself as a serious candidate, one capable of wooinan and winnina
a national audience. The Nemocratic narty's lonatime stance toward its
Southern leaders shows tacit acceptance of the fact that the politician
who excels at the sectional task is one who has internalized behavior

patterns at odds with, or at least irrelevant to, pursuina a national

post as anythin& save a vice-presidential candidate to balance the
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ticket. Moreover, although he had led the Alabama lovalists in 194R
when Strom Thurmond's Nixiecrat splinter defected from. the Nemocratic
party, Wallace's continued castigation of nationaj Nemocratic policies
and personnel for the delectation of down home audiences had caused in
irreconcilable rift between him and the national Nemocratic leadership.
They would not have him by choice.

Nor was he a desperation candidate--their onlv hone--for the -
party had an incumbent President who would, it was naturally assumed,
seek the "automatic" renomination of his party. No, if Wallace wanted
to become President, it seemed he would have to show that he could be )
President of all the people. If he could demonstrate that his appeal
was not solely sectional, he might combine his control of the Southern
bloc with the image of potential winner to persuade the Convention to give

him the nomination. The question, then, was not what he needed to do,

but how he was to do it.



V: National Probings

'~

Rather than pursuing a set strateqy with set qoals, Wallace
always seems to be operatina on an ad hoc basis, improvisinag
responses as events occur. And instead of locking himseff in
through becoming dependent on any particular outcome, he seems
content to generate publicity whenever possible, coanizant that he
can bank on its residual effects in future events vet unplanned.

In this 1ight there can properly be no precise beginning noted for

his push toward the Presidency. His first real national publicity
came in 1963, shortly after he became Governor, with his vain

attempt to "stand in the schoolhouse door" and thus prevent two

Negro students from enrolling in the all-white 'niversity of Alabama.
It was a perfect example of the technique of fiaht and fall back which
Wallace, who lacks many real successes for which he can claim

credit, relies upon constantly,

The episode must be counted a success for one seekinn to
break onto the national political scene, for as a direct result of
his “stand" he was proffered hundreds of invitations to speak his
mind acrbss the nation. Not a few of the invitations were from
institutions of higher learning, which, as Jones points out, nrovide
"an excellent forum for a speaker who wishes to have his message
known nation-wide."!

Accordingly, Wallace decided to undertake a speaking tour

across the nation, though with no definite goal in mind:

]Jones, op. cit., p. 105,
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It seemed...that such a tour could very

well be the build up he would need if he

did decide to enter any of the presidential

primaries, or in any event, it would be

helpful in whatever course he chose to chart

in the 1964 elections.2
The first of the encagements were booked into the heart of his
arch-rival. President John F. Kennedv's, stronahold--
four Ivy Leaaue universities, beginning with Kennedy's alma
mater, Harvard.

The Harvard speech was, by all accounts, a virtuoso performance,
althouah some of the impact no doubt arose from the aap between
what Wallace had been presumed to be after his "stand" and the
image he chose to project that November niaht. Carefully tailorina
the speech to the audience, and displaying none of the clinched
fist rhetoric which marked his 1968 campaian, Wallace nroceeded
to give what Jones calls "a frank, scholarly approach to the racial
issue."3 To Jones' mind a "proud, vet humble man"3 on that rostrum,
Wallace's history lesson was replete with such uncharacteristiclv
arty passages as this, which sounds reminiscent of John'Kohn:

Let us look at the 1954 school case, frown
vs. Topeka, the lawvers call it. It did
not, I assure you, as some seem to think,
spring instantly into existence full-arown
and ready for action equipped with injunc-
tive process, preferred appeal, set bavonets
and all its accounterments like Botticelli
would have us believe Venus came to the

shores of Greece full-grown and full-blown
on the breath of Boreas.

21bid.

31bid., pp. 112-113.

41bid., p. 111.
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Even the peroration was a model of forbearance and Arady-esque

reconciliation:

To ask us to equate our children, classroom

for classroom, with a race that is two years

behind at the sixth grade and three years

behind at the twelfth grade is to ask us

to deprive our children of the education

to which thev are entitled and, in the ef-

fort to aive this, we strain our re-

sources to the utmost. It is our problem,

not yours. Your problem here is yours, not

ours. We ask you to believe that we are civi-

lized, humane and considerate of human

rights. We give you the credit for so beina

and we ask §ou to extend us the same con-

sideration.
Because he was at the time serving as the qovernor of his state,
and because the state was payina for his trips, Wallace combined
politics with attempts to. lure industry to Alabama--one of his
chief accomplishments, and the cornerstone of his efforts to bring
progress to the state. This enabled him to play down the only thina
that had been heretofore aboyt him in the eyes of millions of non-
Southern American voters, that he had a distinctive posture on race.

Alabamians knew that, while one had to be "right on race", it was but

& necessary, not a sufficient condition to success. The attempt to lure
industry to Alabama was one of the major non-racial accomplishments
to which Wallace could point. With the non-racial emphasis, he, 1ike
Gradv, was met with a favorable recention in the supposedlv--hostile
North.-
| Nor were his personal political fortunes the only beneficiaries of

his speakina tours. Wallace, more than any other politician of national

SIbid., p. 117-118.
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stature, is the personal embodiment of his constituents--reflecting
their hopes, their fears, their every perception. One of the most
venerable traditions in the South, again dating to Gradv, is to
feel that Northerners (1) look down at Southerners and (2) act as
corrupting ianuences upon Southern youths who (misquidedlv) stray
north of Mason and Dixon's 1ine in search of an education.

It was a part of his regimen, therefore, to dispel the imaae
he and his fellow Alabamians had of the Northerner's image of the
state and its inhabitants--namely that of the uncouth "redneck".

On one such trip to Portland, Nreaon, Wallace observed:

The taxnayers of Alabama are paying

for it, and I don't believe they mind.

I have everv reason to believe 1
represent the majority opinion of Alabama
people who want to help emancipate

you folks from distorted versions

of our state presented by the left-wina
liberal rews media.

At Harvard, where students were being exposed, durina their
most impressionable years, to the Harvard philosophy, "as 1iberal
as it may be“.8 Wallace ate dinner with the continaent of vouna
Alabamians. After repeating to them much of his inauaural address,
and in an effort to make sure the students understood him, Wallace
admonished them: "Don't be ashamed of your heritage. Non't

9

ever apologize for being from Alabama."” It was almost as if

he were speakina, in loco narentis, for the folks back home who

féared that they were beina shunted aside for somethina which

"Wallace, quoted in Jones, op. cit., n. 129.
8Jones, op. cit., p. 111.

gwallace. quoted in Jones, Jloc. cit.
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they did not unders;and. The messaae of pride.in his people was
one of the most important he could deliver for his constituency. .
It was on a foray into that bastion of liberal causes,
the University of Wisconsin at Madison, that the Governor's staff
became sold on the idea of having their man enter the Wisconsin
primary, scarcely a month hence. They felt that, while he had been
greeted warmly wherever he went, he had done particularly well
in Joe McCarthv's old state, "where students and citizens alike
embraced the .Governor."!0 A Wisconsinite who must remain nameless
hounded the Governor's staff until he was aranted a brief interview,
durina which he proceeded to line out the potential inherent in
the Wisconsin race and the leaal requirements for obtainina ballot
position. This was not the first such suagestion Wallace had
received; he had been quietly explorina the Nhio situation but,
upon beino advised that technical difficulties forced that state
out of consideration, he chose Wisconsin as the first test. His
hat was in the rinqg!
The decision to enter the primaries took place amidst
extremely favorable circumstances for Wallace. He did not need
to make a choice of offices to contest, nor did a bad showina in
the national outinas necessarily besmirch the Governor's record.
While one may relevantly question what reasonable exnectations of
success Wallace harbored concernina his efforts durina the 1964
primaries, he was alreadv adept at rationalizina defeat. "tilizine the

"fight and fall back" technique, Wallace often was ahle to maneuver

1030nes, op. cit., p. 171.
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himself into the enviable position of being able to call anythina,
even utter defeat, a victory, given the impossible odds he had faced.
Often he was able to enter the lists championing hopelessly lost
causes yet emerae the hero in the popular estimation, demonstratina that
the style with which the battle was fouaht often displaced the "real"
issue in the public mind.
Jones continues the impressive cataloa of benefits which would

accrue to the Gévernor from merely enterina the primarv camnaian:

Wallace felt that ény showina of strenath

by him would mean a slow-up of the pro-

posed civil riahts leaislation and a stall,

for the time beina, of the on-rushing arab

for power by those in control of the federal

aovernment. Too, the Rovernor saw the

primaries as a vehicle he could use to

build support for the free elector movement

in the South. The Governor felt as lona as

Kennedy was President there was a real possihility

the South_might maneuver into position to control

~ the election of the President in November, 1964.11
At the very least, he would be aeneratina publicity which could
be "banked" for later use in almost any sort of political endeavor.
If one assumes he held serious aspirations toward winning

the Oval Office, major benefits from contesting the nrimaries
appear. dJust as the South has remained distinct from the
rest of the nation in numerous ways, so has the politician she has
produced. Concerned with her own peculiar nroblems (derived from
the "peculiar institution"), the South has taken an involuted pnosture

in politics. Too, she has been content with points of negative access,

Mones, op. cit., p. 172,
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af which the changes most thr. :ening to her way of 1ife miaht
be blocked in favor of the status quo. No neeq had she felt for
maioritarian action: a firmly-ensconced minority served her well.
With success among southern politicians at local and state levels
reinforcing behavior patterns that seem to have had only sectional
viability, none save Huey Lona had possessed personalitv and nower
enough to attempt national dominance. Though Wallace steadfastly
refused to accept fhe belief that his was a sectional appeal (at
least in his public utterances), his campaian literature attempts
to dispel the myth that a Southerner cannot be elected Plr'esident.]2
Could Wallace, the preeminent Southern politician, impose his
successful brand of sectional poﬁitics on the nation as a whole, or
could (would) he adapt his arpeal to a constituencv not his own?
The primaries offered the perfect onnortunity to test his appeal in
a dry run. If he were successful, he miaht continue to nrosecute
his case; if unsuccessful, he miaht fall back, to rearoup, to
restructure, and to fight anain.

If he really did harbor the idea that he miaht “go national",
the primaries promised an opportunity to test another component
of his campaign--the oraanization of the supportina apparatﬁs.
Was it sufficient to the task? Did he even know what was entailed
by such an undertaking? All of these important questions miaht be
answered in only one way--throuach experience.

The importance of makina such an effort, even in the face of

seemingly overwhelmina odds, had not been overlooked by Wallace

lz”Many Presidents Were Born in South, The Record Shows," in
Stories and fomments..., op. cit., n. 7.
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in the run-off to the 1958 Governor's race. "The prospects of

winnin§ were bleak tb the point of hopelessness," Jones reports," .

"...however...Wallace could still look toward 1962. He decided

to run."13 With benefits both personal and oroqrammatic,  the

thought of running in the Presidential Primaries proved irresistible.

As an intimate told Frady, "he arabbed it and ran like a hunary fish."14
The Wisconsin primary was to mark the beainning of a con-

certed effort at a single-issue campaian: its focal point, thg

Civil Rights Bi11 pendina before Congress. Before enterina the

Wisconsin test, Wallace aﬁa]yzed his mail and decided that "there

was much greater support in the North for a states' rights campaiqn

against the Civil Rights Bi11"]5 than popularly thouaht. Reconnizina

the basis for anv Wallace campaign, Ralph Adams, the president of

Troy State Collene, once a member of Wallace's Alabama cabinet

and a top level aide durina the '64 campaign, suaaested that when

the persistent caller suqaested tryinn the Wisconsin primary, "I

thouaht he was a crackpot...Wisconsin seemed 1ike the last state

he wanted to run in--they had no Nearo problem and they had their

own civil-rights law. The whole idea seemed like a joke.“"6 Adam's

Judament was made, no doubt, in liaht of Alabama standards. Purina

the unsuccessful attempt Wallace made for the qovernor's chair in

1958, the Opelika Naily News had opined: “If Wallace can steer the

coming gubernatorial campaigh around the issue of desearagation vs.

]3Jones. op. cit., p. 16.

]4Frady, op. cit., p. 174.

]saones, op. cit., p. 173.

16quoted in Frady, op. cit., p. 174.
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intearation, he will have half-won his race...."17 1¢ appears that
Wallace simply transferred those standards to the national scene .
when he began his 1964 campaign: he tried to make race, specifically
the Civil Rights Bill, the issue.

If one were intereéted in maximizing immediate returns, and if
one were campaignina in an area known to be relatively homoaeneous,
and if one could find an issue which was sufficientlv salient to the
voters in that area, then running a sinale-issue campaian would be
easily justifiable. But Wallace's situation at this time was far
different in each of the three vital areas. He was, to be sure,
interested in qraphic impact that could only come ffom a larae vecte
total in the state, but he was not interested in appealina to the
voters of Wisconsin alone. Any issues which he might consider
developing would have to be applicable elsewhere across the nation if
he were to avoid the charge that he pandered to the electorate,
telling each different sub-section what it wantéd to hear in return
for votes. So, althouah he happened to be trekkina throuah the Snows
of Wisconsin, his sights were, of necessity, set on a larger and more
heterogeneous aroup of voters than that state's boundaries encompassed.

Nor, at first qlance, was Wisconsin particularly attuned to
any of the issue orientations that Wallace had shown in Alabama.
He did, and does, have strona views on such thinas as the proper
role of aovernment spending,!® but his economic views are not

dissimilar enough from those regularly espoused by other national

170petika (Ala) Naily News, Jan. 24, 1958, cited in Jones,
op. ¢cit., p. 8. o

IBSee above, ch. 2, notes 31 and 3?.
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politicians as to build him a distinctive imaae, nor are economic
issues of overridina importance to the American electorate (as
followers of Karl Marx might ruefully attest). Wallace's "liberal"
spending policies might have been distinctive in fiscally.conservative
Wisconsin, but not so across the nation. If he were pointing
toward the laraer goal, then he could not expect to "ride" on
economics alone. . |

But there was an issue--race--which had become identified with
Wallace over time and on which he was far removed from the public
position of any national politician. Whether he had adooted it
oriainally out of convict{on or expediency is of 1ittle moment any
Tonger; it is "his."® Across the nation, he was, as it increasinaly
appeared, expected to talk about race. And if Wisconsin did not
appear to be fertile ground for such an appeal, as Adams renorted,
Wallace had had what he considered areat success in such unlikely
places as Harvard, had he not? (Althouah Sherrill's unsympathetic
description of Hallace-"super-cocky“19-is exaageration, the candidate's
optimism in the face of lonn odds is abundant). And it had come
to be Wallace's "natural" issue; from Americans' fears of the Nenro
had come the lion's share of that political capital which convinced
Wallace to try for the Presidencv. That he would feel out the
rest of the nation on race was inevitable; having met with success _
in those probinas, that he would emphasize it is understandable.
And, upon closer analysis of Wisconsin, that he emphasized it was
even to prove desirable.

Primaries are'short campaions and as Wallace was relatively unknown

he had to work rapidly and efficientlv in stimulating support.

1herri1n, op. cit., p. 352,
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In such a situation, the sinale-issue campaign is an excellent
strategem to follow. One needs, of course, some simnle issue that .
will appeal to the mass of the voters. That appeal ought reallv to be
emotional in character, perhaps taking the form of éreatino an imaae
or facade. There is not time, nor is there the inclination (in the
great mass of our voters), to dig beneath the surface. And by
striking to the emotions, one would by-pass the laborious and time-
consuming process of reasoned change, before which so many barrieré
seem to lie.
Following that, one would want to 1imit the campaian only to

the issue thatféreates the highest net rate of return. Wallace
did this throuah refusina to come to arips with issues others tried
to inject into the campaign, even goina so far as to refuse to become
informed on a major popular concern in order to keep his "best" side
paramount in the voters' minds:

During the question-and-answer period, one

student asked Wallace ahout what he thought

was the best policy in Viet Nam. The Gov-

ernor replied that he wasn't qualified to

answer that because he had not been briefed

by the State Nepartment. It was a aood

answer because, a few days later, President

Johnson announced that all candidates for

President would be offered briefinas by the

State Department and Wallace never took ad-

vantage of the offer, because he had his

civil rights issue and made the campaian re-

volve around it, no matter how hard his20
opponents tried to inject other issues.

Jones openly suqgests the role that the race issue was intended
to play for Wallace when, in discussina President Johnson's

campaign visit to Indiana, he states:

20Jones, op. cit., n. 240.
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The President's visit, if it did no more,

took some of the attention away from. the

Wallace attack on the Civil Riqghts Bill,

and focused it, for a day at least, on the

economic aspects of the campafan. It gave

(Indiana's Nemocratic Leaders) an opportunity .

to portray the party's attitude toward the

economy and away from the_emotion-packed

civil rights discussion.2}
And in Maryland, Jones reports, Wallace attempted to dissdade
his staff from mud-slinaint, the oldest of expedient political
acts, on the grounds of expediency: "The Civil Riahts Bl {s
the issue, and let's not let them draw the people's minds away
from that by engaaina in the mud-slingina they are" 22

The importance of "the issues" for Wallace cannot be over-
estimated.

Quite early in the campaian he tried, then rejected, the traditiona
hand-shaking sort of vote-seeking. The decision was a sound one for
several reasons. Persons who come to spend some time with him bv and
large find him difficult to dislike on a personal basis, even if they
are vehemently opposed to that which he symbolizes. But thouah it
would have been an effective technique, the number of nersons to be so
contacted was far too great to make it feasible. In a short camnaian
where he was unknown to the vast majority of the electorate, he simply
could not afford the time to use the personal touch. Nor was the
handshake a weapon which would bear the emotional impact necessary to
convert someone into becoming a Wallace supporter. It miaght serve to

renew the flagging spirits of an unknown worker in party headauarters,

2]Jones, op. cit., p. 249.
22"&11ace, quoted in Ibid., p. 272.
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N
but in the beginnina he needed to have a more emotional type of
impact and that upon much greater numbers of persons.

By relying on speeches and news conferences, Wallace was also
able to control his enyironment more comnletelv that if he were on
a street corner. Even though he miaht be 99% successful, he féared the
unfavorable press coveraae that might result from that other 1% of
the persons he met.?23 Almost at its incention the campaian adonted a
near-nhobic concern with the securitv of the Governor's nerson anainst
the possible assassination which he firmly believes fo he his fate:24
this, too, rules out exposure to the public without the protection of
his bulletproof lectern.

The issues, then, were to create the emotional imnact of the
camnaiqgn, and Wallace expected péonTe to vote for him an that basis.25
A araphic illustration of the technique that was to nrove effective
occurred in South Milwaukee, when the fiovernor snoke to a wildly
enthusiastic crowd in Serb Hall. The sponsor of the speech, tavernkeeper
Bruno Gruber, ordered two Negroes, who had refused to stand for the
national anthem, to leave the hall. Then, when Neqroes shouted "nolice
doas" while the candidate was beinn introduced, Gruber, a former marine
retorted:

Let me tell vou about police doas. Maybe we need
some here. Whn was it that beat un an elderlv

white woman in mv neinhborhood a few weeks aqo? They
were three of vour countrvmen. Who is it that beats
un newshovs, rapes our women, attacks old women? Vou

know who it is--it's vour colored brothers. How lonea
can we tolerate this? "Mid I ao to Gaudalcanal

231bid., . 193.

24see, for example, his mother's remark in Frady, on. cit., p. £3.

25J0nes, op. cit., p. 193.
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and come back to somethina like this?26

Wallace, who realiv does hone that violence will not doa his
path because of the bad publicity it will produce, had to calm
the crowd before he could deliver his messane. But his speech is
a logical extension of the ex-marine's remafks, which are unique onlv
in that one does not often hear them uttered so prominently and
publicly; the speech does seek to stimulate the spectre of fear that
seems to exist within many Americans. Wallace was striking close to
home when he told the audience at Serh Hall that the Civil Riahts Bill
would, for example, destrov Jjob sem‘oritv.27 The fear of economic
damage,--immediately and nersonally relevant--coupled with an
emotional and perhans irrational fear of the dark, unknown mass
might reasonably be expected to nive exnression an image and to proiect
it with great impact upon the electorate.

Nbviously the stratagem wﬁrked. Indiana was chosen as a state
in which to contest the Presidencv because Wallace felt that, with
Ohio removed from consideration, "Indiana offered the best onportunity
to show backlash adainst the Civil Rights Bi11."28 | Marvland, too
Wallace was to profit from backlash, this time aroused hv a story
in the Baltimore Sun thaf stated "Baltimore will have a Nearo majority
in the city council bv 1970 and a Nearo mayor bv 1975 to become the

first Nearo-controlled city in the country... "?® Wallace qot 42

26Jones,gg. cit., p. 217.

271bid.
28Jones.gg, cit., p. 229,
2%ones, op. cit., p. 268.
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of the Democratic presidential primarv vote in Maryland and claims
that he was robbed of a win by election officia]s.3n

But, to the campaian staff, the most sianal victory came in
Wisconsin, where Wallace's vote total was the smallest of any of
the 1964 State primaries he contested. Its import was that it backed
up the impression aarnered from the Governor's mail after the Stand
in the Schoolhouse Noor: "The turnout showed conclusively for
the first time that larae seaments of people evervwhere believed
in local aqovernment...."3!

And ijust where did Wallace's sunport come from in the 1964 presidentia
priﬁaries? Even in Wisconsin, where the open nrimary allows voters to
"cross over", thereby endowina them with the option of choosina which
party they wish to influence with their primarv vote, the votes seem
to have come largely from traditional Democratic stroncholds. It is
not surprising that this should be so, considerina that Wallace was
running as a Nemocrat. He narnered almost 100,000 votes in the
three heavily Democratic congressional districts around Milwaukee
to Gov. Reynolds' 175,000 and Republican John Bvrnes' 66,000.

(Reynolds was the stand-in candidate for President Johnson and at
that time a hiqh1y unponular political finure in the state.

The Republican party re-cantured the statehouse in the election
following his administration).

In both Wisconsin and Indiana, the Wallace vote centered in

areas which were heavilv ponulated bv ornanized labor. In Indiana,

Hyones, op. cit., p. 304-05,

3.'Jones, op. cit., p. 176, emnhasis added.
"Local government" is often used as a eunhemism for "seqremation"
or discrimination of some kind. Some people, value local
government for other reasons.
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Wallace even won three delegates to the Nemocratic National Convention
from the heavily industrialized Gary-Hammond area. (Garv proceeded
subsequently to elect a Negro mayor, Pichard Hatcher, thus becomina

the first rajor American city to do so). It would appear that race

is far from the only force motivatina votina behavior. This success was
all the more encouraning to Wallace because he had met almost total
opposition from but two sources: the clerny and the leadership o€
oraanized labor. Wallace had been on aood terms with much of

32 manv of whom, laden with lono teledarams

Alahama's labor leadership,
and petitions bearina the names of Southern workers, were willina
emissaries for spreading the gospel to their Northern brethren.

Wallace seldom failed to introduce such persons when he snoke

before labor-oriented audiences, hopinm to nproduce the immediate

and emotional impact which can only come if the audience arants the
speaker acceptance as "one of us".

Except for the barrier presented by havind an incumbent President
in his partv, the coalition that was anparentlv respondina to Wallace's
appeal was indeed imobressive enouah to aive rise to dreams of the
Presidency. He had been successful with laborers, even amainst the
wishes of their leaders' he had been successful in the hedroom suburbs
of Baltimore with persons nf a different economic and occupational
orientation: and he had, of course, the South in his pocket.

But an examination of the sources from which contributions had come,
and the reasons for which they had been sent, produced an even more
impressive cataloaue:

The contributions came from anxious

parents wishina to preserve their
neiahborhood schools, from vouna

32See above, p.61-62,
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home owners wishina to protect their

investment. It was from union members .

believina in job security and wantine

to protect their jobs, from small

businessmen wantina to advance the

free enterprise system and protect the

profit system, ...from Southerners who

wanted to preserve the social and edu-

cational order which had brouecht har-

monious race relations to the South for

several generations, from nolice officers

throuahout the nation who knew the

crime statistics and who knew how the

Communists had infiltrated the civil

riahts movement and were makina the streets

of our nation's cities unsafe.:
It was a list of persons that knew no sectional boundaries but who were
tied tocether bv the fears they held in common. They saw in Wallace one
who might turn the country around through strona leadership, he saw in
them the stuff of a national camnaian.

But if the desire tn mold a national cammaian out of the raw
material described ahove was strenathened bv the three state efforts,
the best route to follow toward that end remained very much in doubt.
Jones suagests that Wallace was not considerina a third party move
in 1964. Certainly a practical politician of his tvbe would not
wish to aive up the obviously preferable vehicle, the major partv,
without even attemptinn to utilize it, so it is reasonable to assume
that he was, in fact, hopfnn to influence the Nemocratic fonvention
by his campaign. Perceiving that Lvndon Johnson was prepared to
take the same course which the South had found abhorrent under the
late John Kennedy, Wallace felt that a strona showina in the primaries

would not be lost on the partv's nrofessional noliticians, who would

33Ib'ld..p. 326. For parallax on Wallace's view of the South's
armonious race relations" see above, pp. 32-33, 72-73.
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probably not want to enter the aeneral election campaign withgut to
some dégree mollifying an essential part of their coalition. Nr, in
the rhetoric of Wallace's camnaian kickoff in Anpleton, Wisconsin;

I believe that if we get a qood vote in
Wisconsin, it will have repercussions all
over this nation. We can have a voice in
the national convention and in the party
platform. We can let it be known that we
are sick and tired of some of the th;aos
that are takina place in Washinnton.

Perhaps the most siannificant evidence that Wallace had at
that point rejected any action outside the Nemocratic party stems
from his own experience as a successful politician who bare that
imprimatur. When rejecting a suagested try for the GNP vice-
presidential nomination, Wallace did so because "he Mfelt] his
political future in Alabama and in the nation, too, lies with the
label ["Democrat" or "Alabama Nemncrat"]."35

After his win in 1964, because he had served less than half of
President Kennedv's unexnired term, Lyndon Johnson was elinible
to run for re-election. At that time this meant there would be an
incumbent President to claim the Nemocratic party's nomination
in 1968. But his experiences in 1964 proved to Wallace that it
would be an ektraordindrv fask to undertake a national camnaian
without the backina of a nartv ornanization similar to that extant in
the two major parties. He had seen the inadequacy of his own
staff and its efforts in the limited scone of 1964. Nbviously

he could not tackle all 50 statés without first undertakine lonn

34

Ibid. p. 194, emphasis added.
35

Ibid. p. 324,
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ranne plannina and careful consideration to oreanizational

problems the major parties had lona befofe solved: who will do

1t? What needs to be done? Where will the monev come from? These
are but a few of the major aquestions a third-partvy candidacv
raised, yet it was true that there was no alternative if he chose
to run for the Presidencv. And choose to run he Aid. As vet a
youno man, as politicians of national stature go, he could afford
to use the 1968 election as a testinn around for the camnaian
machinery he was forced to create. That momentary success beyond
his wildest dreams would dissuade him from that nath was not a

part of the vision.



VI: Dress Rehearsal

Given Wallace's situation and prior experience, the cues
he took from his 1964 showing were predictable. In retrospect,
the exposure his views had received was altogether limited, but it
cannot have seemed so to him at that time; the primaries were a
far larger undertaking than he had ever before attempted. To him,
the campaign "on the issues" had been a striking success. He had
received no negative feedback from that aspect of his campaign;
quite to the contrary, he must have been more than a bit surprised that
people "everywhere" would give him the ultimate form of political
acceptance--their votes.

He could draw but one inference from the evidence at hand:
his strategy, to build on fear and resentment, was sound. The
nation's views on the Negro's proper place in society have changed,
if at all, but exceedingly slowly over the past century. MWallace
could rest secure in the thought that they would mellow very little
over the inter-election period. Any upswing in racial unrest,
however, would redound almost immediately to his favor. The years
from 1964-1968 were to prove the most racially volatile that
this generation of voters had ever experienced, embracing as the
period does, the Watts, Newark, and Detroit riots as well as those,
such as in Washington D.C., which followed the assassination of Dr.
Martin Luther King, Jr.

In a campaign on the issues, the manner in which he presented his
views was of ufmost importance. It is not too much to say that
Wallace's stock speech, "The Speech" (see Appendix A), embodies the
very heart of the Wallace phenomenon. The material contained in this
speech is about all that the candidate ever chose to put forth,
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-

and he even went so far as to make all the supporting documents such
as press releases and remarks at press conferences almost rote
renderings of his central document. He was not going to be caught
in an inconsistency.

Moreover, Wallace has, over time, relied on the creation of
an image, a facade, for communication with the electorate. As a
large portion of this image, he has stressed his honesty and
sincerity; he stresses'that he is a man of ideas and that thodqh he
may face persons of wide]& divergent views he will not change his
statements just to win himself votés. He will tell everyone the
same thing, regardless of the consequences. (Ironically, his stand
on race, honestly expressed, brought him the support of some milftant
blacks--persons who felt as he did on separation of the races. But
on the whole, Wallace did not do well with Negroes in the 1968 election,
drawing perhaps less than 6% in ghetto areas.1 And even that 6% may
have come from some of the few whites remainina in such areas.

Newsmen who have covered Wallace since his unsuccessful race for
Governor in 1958 attest to the fact that he has altered his basic
speech only to the extent of updating the examples and anecdotes.
Students of such matters might appreciate hearing that the message
upon which Wallace staked his political future had been carefully
crafted, the result of long months of carefuyl analysis of the electorate,
the mood of the country, and the candidate's strengths and weak-
nesses. But he says it was not. In his version, like Topsy,

it "just growed". His staff, too, is unwilling to admit to having

lCon ressional Quarterly Almanac, (Washington, D.C., 1968),
P. 867.
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attempted to create anything 1ike a comprehensive document; they admit
only that these are Wallace's views and that they think people will,
upon hearing the message, come to agree with him. While they
will not admit that a rationale existed by which elements could be
included or excluded from The Speech, it is obvious that Wallace is
satisfied that it presents his views fairly and effectively. No
doubt it has grown over time out of myriad small experiences and
experiments on the backroads and county squares of Alabama that were
only reinforced by the votes of the people "everywhere" in 1964.
The Speech is composed of a set of topical and anecdotal building
blocks which remain separate entities and can be strung together
in almost any order. It is as if Wallace has a series of mental
note cards which he shuffles anew before each public utterance: the
order of the "issues" changes, but the message is always the same.
What are "the issues" as Wallace sees them? They fall into

three broad topical categories: governmental obstructionism, law
and order, and foreign affairs. His treatment of them reflects his
assessment of the mood of the electorate:

...the mass of the people in this

country, especially working people

have got to the point where they are

not going to vote for any candidate

who has any sissy platform on domestic

issues. The voter wants to hear some
specifics.2

The statement indicates the area of his major concern--domestic
politics--and the way in which he believes his pitch should be

structured--on specifics, as opposed, perhaps, to theories.

2Wallace, The Speech; Synon, op. cit., p. 68.
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On governmental obstructionism, which is his major “"issue,"
The Speech records Wallace's indignation at the injustices which
he sees in the federal government's requlation of "democratic domestic
institutions”--things 1ike schools, Hospitals. labor unions, businesses,
and even one's privately-owned housing,'should it be put up for
sale or lease.d The specifics which the voter wanted to hear
on the issue, those explicit enunciations which would serve to
show the worth of Wallace's candidature, are presented in their
entirety: "And I want to say that one of the first things we
going to do when we get into the White House, and we going to do it
within the law, we going to turn back to you these domestic institutions
The issue which Wallace instituted in the 1968 campaign,
and which every opposing candidate save perhaps Eugene McCarthy
came to adopt as his own, was known as "crime in the streets,"
or as waiTace put it "the breakdown of law and order." With
the sometimes violent dissent to the war at home, with the riots
in the big city ghettoes, and with the increasingly popular view
that the Supreme Court was coddling criminals and preventing law
enforcement officials from doing their job; the issue was a natural
one for a candidate of Wallace's persuasion.
If Ha]lahe had not staked out his position long before the
other candidates jumped on the law and order bandwagon, his

strident cries might be written off as an attempt to make his

3Wallace, The Speech, p. 183-184.

bid., p. 185.
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position visible; but as he was making clear the specifics from
the beginning one ought not assign them to mere expediency. The
causes for disorder were clear: The Supreme Court and "those
who want to lose the war in Viet Nam. It's militants, activists,
revolutionaries,’ anarchists, and communists, that's who.“5

The Supreme Court had "made it almost impossible to convict
a criminal,"® so the solution was obvious: "I'm gonna appoint
some different sorts of judges when attrition takes its to]]."7
In the meantime, other steps could be taken to ensure vigorous
law enforcement. Ramsay Clark, the Attorney General, was
"another advocate of the breakdown of law and order," albeit
“unwittingly"8 perhaps, and could be replaced. And Wallace saw
nothing wrong with the abilities of the nation's 1awmen: "Just
let the police in Memphis and Little Rock and Los Angeles and
New York enforce the law 1ike they know how to enforce it,
without fear or favor, and we'll have peace in the land...."9
One of the first things he would do, as President, would be to

give his moral support to the police of the countr'y.]0
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Perhaps his most famous anecdote concerns the dissenters
to the war in Viet Nam and, in a larger context, the supposed
abuses being perpetrated by those on'the nation's campuses in
the name of "academic freedom." Wallace shows specifically how
he‘would provide strong leadership when he recounts the
story of Presidént Johnson's cavalcade's being stopped when a
war protestor lay in the path of the President's automobile,

. If he were elected President, said Wallace, "and a group of
anarchists lay down in front of my automobile, it's gonna be
the last one they ever gonna wanna lay down in front of."1]
And though on direct questioning Wallace would not say that
he meant to run over such persons, the inference was clear to
all who heard. Certainly the stand was not a "sissy" one.

Changing Attorneys General would be beneficial in
combatting dissent, too, because Wallace would have his chief
legal officer seek an indictment against anyone calling for a
communist victory, even though it be in the name of academic
freedom. "And I say that a few of them ought to be dragged
by the hair on their heads and stuck under a good jail and that
would stop that and that's what we are gonna do when I get to
be President."12 Yes, Wallace's specifics made his orientation
clear on the issue of crime.

The most disturbing area for Wallace was foreign affairs.
He had built his reputation on his domestic stands and had had

. no need to deal with the international situation whilte an Alabama

Mibid., p. 190.
121phid., p. 196.
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state politician. As he appeared i11 at ease when asked to
discuss other than domestic matters, Wallace would probably
have been overjoyed to ignore foreign affairs entirely, but
the concern of the American people over the Viet Nam war would
not let him.

In 1964 the war had not taken on the character which it
later assumed under the increased American involvement of 1965
and after, so Wallace could get away with refusing confidential
briefings and refusing to deal with the conflict as an issue.
But by 1968, the issue was at the forefront of the campaign
and Wallace clearly was not prepared to deal with it. The
section of The Speech which treats the war is the -longest and
least effective of the entire document. The whole of his
message can be summed up as follows: our allies are profiting
from the protection they derive from our "nuclear shield,"
yet they are not backing us up. We should tell them that
“if you don't help us...and don't quit tradin' with the North
Vietnamese and the communist enemies of ours, we not only
gonna cut off foreign aid, but we gonna make you pay back every
dime you borrowed from us during and after the two world wars."13

By similar action one might solve the supposedly complex
problem of the gold drain:

And Mr, DeGaulle evidentally wants to
see the American dollar devalued, which
has been devalued enough through

inflationary processes in our own
country. When he has some dollars he

131bid., p. 193.
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wants to drain our gold out....We ought

to tell Mr. DeGaulle "If you gonna

keep on takin' gold fo' yo' dollahs

when you don't have to"...I would just

say "You owe us 7 billion dollahs from

World War I" and write it up on the

wall--"7 billion dollahs"--"and when

you wanted 100 million in gold we'd

just put 100 million under it and

subtract it and say 'you owe us six

billion, nine hundred million.'"14
Seen in the light of "cab-drivin' logic" the problem is not
insoluble. "They say it's so complicated and it really isn't
all that complicated, we jUst need some common sense in some
of the decisions of our govev'nment."]5

But our proper relationship with our allies is not the

same as the propriety of our Viet Nam involvement. For this,
Wallace had no clear answer, except to suggest that we should
learn not to become unilaterally involved. In fact, however,
over 500.000,American servicemen were involved at that time,
which to Wallace and to the persons of the South, whose sons
have made up more than their proportionate share of our fighting
men, meant that the first determination should be not the
desirability of our involvement, but the safety of our boys
overseas. Although he did not make it explicit in The Speech,
elsewhere Wallace explained his stand:

I would not abdicate civilian re-

sponsibility to the military and

say we'll let the Joint Chiefs

(of Staff) decide when we'll fight--
that's civilian responsibility.

141bid., p. 194-95,
B1bid., p. 7195,
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But I do feel that once we are in

a war, then we should lean heavily

on the Joint Chiefs of Staff to

tell us how to fight. We should

m@kg an attempt to win the_waY6

militarily in Southeast Asia. _
He stood firmly, although not always loudly, on the side of "an
honorable...and a successful conclusion."1’

Thé foreign policy portion of The Speech was invariably the
weakest, even to the point that he often began to lose his
audience's rapt attention. Although the section began with the
attention-getting words "Vietnam," there was little discernible
threat to hold together such désperate elements as the gold
drain, Vietnam, a history of communist treachery from
World War II, napalm, and transgressions of the concept of
dissent in the name of academic freedom. The thread was there,
the words were there, but the audiences were not always able to
follow.

Even though, in our political system, we isolate our
elections from the direct identification with "the issugs"
that one finds in a country such as Great Britain, and even
in the year which produced an extraordinarily bland and issue-
less campaign by our own standards from the winning Presidential
candidate, not even the "Great Debates" of 1960 the Wallace
effort stands out for failing to live up to the candidate's claims
of giving specifics on the issues. One knows how he feels--his

emotional orientation--but is hard-pressed to find an identifiable

"program" of specific proposals for concerted action to correct

16(wal1ace quoted in Synon. op. cit., p. 102).
17(Wallace quoted in Synon. op. cit., p. 100).
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the problems extant in American life.

Wallace may not have resembled an Adlai Stevenson in his
treatment of the issues, but his speech nonetheless can be seen
as containing an extraordinarily powerful message for certain
bortions of the e]e&torate. The appeal is not so much that which
is made explicit in The Speech as it is in that which is left
implicit; and while Wallace rejects as patently invalid any
attempt to go beyond the 1iteral boundaries of The Speech in
search of significance, it is in just such a reading between
the lines that the outlines of a potent appeal become visible.

If these "issues" are those upon which Wallace built his
appeal, they served as the core of his campaign because of the
emotive power of their symbolism rather than any detailed and
workable solutions through which he proposed to solve them.

What Wallace did, through use of "the issues," was to conjure

up a series of visions which expressed his sometimes violent
disapproval of sundry facets of modern 1life, often supposed
injustices suffered at the hands of the infamous "they". The
Speech is not poetry, nor is it on a high level of abstraction;

far from it. It is one man's visceral, "gut" reactions, which
become significant not because he is a candidate for President

but because by expressing them he is expressing the common orien-
tation of those who made up the Movement. By showing that they
share a common bond of tribulation, The Speech serves to demonstrate
an instant and complete identity between speaker and listener, an
identity which could create an emotional bond far stronger than
that which might result from the force of ideas over a similar span

of time.
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certainly personal factors ought to be seen as having
played a major role in any indiyidual's determination whether
to support the Wallace candidacy, although the data necessary
to suggest the precise nature of such personal factors are not
currently available to scholars; but by examining the group
appeal offered in the Wallace candidacy one might get some
indication of a lowest common denominator to his follower's
perceptions. .

The person to whom the Wallace message was most appealing
might well have been a person who felt that he had been shunted
aside in modern 1ife. Not only had his sense of personal worth
been lessened by having persons tell him that he was no longer
capable of coping with the complexities of modern life, when he
once had felt himself efficacious, but the very foundations of
his equilibrium had been disturbed when those in position fo
authoritatively allocate values disestablished his personal code
and replaced it with one repugnant to him.18

A person of such persuasion might well be one of relatively
limited edug;tion who, by application of hard work and common
sense, had risen a notch or two on the social scale and who had
been accustomed to verifying his personal efficacy through
appeals to his senses. He was, in Wallace's words, "the average
man on the street." He was "the bus driver, the truck driver,

the beautician, the fireman, the policeman, and the

18A1though it may well be impossible lingusitically to
"allocate" a "value", Easton's famous phrase does
retain its utility as a concept when accompanied by
the necessary.caveat.
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steel worker, the plumber, and the communication worker and the
0il worker and the little business man."12 He could feel at one
with society because the dominant set of values reflected virtues
such as his own. He had come to find the status quo a relatively
tolerable state.

For persons of this sort, change could be a powerful enemy.
With the proliferation of alternatives occasioned by urbanization,
a man no longer could have experienced all those aspects of life
on which he might be called for judgment; he could not, therefore,
rely only on common sense, for he had not sensed relevant things.
He had to go to a higher level of abstraction. But persons of
limited education might well not be able to make the shift from
ego-centered to other-centered reasoning. As a result for such a
person the world could become a bewildering maze; others might tell
him that he was incapable of coping with the increased complexities
and his only recourse--to that which his own senses told him--
was no help: his senses, too, told him that he was incapable of
coping. By feeling bewildered and helpless when told that he
would be so, such an individual must have come to doubt his persdnal
worth; and when he perceived the values of the society no longer
corresponded with his own, at least the doubt must have been raised
in his mind as to whether he really did possess Truth, And if he
did not possess Truth, then he was in fact rejecting his.entire
life's efforts at best misguided and in vain.

If it is a}natura1 human response to seek to reduce anxiety,

19allace, The Speech, p. 184.
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the state of a person in whom such doubts have been raised might
understandably be seen as intolerable and/or unstable. He

would seek in some way to resolve the doubts and to rebuild his
confidence in his personal worth, with its twin components -
efficacy and rectitude. He might either adapt to his changed
situation, or he might seek to vindicate his former vision of
himself. For many such persons, any hope of the former course
was indeed slim; to this group, however large it may have been,
the only alternative was to seek vindication. Yet, almost by
“definition," such a person would be incapable of completing the
task himself. It is for precisely this person that the Wallace
appeal could have had incalculable importance: he offered to
restore the individual's sense of personal worth and at the same
time affix any "blame" for the period of doubting outsjde the
individual.

Seen in this light, all that Wallace had to do was to
identify himself completely with this sort of persoh and suggest
that, through the ballot box, this sort of person could become
"established" once again in the person of George Wallace. By
expressing confidence in this sort of person, Wallace was also
expressing confidence in the viability of the traditional re-
sponses to traditional problems. He did not offer "solutions"
because to have done so would have been redundant; he expressed
his faith in a people whose solutions were well known. He offered
them the opportunity once again to be in the driver's seat, with

both leader and followers cognizant of the course of action
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that would be taken. When he said that his purpose was "to
restore back constitutional government in this country,"20 his
intent was clear.

A person bewildered by chénging conditions might well be
fearful while the source of his doubt and bewilderment remained
unknown; upon identifying the causal factor, his fear might
change to resentment, with anger a constant companion. Wallace
identified the sources for his followers and utilized their
resentment. Anti-intellectualism is one of the hoariest of
American traditions and Wallace's intellectual predecessor,
Populism, is seen by some as prime exemplar. In this modern
movement where the message was for persons of 1imited education,
what better scapegoat than academics? According to Wallace,

!
they were the persons who had expressed a lack of faith in the
ability of the average man, which was half their crime:

"And they've looked down their noses at the
average man on the street too long....(T)hey
say 'We've gotta write a guideline. We've
gotta tell you when to get up in the mornin.'
We've gotta tell you when to go to bed at night.
And we gonna tell both national parties the
average man...don't need anybody to wrise him a
guideline to tell him when to get up.'"2l
Not only in the area of efficacy, but in values as well, the
intellectuals were the cause for concern. Largely in the
name of academic freedom, the old values were being perverted.

Professors were calling for Viet Cong victory and "1iberals"

201bid., p. 183.
211bid., p. 184.85,
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were coddling criminals. Wallace pulled no punches; the cul-
prits were easily identifiable: “Its mi]itapts, activists,
revolutionaries, anarchists and communists, thats who.“22
Another traditional enemy of "the people" was the newspaper
editor, who had taken upon himself the Job of adjudicating questions
of societal values. To people who found themselves in disagree-
ment with such editors, Wallace was able to bring comfort. The
man who sets himself up above his peers and advocates values
different from your own, Wallace in effect said, is just one man.
“And you are one man and you one woman and your attitude and mine
is Just as good about these matters or better than theirs."23
But Wallace could do more than merely assert that these

persons were at fault...he could, by appealing to sensory evidence
"Truth" for the sort of person to whom his meSsage would be of
highest impact-even prove it'! Guideline writers, those who
“wanna tell you how to do," are themselves incompetent and
therefore unfit to tell anyone else "how to do". Some of 'em
have pointed heads and cain't even park a bicycle straight."24
Newspaper editors, too, are fallible.

And when Castro was in the hills of Cuba

they brought him up to Washington and New

York and they introduced him on national

television as the George Washington

of Cuba and he was said by the New York Times

to be the Robin Hood of the Caribbean. -
And every cab driver in Alabama said he

231bid., p. 202.
241bid., p. 187.

221hid., p. 188.
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was a communist. By instinct, they knew.25
The message was clear. Those who set themselves up as being
better than their fellows--"pseudo-theoreticians" and “pseudo-
social engineers"--had come out second best when pitted against
the average man in a search for Truth. The average man, in
both efficacy and values, stood vindicated. For one who saw
himself as one of Wallace's average men, what more powerful
appeal could be made?

Wallace saw his role clearT?L As he remarked to Synon

concerning a speech he was asked to make:

And so the Tennessee School Board was

so disgusted about the takeover of

their school system that they decided

that the best way to let them know they

didn't like it was to invite me to come

and make the main speech. That's what

they told me, that "we invited you to show

our resentment at the takeover of our

schools in Tennessee."26
He played the part to the hilt, providing the bellicose posture
of one who will aggressively “Stand Up For America® and, implicitly,
for his people's right to return to the comfortable o1d ways.27
Although the Confederate flag, symbol as it is of rebellion,
implicitly stands for the same thina, an equally appropriate and

more explicit rendering of the message could have been achieved
'

251bid., p. 202-203,
26Synon. op. cit., p. 79.

27ror a visual interpretation of the Wallace message, see
the typical campaign advertisement in Appendix G;
the same cut ran in newspapers all across the country,
not just in the South. Wallace has always sought the
image of a fighter, it seems; earlier in his career
he gained the appelation "the fightin' little Judge"
for momentary defiance of federal authority in a
voting records dispute.
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by flying a flag from the tense period which culminated in the
Revolutionary War: a snake, ready to strike, accompanied by
the words "Don't tread on me."

As both spokesman and champion, the role that Wallace was.
to play for his followers was similar to that which he performed
for his Alabama constituents when he met with the contingent of
Alabama students at Harvard in 1964.28 The Harvard example is but
a microcosm of the 1968 campaign, with the list of beneficiaries
expanded to include not only Alabamians but the "average man on
the street" everywhere. "Average" men are the most numerous group
in the electorate; the problem would be.to let them all know they
had a champion.

But if the strategy was sound, and all the "facts" generated
by the primary campaign suggested that this was the case, Wallace
came to doubt the adequacy of his supporting organization for
carrying out. the tactical maneuvers which a national campaign
necessitated. Even his staff admits that organization has never
been Wallace's strong suit;29 if he were to undertake a national
campaign on his own, he would have to revamp his coterie of
technicians.

After the 1964 primaries, Wallace set out to bolster his
campaign organization, to duplicate as best he could the appa-

ratus through which the major parties execute their electoral

28See above, p. 88-91.
2%ones, p. 313.
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campaigns. He needed to find persons in every state who could

be trusted, persons who could man the offices, stuff the enve-
lopes, keep tabs on the political pulse of the state, and see
that the bills were paid. By and large he was restricted to per-
sons without significant political experience or stature, because
almost without exception the upper level functionaries of the

ma jor parties remained in the fold.

The core of the campaign organization was really the
secondary level of four coordinators like Stan Sikes, a bright
young lawyer from the University of Alabama who, 1ike many other
of Wallace's aides, had at one time been an employee of the State.
It was the campaign coordinator's job to deal with all the cam- |
paign's undertakings within a given set of states, amounting to
roughly a quarter of the nation.

The range of duties associated with this post was wide
indeed. In every state the prime requisite was to get on the
general election ballot; it was the coordinator's job to come
to grips with the state codes and then to arrange to take those
steps necessary for compliance, which ranged from gathering a
few hundred names on a petition through getting a set quote of
notarized changes in registration per territorial unit, or organ-
izing state and/or district conventions for party members to use
in nominating Wallace for President. (In Ohio the requirements
were so.stringent--over 300,000 signatures within a specified
time period--that Wallace had to appeal to the U.S. Supreme
Court to get his name on the ballot). It is to the credit of

the four coordinators that Wallace became the first third-party
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candidate in history to be listed on the ballot of every state
in the hnion.

Getting on the ballot was the sine qua non and, as in the
case of Ohio, a concern with it alone could last until ‘quite
near the election. Following the successful completion of that
set of techﬁica]ities, however, lay burdens of a far different
sort for the jack-of all-trades coordinators. A particularly
thorny problem was to hound the Wallace campaign almost from
its inception. While desirous of stimulating the outpouring of
scarce resources--time, energy, and money--from campaign workers,
Wallace was at the same time wary of being used by myriad groups
of political opportunists who viewed his campaign as a vehicle
which they could ride to positions of prestige and influence.
Such groups bode disunity and internecine strife, with neither
of which Wallace's overworked organizational staff éould afford
to be concerned. Of at least equal import to the candidate
was the worry that, by allowing certain types of fringe political
groups to become associated with him, he might destroy the meager
store of credibility as a candidate to be taken seriously that
he was beginning to generate with the help of his implacable
enemies, the national press. (As one of Wallace's highest rank-
ing advisors put it, "We always gotta worry about them kooks.")

The coordinator was also supposed to make time to schedule
the Governor's campaign appearances in "his" states (which were
not apportioned on the basis of geographic continguity) and to

fulfill the rest of the role of the advance man. Until the
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candidate's health broke down in the waning months of the cam-
paign, the heavy schedule was always the same: fly into town for
an airport news conference in mid-morning, eat a private lunch
with the large contributors from that area, nap briefly in the
-afternoon, give a truncated version of The Speech at a $25-a-
plate fund raising dinner at the largest dinirg facility in
town, and then arrive an hour late for an evening rally, open to
the public, at the local auditorium. Publicity, reservations,
and press relations were all the province of the coordinator in
whose territory the candidate happened to be appearing. When the
Wallace entourage actually arrived in its chartered airplanes,
the coordinator would often greet it at the airport, turn the
hotel keys and last minute data over to Bill Jones and Mrs.
Dorothy Garrett, and then leave for another in the seemingly
endless list of cities to be visited.

It is readily apparent that with so many responsibilities
in the hands of so few trained personnel, any time which was
taken up in settling disputes between factious groups of backers
was really time wasted. The case of South Carolina is particularly
illustrative. South Carolina was a state which went heavily for
Goldwater in 1964 and which Wallace was wont to count as "his".
Even before his official announcement of candidacy, rivaligroups
--"hard-1ine segregationists" on the one hand and "uitraconser—
vatives" on the other30 —- were claiming to be his annointed in that
state and circulating petitions to raise the 10,000 signatures

required for Wallace's name to appear on the general election
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ballot. The candidate designated the Wallace Forum Association
as the "official" group in the state, but the South Carolina
Independent Party had collected the bulk of the signatures.

The leader of the Independents, L. Maurice Bessinger, had made
plans to run a slate of candidates for lesser offices under the
Wallace banner, including himself as a candidate for the Senate.
Wallace staffers felt that Bessinger was seeking only to get

a 1ift from Wallace's coattails, but that the Governor would
actually be harmed by associating himself with a ticket

known to be racially motivated.

A blatantly racist posture would, of course, affect the nat-
ional constituency Wallace sought far differently from the South
Carolinians to whom it was pitched. And it was national considera-
tions -- the fear of particularly acid attacks from the national
press -- which worried Wallace and moved him to disassociate him-
self from the local slate. Wallace headed off such problems by
declaring that "he could not be associated with state third-party
movements that would 1ink him with local candidates."3]

(He was later forced to go to court to keep his name from appearing
on the South Carolina ballot more than once. Under state law,

votes for rival slates of electors, even though pledged to the same
candidate, could not be combined. Wallace feared that splitting his
vote in that manner might cost him the state. Whether from the
influence of Strom Thurmond and Spiro Agnew or from the factionalism
that plagued his own camp, Wallace failed to carry South Carolina in

November).

Nibig.
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The decision to refuse to allow candidates for lesser offices
on the American Independent Party ticket is a significant one,
altogether in keeping with Wallace's "style," as it has developed
over time, and with his long-range battle plan. Wallace is
extraordinarily concerned with controlling every facet of his
environment. In its most obvious form, this became a concern for
his physical safety against mob violence or assassination. But
the attempts at control go far deeper than mere safety from
bodily harm; they go to the very heart of his campaign style.

There are, necessarily, three components to this environment
to which ought to be controlled, each of which ought ideally be
jdentical to, or reinforcing of, the other two. Of the three,
the candidate can have least control over the image of him that
is presented through the media, because persons outside his
control are creating the product which will reach the electorate.
He is able, with vary1ng degrees of skill, to control that which
emanated from himself, whether it be prepared speeches, of f-the-
cuff remarks, or publicity and press releases from directly
supervised staff. Wallace has over time been remarkably
successful in his attempt to remain internally consistent,
though consistently offering nothing but a narrowly-based message
may not have proved particularly efficacious in the 1968 campaign
(see below).

But internal consistency really implies being able to control
not only the emanations of one's own mouth, but also that which

is said and done by one's supporters--those persons with whom one
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is identified by the media and by the electorate. It was to the good
of Wallace's image as he perceived it, then, that he restrain his .
followers from violence that could be directly tied to his presence
or views., It was thus of utmost importance to reject being iden-
tified with the Klan or other such groups which are looked down
upon by the bulk of the American electorate.

It was to this end that Wallace refused to allow the Ameri-
can Independent Party label to any candidates for lesser offices.
While being on such a ticket might have been beneficial to such
aspirants, Wallace felt that, as he would lead thé ticket almost
anywhere, he had nothing to gain in the way of votes. There was
talk that certain wealthy political hopefuls would bankroll the
Wallace ticket in a state in order t6 be given the opporthnity
to seek office on it and to benefit from Wallace's supposedly
broad coattails; but in the early, lean days of the campaign
Wallace chose to reject this form of funding. The risk to
the image from being associated with a bunch of "kooks" whom he

could not control was just too great.32

32Practical necessity forced Wallace to modify his ban
on candidates for lesser offices (in one instance). His
right to appear on the ballot had been challenged in
only one state--Oklahoma. (State law provides that
the ballot shall not be open to candidates who have
advocated the overthrow of the government through
force or violence). Part of the controversy came
to center on the relationship that existed between
Wallace and the third-party advocates in the state
who came to adopt the A.I.P. lable. In their defense,
the state party chairman, Reuel Little of Madill,
argued that his party was much more than a vehicle
for Wallace's Presidential ambitions; he argued that
the party had come first in the causal chain and
that it had planned to contest the election at
various levels long before the advent of Wallace
as a Presidential hopeful. They had looked for good
candidates to put forth, had found Wallace, among
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Agéin it is obvious that Wallace was foregoing immediate
gratifications for success in the lTonger run; he is preoccupied
with not making political mistakes, for he knows how many years of
effort can be required to overcome even a sing]e slip. 1If his
real aim were beyond 1968, he would not be able to take the
expedient but high-risk course in his trial run.

Foreclosing the possibility of any candidates for
lesser offices was a decision reached quite early in the
campaign and reflects not a little of Wallace's experiential
nature. Never had he run as a part of a team, which was a power-
ful argument for adopting that strategy on the national scene.

He has not expressed the willingness to tamper with the responses
that have appeared to bring him political success in earlier
races, even though his position in the national political arena
was in no way similar to that which he had come to master in
factious Alabama Democratic politics, where a candidate's personal
following was of supreme importance.33

But he was unable to avoid having at least one other name on

the ticket, that of his Vice-Presidential running mate. His

32 (Continued)

others, and the party convention had voted to ask
Wallace to be "their" candidate for President. To
support this version of the genesis of the party,
Wallace did allow a candidate for U.S. Senate,
George Washington, to run on the A.I.P. label, as if
to demonstrate that he could exert no control over
the actions of an autonomous group of political
activists. (Wallace was right about the absence
of a “"reverse coattails" effect: Washington got 2%
of th§ vote, while Wallace piled up 20% in the same
state).

3see v.0. Key, op. cit., p. 36-57.
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choice of a running mate was to prove his biggest error
of commission. And while the man actually chosen for the post,
General Curtis E. LeMay, was an extraor&}narily bad choice, given
the needs of the campaign, Wallace would have found it difficult
to have almost anyone in the role.

Quite probably Wallace would have been better off without
a Vice-Presidential candidate, given the character of the campaign
he was running and the 1ist of men from which he could draw.
A running mateAwas necessary in order to get on the ballot in
several states, some of them insignificant in terms of national
politics or of Wallace's appeal. To this end, former Governor
Marvin Griffin of Georgia had agreed to be a stand-in, but under
the condition that he would serve in name onlty; he did not want
to campaign actively. (Indeed, when the Wallace caravan reached
Atlanta, Griffin made only a token appearance. The major
part of the remarks from local supporters that night came from
Roy Harris, long a power in the state, who remarked: "There's only
one issue in this campaign: n-i-g-g-e-r:") The other technical
disadvantage which the lack of a running mate would have caused,
and that only if the assumption is made that Wallace were actually
to win the Presidency, is that as President he would have been
deprived of the influence of the presiding officer and the tie-
breaking vote in the Senate.

1968 is a particularly good example of how the Vice
Presidential candidates can aid the national ticket. Despite
the fun which the press had with Agnew's malapropisms it is

evident that his presence on the Republican ticket was a
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significant factor in helping Nixon's candidacy in some states.
Senator Muskie's p1acément on the ballot was also of demonstrative
value for the Democrats. But Wallace was unable to find a politician
of national stature who was willing to join in the venture. In
June the Wallace camp was buzzing with rumors of a top-level
politician who was to be announced "immediately" as the Alabamian's
running mate, but the deal, were there ever one, fell through.
Knowing Wallace's desire to control his environment, it is
reasonable to discount the speculation that the mystery politician
was to have been Louise Day Hicks. Even had her stock risen from
winning the Boston mayoralty race, Wallace is far too astute a
politician to have sought out one of such monumental political
ineptitude. .

Wallace seems to have put off replacing Griffin as long as
possible; but a running mate was, after all, another of the
trappings of a "real" political party and Wallace was always
concerned with appearing a viable, serious candidate, one for
whom a vote (if cast) would not be wasted. When the polls
suggested that he might be losing some of the strenqth he
had garnered in August, he felt a need to resuscitate his
campaign by the creation of big news. He sent up a trial balloon
with the name of former Governor A.B. "Happy" Chandler of Kentucky
attached, but members of The Movement responded with cries of
outrage and the name was retracted.

Wallace and his staff were obsessed with getting a big

name for the Vice-Presidential spot on the ticket; failure
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to do so would be implicit admission of their secondary status.
But it was clear that he was going to have to modify in some

way his demand for a politiﬁian of national stature. The

ideal was composed of three pafts: fame, national (as opbosed

to sectional) stature, and political expertise. But Wallace

had been given the cold shoulder by a united front of politicians

during his primary campaign in 1964, and even the Southern

Democratic establishment was leery after he bolted the fold

for his third-party. His hopes for achieving his full ideal

exhausted, Wallace was forced to set priorities for choosing

among the §1ternatives available to him; apparently wishing

to avoid any further identification as a sectional candidate,

he rejected all "name" politicians as being of that stripe.

Instead, he chose a man devoid of political experience but

who had a national reputation--Curtis E. LeMay, retired

Air Force General.

In retrospect, the decision was an obvious blunder, but it
cannot have seemed so at the time it was made. Having always
campaigned alone, Wallace could not have felt that he needed
spell-binding oratory or far-sighted program proposals from
his running mate. Neither did he need a sectional candidate;

a man with purely Southern appeal would reinforce him just
where he was already the strongest, would probably destroy
the national image_which Wallace was attempting to build,
and would probably bring enemies in the bargain.. What he needed

was someone who had no political enemies, someone who would
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reinforce the ticket as one being worthy of truly national
consideration, and someone who would demonstrate through the
mere fact of his presence that Wallace's candidacy had won the
approval of a solid section of the Establishment. LeMay fitted
in well with all of these requirements.

Actual experience was to demonstrate the one major flaw in
their arrangement. Wallace appears to have assumed that running
with LeMay would naturally be the same as when he ran with his
only other "running mate," his wife Lurleen, who was the nominat
candidate for Governor of Alabama in 1966 when Wallace was blocked
by law (and the state 1egislature) from succeeding himself in
that post. At that time, Lurleen would do 1ittle more than
introduce her husband and then retire to hear the speech which he
offered and on which she was elected. But someone failed to
impress upon LeMay the proper way to fulfill his role. From the
very day he was announced, the press and the American electorate.
were treated to the sight of a pdlitical parallel to Alphonse and
Gaston. LeMay was shipped to Viet Nam on a “fact-finding" tour,
but it is not unreasonable to assume that the real virtue of his
going to Viet Nam was that it removed him from public scrutiny.
Out of sight, out of mind must have been Wallace's hope.

LeMay's appointment may well have reflected a significant
change in the direction of Wallace's campaignina, both in 1968
and for any future po]iticai ventures. Wallace's decline in the
polls began almost coterminously with his naming of LeMay, and

thus could not have been in itself a causal factor in that
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act. But the polls may have played a‘significant role by
indicating that Wallace's Viet Nam position was not a winning
one with the voters. A month before election day, at a
time when Wallace was holding at around 20% of the national
samples, pollster Louis Harris found that little more than
half that number felt that Wallace would do the best job
in Viet Nam, as they placed him a distant and dismal last
in the bal]oting.34 Compared with his showing against the
other two contenders on the questions of "race" and "law and
order," in which he was given 26%, Wallace's treatment of the
war was clearly his weak point.35

Under such circumstances, the possibility of picking up
a running mate whose strength, if any, would be in the most
needed area may have seemed providential. But, from the
moment that LeMay made public the sentiments "Bomb 'em back
into the stone age," he probably cost more votes than he
gained. As Wallace's decline in the polls began to become
precipitous upon LeMay's arrival, it is tempting to suqgest
that his unacceptability to the electorate was the cause;
but the correlation may well be spurious. On the basis of the
limited evidence available, all one can say is that LeMay

ran behind Wallace in trial heats.36

34uThe Harris Survey,“ Philadelphia Inquirer, Oct. 7, 1969.
35"The Harris Survey," The Boston Globe, Sept. 30, 1969,
36uThe Harris Survey," The Philadelphia Inquirer, Oct. 21, 1968.
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It would appear that LeMay's presence did not even
serve to bolster the ticket on the Viet Nam issue. In a
survey published October 7, 1968, which could not have
reflected significant public consideration of the LeMay
candidacy, which had been announced a scant fouf days before,
. Wallace was the choice of 26% of those voters who might be
termed “Hawks" and of only 15% of the “Doves." By October 28,
however, after the impact of the LeMay position would have
become relatively widespread, Wallace's standing among the
same groups had actually regressed slightly, to 25% and 15%
respectively. And while there were undisputably other factors
that served to strip Wallace of some strength ovef that two
week span, LeMay's impact would seem to have been of negligible
benefit even in the area presumably his strongest.

But the naming of LeMay may have had a significance
far greater than those votes which he gained or lost the
Movement. That LeMay's strength supposedly lay in the
campaign's weak spot could, of course, have been coincidence
and nothing more. But if it were not mere chance, then it
marked the first public indication that Wallace had given
second thoughts to the material of which his campaign appeal
was made. From the moment he had tasted success in the 1964
Wisconsin primary, Wallace had assumed that success would
come from exposing his message, simple and 1imited as
it was, to enough of the electorate. Everything was oriented

around The Speech, which he pushed continually, in speeches
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television programs, and the press, for over four years,
intensively for over four solid months. He had felt exposure
to be the key, and exposure he got.

Although the evidence is no better than circumstantial,
it is plausible to believe that, toward the end of the
campaign, Wallace came to see the paucity of his message. His
popularity was declining in the polls, but not because his
message had failed to elicit passionate followership among the
faithful. The zeal with which his new converts comported
themselves, taken with the self-selectivity feature, is the
most likely explanation for Wallace's tremendous showing in
the amateur polls taken by radio and television stations, state
and county fairs, and the like. But, perhaps 1ike Goldwater--
who in 1964 doubtless overestimated the number of "stay at home
conservatives" waiting in the wings for a candidate of their
liking--Wallace may have misjudged the breadth of his appeal.
He might reasonably have come to believe that his message had
reached the bulk of those to whom it would naturally appeal,
which is to say that he had overestimated the number of persons
who shared his fear, resehtment, indignation, and retribution
perceptions, or underestimated the strength of their ties to
the traditional parties.

Under the circumstances, the rational strategy would have
to be diversify the message, to add whole groups in the electorate
as possible converts by addressing oneself to 1ssue§ which,

unlike the previous ones, would be salient to them. It appears
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that naming LeMay might have been just such a step for Wallace.
And while debatable in its significance when seen as an isolated
event, this interpretation of the LeMay candidacy takes on more
the air of veracity when Seen in conjunction with the release,
on October 13, 1969, of the American Independent Party's platfo}m.
?ﬁormally, in American politics, the platform is generated
and approved at the. nominating convention and bears the stamp
of the faction that successfully controlled the party's
Presidential nomination. But with the American Independent
Party, which did not even hold a national convention, the
situation was quite different. Although plagued by factionalism
as is any other political party, there was never any doubt of the
origin and reason for being of the AIP. The fact that some of
the dissident groups had existed prior to Wallace's entry on the
national scene in no way detracts from the primary of his role

in making those groups part of a significant national movement.

Besides the f-ct that he provided what appeared to be a viable,

actionable alternative around which such groups could coalesce,

the political resources, campaign organization, and message

- of the AIP were due overwhelmingly to but one man--George Wallace.
Due to the primacy of his role in the AIP, Wallace did not

have to treat with other chieftains in generating his message;

nor, uniike other Presidential nomﬁnees. did he have to temper

the stand of his party's platform so that nominees for all

manner of lesser offices in all sections of the country could

“live with it." As a platform is one of the trappings to which
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the electorate has become accustomed in political parties,
whether they be major or minor, Wallace from time to time

was asked whether he had a platform and if so when it would
be released. Over the summer months Wallace would reply that
they were considering such a document and that they were
working to draw it up. The basic outlines of the platform,
those points outlined in the Preamble, were identified

at the Oklahoma City hearings in April, 1968, as representing
the party's platform, yet the completed document was not
released to the public unti] October 13, 1968, scarcely three
weeks before the end of the campaign. In no way did Wallace indicate
that the creation of the platform was a high-priority project.

It is possible that it was the lack of manpower, when combined
with the emphasis on exposure of The Speech, rather than deliberate
stalling that delayed completion of the Platform until mid-October
and that it was released immediately upon completion. But an
alternative hypothesis is perhaps more plausible. Such a line of
thinking suggests that the platform was issued as a supplement for
The Speech upon the recognition that the message in The Speech,
if not broadened, would not be Sufficient to generate a winning body
of support. In this context, a broadened appeal would produce
two desired effects: first and foremost, an appeal to the electorate
-on an expanded range of issues would operate to increase the number
'of-ﬁossible converts by touching on a wider range of topics that
voters found salient; of secondary significance, a voter for whom

the big three issues of The Speech were salient might nonetheless
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find himself more firmly attached to the party because of the
agreement which he felt with Wallace's position on lesser issues,
much as we envision the behaVior of man in pluralist society or
Gulliver in Lilliput.

There is a danger, of course, to a politician's makiné his
views known on a wide range of controversial topics. It is a
commonplace of American politics that the major party out of power
takes a more strident tone in its campaigning that the party in
power, and that the most strident tone of all is left to the third
parties and splinter movements. Certainly the major parties

have, over time, faced a much broader range of concerns than
have the dissident movements whiéh arise from time to time because
their specific demands are not met by the major parties - movements
which die out when their position is co-opted by a major party.
If it is true that Americans vote against, rather than for, the
bulk of their political alternatives, then stridency is in order
only on those topics from which one can expect a positive net
return in the form of votes.

It would appear that Wallace played the role of leader of a
narrowly focused splinter movement until he perceived that he had
milked the appeal to its limits and that it was not good enouqh;
and that he then turned to an alternate strdtegy - that of assuming
the various encumbrances of a major party. These included a Vice-
Presidential candidate who conveniently could have been taken on to
shore up a major weak spot; a far-ranging and relatively catholic
platform (relative to that which had proceeded it from the Wallace

camp); and a tone of moderation uncharacteristic of other Wallace
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pronouncemenfs. Had Wallace been anxiously waiting for the completion
of the platform, he could have considerably broadened his appeal
(and given a needed hypo to his press coverage) by releasing the
various planks as they were finalized by his staff. Majér party
candidates often have dealt with theretofore unexplored issues
from time to time in what have become known as "major policy addresses,"
but while Wallace's drumbeaters continually proclaimed his evening
address as such--a "major" one--it was always the same, The Speech.

The fact that he held the entire platform in reserve until
he began to slip suqgests that it was a part of a new conception
of the needs of the campaign; that he did not make efficient use
of his platform after once having chosen to release it suggests
again that he had not fully prepared for the sudden turn that the
campaign took. (The protestations by Wallace and his staff that
they paid no attention to the polls should not be taken seriously,
it would seem; they always were the first to know of and to
broadcast any results which they deemed favorable. It is to be
assumed, then, that the campaign could in fact have been run with
publié opinion, as measured by the polls, a determinant.)

The major undertakings of the 1968 campaign all seem to point
to Wallace's strategy as having been one of aiming for 1972,
with but minimal expectations of success at the ballot box in
his first full scale national undertaking. Even when he must
have been worried that he might fall short of one of those minimal
goals--coming to hold the balance of power in the Electoral
College--he chose to seek help in the short run with an alternative

which was geared to fit into the long range goal of building a
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third major party. Increased stridency was another alternative
for short-run assistance, as demonstrated by Louise Day Hicks in
her shrill appeals to racism in the waning days of the Boston
mayoralty race. Certainly this would have been an easier course
for Wallace to follow. The fact that he did not do so is of added
significance.

With no more than the organization extant durinqg the 1964
primaries, Wallace could expect to do well in the South in future
Presidential elections. If he could secure the electoral votes
of the Confederate states, a reasonable expectation given a
full-scale campaign effort in the area, he might well hold the
balance of power in the Electoral College by depriving any candidate
of the 270 electoral votes necessary to win the Presidency.

This had been the traditional "Southern play." But the myth that
winning the South was a necessary condition to winning the Presidency
had been refuted in 1964 (when five Deep South states and his home
state of Arizona were the only electoral votes that Barry Goldwater
won) and 1948 (when Truman won reelection despite the defection of
four Southern states to then-Democrat Strom Thurmond with the
Southern protest vote). Though Wallace felt Goldwater's effort

had been horribly inept, the South's image as a brize must have

been somewhat tarnished in the bargain.

The idea that one might hold the balance of power in the
electoral college by winning enough electoral votes to deprive
any candidate of the necessary 270 also requires examination.

The electoral college is the device designed by our Founding
Fathers for electing the President and Vice-President. It con-

sists of 538 independent actors (electors) apportioned to each
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state in the same numbers as that state's total of United States
Senators and Representatives. The 23rd Amendment has also granted
three electoral votes to the people of the District of Columbia even
though they are denied Congressional representation, thus raising
the total of electoral votes to 538.

The manner of choosing those persons who shall be electors
is left to the individual states. Out of the myriad variations
on this theme arises the salient fact: electors are persons whose
partisénship is known far in advance of the general election date
and whose sole claim to the office, save long years of dedicated
service to the party,-is that their electoral vote, should they
be called upon to cast it, is absolutely predictable. When one
casts a ballot for President, one is actually voting for a slate
of electors, even though their names may not appear on the ballot.
It is the current practice in all 50 states that the slate of
electors which accumulates the greatest number of popular votes
within the state be allowed to cast the total number of electoral
votes allocated to that state in the electoral college. (This
need not be the case, and some states have in the past experi-
mented with fractionating their vote in various ways, but it does
serve to maximize each state's political "clout" and, as such, is
deemed desirable by politicians).

Party regularity is of supreme importance in designating
potential electors, because persons holding this post are
independent of any legally suforceable constraints on their vote
in the Electoral College--a vestige of the College's former role.
A person who has been designated an elector for, say, Nixon in

a state Nixon carried has been given one of his state's electoral
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votes because it is assumed he will execute the wishes of the
persons in that state whose votes elected him and add "his" electoral
vote to Nixon's total. In all §ave a handful of instances in
this century, the electors have followed popular expectations and
voted as their constituents expected of them. In 1968, however,
one Nixon elector from North Carolina reneged and voted for Wallace.
In 1960, another dissident Republican elector, this time from
Oklahoma, had tried to organize an effort to deny John Kennedy
the necessary electoral vote majority by appeaiing to the other
electors, Republican and Democrats, all of whom were functionally
free to vote their own personal whims, rather than for Kennedy or
Nixon. Along with 14 other "unpledged" electors from Alabama and
Mississippi he had voted for Senator Byrd for President.

- This aspect of the Electoral College has spawned numerous
Southern attémpts to maximize bargaining power by electing
slates of electors whose appeal was that they would remain uncommitted.
If, on election night, it became "apparent that neither major party
had accumulated 270 electoral votes, then the unpledged electors
could "sell" their support to the party that would grant the most
significant concessions.

There is an inconsistency in the plan to bargain within the
Electoral College which Wallace never seemed to come to grips
with, even in the face of direct questioning. The pian rests on
the assumption that the major parties would bargain over the
"swing" electors during that period of about a month between the

general election, at which time the "normal" electoral vote will



-144-

become apparent, and the meeting of the electors to cast their
ballots.

More of the unique features of the Electoral College become
apparent when one realizes that the final determination of the
election of the President does not lie with that body. Each
elector casts a ballot but once for President. Should no
candidate receive the necessary majority, the election is thrown
jnto the House of Representatives, where each state is granted
but a single vote, to be determined by a caucus of the delegation.
Again an absolute majority is required for election; if no candidate
can muster 26 state votes (the District of Columbia plays no part
at this stage of the election because it has no fepresentation in
the House), the House continues to ballot. Because‘the election
of a President would be considered by the House immediately after
it had constituted itself for the new session, and because the
House could consider no other business until it makes a determination,
deadlock at this stage could bﬁing government to a standstill.

There aré many other interesting features of this system,
such as the possibility of having an Acting President for four
years, or héving a President and Vice-President chosen from opposing
parties, but the significant aspect which would have worked against
Wallace or any third party candidate is that once the decision
reaches the House it is in the hands of men who owe their professional
lives to one of the two major parties. Although party discipline
in our system is notoriously lax, never since the rise of the

modern politician party has there been an issue of such magnjtude
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on which the parties have been forced to seek internal cohesion.
The closest counterpart would be the disputed election of 1876.

Furthermore, the willingness of the party professionals to
restrict the field to but two parties, as manifest in the barriers
before a third party's gaining ballot position in many states,
might well play a crucial role. It is reasonable to assume that
men who have risen as high as the Congress of the United States
are also among the strongest supporters of the rules of the game
as they know them.37 These persons might well act to preserve
the two party system, even if it meant supporting the other major
party, rather than allow a third party to gain power. Certainly
this is'what Richard Nixon was suggesting when he attempted to
gain agreement from the Democrats before the 1968 election that,
because of the threat powed by Wallace, the two major parties
should agree to effect the election of that candidate who drew
the most popular votes. It is also true that such an agreement
would have worked only to Nixon's advantage: all the polls showed
him a victor in the popular vote, whereas the only strength the
Democrats possessed was in the House. If the election had gone
to the House, Humphrey would have had the clear advaﬁtage, assuming
perfect party discipline. (Humphrey did not agree to Nixon's
"solemn covenant.")

While he began the 1968 race with goals other than actually

winning the Presidency, Wallace nonetheless would not turn down

37Herbert McClosky, "Consensus and Ideology in American
Politics," APSR, June 1964, p. 361-382.
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any opportunity to show his political muscle. To this end,
he selected his electors with extreme care and required of them
a signed affidavit in which they swore to vote only for him

or for the candidate he designated should they be elected to

the Electoral College. Whether such affidavits would be upheld in
the courts is a matter of some controversy, but his actions were
obviously an attempt to cope with the independence of the electors
while still making use of it for his own ends.

In early June, 1968, when he resumed campaigning after the
death df”his"hféé: Lurleen, the way in which he would flex this
“muscle" was a topic of concern among the newsmen covering Wallace's
political machinations. And though he quibbled with the wording
used by the press, he and his staff would admit that they hoped
for a deadlock in the Electoral College so that, in their preferred
terms, they might "make a solemn covenant” with one of the major
parties to trade votes for policy concessions.

At a Pittsburgh news conference the day before his wife
underwent surgery for cancer, Wallace noted the outlines of this
“covenant." He stated that he would release his electoral votes to
the party that would agree to execute seven key tenets of Wallace's

movement:

1) "Turn back to the states their control -
over their own domestic institutions."

2) Cut off United States aid to countries
failing to support the war in Vietnam
or trading with Communist countries.

3) "Punish treason by putting some of these
Vietnam dissenters in jaii-."
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4) Maintain law and order.
§) Restrict the Supreme Court.
6) "Abandon any type of civil’ rights legislatioh."

7) . Return jurisdiction over legislative reapportionment
and congressional redistricting to the state courts.38

But the matter was stripped of'its significance when Wallace
suddenly changed his tune; after his tremendous success with both
contributors and voters in June's tour of Southern cities, Wallace
came to speak only of winﬁing.>

As a tactical move, the shift was a sound one: it made him
more of a "real" candidate to the electorate at large, always a .
problem for Wallace; it was probably to increase the efforts of
his campaign workers; and it undoubtedly served to spur potential
contributors. Yet persons with him at the time could tell that
the shift was the result of a sincere belief that he could win.
He no less than the accompanying press was astounded by the over-
whelming reception he got in Memphis, Chattanooga, and other
Southern cities. He "bought" the idea that he could be a winner;
the press bought it and passed it on to the éountry at large,
enough of whom bought it to lead the spiral to over 20% of the
electorate in polls taken on the heels of the Democratic Convention.
Again he had met success and been unable to cope with it; success
at Memphis meant abandonment of the long, slow approach to the

Presidency.

38New York Times, Feb. 25, 1968, p. 36.
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Not only did momegtary success dissuade Wallace from what might
be called a more reasonable set of short-run expectations, but
it convinced him that a higher‘output level could be attafned
with no change in the level of inputs. Indeed, it is probably
that Wallace overe8timated his ability to cope with the demands of
a national campaign and, with his resources taxed to the utmost,
could not have increased the level of certain important campaign
inputs even if he had seen the necessity for doing so. Had he
stuck to the original strafegy.‘though there might not have been
9.9 million votes in his column election night, neither would
there have been such despair and resignation. Instead of seeing
once high hopes dashed on the floor of an all-but-empty coliseum,
Wallace could have spoken of victory in the face of insurmountable
odds and of renewed vigor for the push for 1972. But on election
night, 1968, even Wallace could not claim a limited vicﬁory with
conviction.

It might have been different. If one assumed him to have
had goals no more taxing than building an organization that could
function with efficiency, of obtaining ballot position in every
state, and of making a trial run in national politics in preparation
for an honest attempt to win--anything but insignificant achievements
in themsefves--then his 1968 campaign effort was indeed a success.

But nobody assumes that; he made certain of it.
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Aftermath

What then of George Wallace? Although it may not have appeared

S0 during the campaign, he is a'man not unlike many other men,

- particularly those born.of a simi]ér background. An accident of
birth, perhaps, determihed.that he would come to be motivated

wholly and solely by politics, with personal political officeholding
his ultimate objective. Populism, with its twin foci of economic
and social relationships, seems to have provided him with much

of his worldview; and his training in Southern politics provided

the set of experiences which served as standards égainst which

he came to 5udge things political.

The South knows many 1ike George Wallace, but the nation at
- large does nbt; perhaps because men of his background feel
limitations which keep them from projecting themselves on.the
national scene. Within memory of many voters living today, only
Huey Long could be comparable to Wallace, and The Kingfish's
national career was cut off by assassination almost before it
began. More recently, the only Southern politician active in
Presidential politics--Strom Thurmond--took part aé an unabashed
sectionalist who sought to have an impact throuah isolating the
South.

But Wallace is vastlyvdifferent from men 1ike Thurmond; he
wanted to create a movement which would cut across sect{onal l{nes
and thus integrate Southerners with pérspns of similar persuasidn
across the nation. Perhaps other such politicians would have

tried it if they saw a chance for success, but they did not.
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As he was building his public record, Wallace undoubtedly did

not act with the Presidency in mind, attuned toward Montgomery

as he always was, but in the process of creating political capital

he found that his acts were having an impact outside the state.
Confronted by the unhappy realization that he had no further conquests
to make in Alabama, no higher posts to hold, he set out tp test

the possibilities of seeking the only office which appealed to

him, the Presidency of the United States.

When Wallace lost his first gubernatorial campaign he attributed
it to his having the "liberal" tag relative to the other candidate
on the race issue. When the clash between ideology and personal
office-holding had been resolved within him, Wallace vowed that
he would not be "out-niggered" again,

Getting right on race did not require taking a harder Tine than
his opponents, but simply that he must not be distinctively liberal.
As such, his about face (goihg from beina the "1iberal" to being
the "conservative") on the race issue was simply fulfilling a
necessary condition of Alabama politics. The bidding on old age
pensions and other live issues continued apace and Wallace believes
that his program in this area--economic liberalism--is what won the
1962 race for him. Race was a necessary but not a sufficient
condition in Alabama politics.

Given the underlying strains of populism which formulated much
of his worldview, the response was not inteliectually dishonest;
and having found success (the yltimate vindication of one's political
judgment in his eyes) in Alabama politics through a hard 1ine

on race, it is altogether understandable that he would stay with
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that tactic until he had reason to believe that it would not
bring him success. In Alabama, his political universe until after
1963, he received no such negative cues and so continued with
the line that had brought him his Tife's dream. This is not to
say that he foreswore any economic Iibéralism when he became a
conservative on race, as his record in Alabama clearly shows.

He served his constituents well and is considered by perhaps the
bulk of the Alabama populace to have been the best governor they
have ever known. They seem to like him not for the power_of his
oratory, which is at best mediocre, and pales before even such
modern practitioners of the art as Billy Graham, but simply
because they think he is "right". Moreover, they appear to
l1ike his style.

For one who tested reality on the basis of his experiences,
the more limited his range of experiences the less the 1likelihood
of his making "correct" decisions; and Wallace's experiences with
national politics were altogether inadequate to the task. On
the basis of letters from across the nation in favor of his "stand
in the school house door" he undertook a series of speaking
engagements. Largely on the success he perceived in such outings,
he chose to enter three state Presidential primaries in 1964; and
on the basis of funning as a Democrat and winning between 29 and
42% of the votes in his party's primary in three states (Wisconsin's
was, of course, an open primary, but he feels his votes came
from Democrats), he decided to run for President in 1968, knowing
full well that he would have to do it on a third-party ticket.

The cue he had gotten from 1964 was that, as people "everywhere"

responded to his message, success would be his if only he could

\
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expose his message to enough of the electorate. The unexpected.
outpourings of votes from "people everywhere," plus the fact

that hg had only Alabama standard to apply nationwide, combined
to convince him that his méssage had been thoroughly tested and
found capable of sustaining a full-scale Presidential bid. It
was his ;irst mistake, and the first time that he had been unable
correctly to interpret his success. '

For one of wallacé's politjcaI acumen, it is not surprising
that he correctly perceived the necessity of becoming a third-
party candidate and the complexity of such a venture. To this
end, he began the long range plans which wouid generate both
organi2ation and exposure through a trial run in 1968; by
1972 he would have created a reservoir of‘ideﬁtifiers among the
electbrate and a store of good will among some persons who could
not bring themselves to leave the traditional party affiliations
in 1968. If change continued apace, there w6u1d be even greater
numbers of persons ripe for his message, because it would be
obvious that neither national party was able or willing to provide
relief. Success in the 1968 venture would have been.measured
largely invinterngl terms, with no expecfation of winning.the
Presidency in the first attempt. But in causihg him to speed
up the timetable, hi$ extraordinary successes of June, 1968
again prdved the basié'for his downfall. Having done no campaigning
since securing ballot position in Ca]ifornia almost six months
earlier, Nallace's'experimentaI approach again had failed him.

The extent of Wallace's failure depends largely upon one's referent. .

Even for a candidate who attempted to buoy the hopes of his
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suppdrters with- the explanation that, due to the electoral college
system and the apportioning of electoral votes within the individual
states on a plurality basis, it was possible to win without a
majority (while steadfastly refusing to admit that theirs was a
minority poiﬁf of view), his actual performance, if meaéured in
absolute totals--9,906,473 popular votes (13.5%) and 46 electoral
votes, incldding the one from the renegade North Carolina eléctor--
was utterly disastrous as seen by the revised standards.

Envisioned in terms of the original scenario, however, his
1968 efforts appear in a much better light. Not surprisinqu;
progress was made in just those areas that Wallace sought to
bolster; namely, exposure an& organization. Even though the

unflagging efforts of the Wall Street Journal were not able to

uncover a "financial angel", money remained as little a problem
as when he was able to command thé services of many state of
Alabama employees. '

That he was able to meet ballot fequirements in every state
is a tribute to the coordination provided by his persona; campaign
staff. Moreover, he began to develop, with varying degrees of

success, the nucleus of a volunteer cadre in each state--a prime
requisite for any sustained attempt to seek the Presidency

over time. And if the success he met in 1968 might be measured
by an inverse relationship of the percentage of votes gained in
a statg to the distance tﬁat state 1ies from the Deep South,
(see appendix D and appendix E), he at least has a solid base
which might be built upon for succeeding elections.

On balance, however, the 1968 campaign must be counted a
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disaster in terms of Nal]abe's own original perceptions, for he
failed to create a deadlock in the Electoral College and be failed
‘to persuade a po]iticién of national stature to become his funning
mate. While political pundits Qere dubious about the latter;

the vast bulk of popular ggmment abo.t the Wallace candidacy was
over the threat 1t posed to the Electoral College method of
deciding presidential elections. He, too, gave the impression
that ghatever else he might accomplish, the vote deadlock would
provide the irreducible minimum of influence which he might have.

The election was indeed a close one in popular vote, where
Humphrey trailed Nixon by 510,315 votes, but Nikon had a clear
edge in electoral votes (301-191-46) with 270 needed for an out-
right win. For Wallace to have been in a bargaining position,
Nixon would have to have been deprived of the necessary 270 electoral
votes. This cou{d have come about through a shift of votes from
Nixon to either of his rivals. If there had been a shift of 41,971
votes from Nixon to Humphrey--Mi§souri: 10,245 (0.6%); New Jersey:
30,631 (1.05%); Alaska: 1,095 (1.1%)--Nixon's electoral vote
total would have been only 269, or one vote short of a majority.
Though these votes would have shifted from Nixon to Humphrey, it
would have been Wallace who stood potentially to gain.

Figured on the basis of a shift of electoral votes from Nixon
to Wallace, however, the role of spoiler becomes much more
difficult to have attained. The shift of 108,721 populaf votes--
North Carolina: 65,603 (4.1%); South Carolina: 19,317 (2.9%);
Tennessee: 23,901 (1.9%) would have left Nixon with 270 electoral

votes, or exactly the minimum ndmber needed to deprive Wallace
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bf any bargaining position. If figured on the basis of lowest
percentage of the statewide vote needed, the state next most easily
captured by Wallace would be Florida, where a shift of 6% (131,299)
popular votes from Nixon to Wallace would allow Wallace to carry
the state; on the basis of fewest popular votes needed it would

be Alaska, where a-shift of 27,576 popular votes would be needed-—a
whopping 16.6% of that state's total presidential vote. !

One may question whether missing the deadlock position by
41,971 votes from three specific states is in reality a near success
in absolute terms; certainly the whole idea that a deadlock would
have seen one of the two major parties willing to bargain with
Wallace or that, failing that, the profess1ona] partisans in the
House of Representatives would hive deserted their party (or the
two-party system) to provide him with the only bargaining power
he could possibly have, having no A.I.P. members in the House
upon whose professional allegiance he might ca\l, remains untested
and in a sense "academic". It will remain with us until it is
tested or until the Electoral College is replaced with a different
system. |

A failure which must particulartly bother Wallace was his inability
to lure an establishgd major party politician of national stature
onto the second spot on the ticket. As he was unable to do so, the
eVentual choice for the post, a man with national stature but no
.political experience, served as little more than a millstone aroun&

the neck of an already floundering man.

]The raw data from which the above inferences were drawn appear
in Congressional Quarterly, Vol. XXVII, No. XXIII, part 1 of
2 parts, June 6, 1969, Spec1a1 Supplement back cover.
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Data from the University of Michigan's Survey Research Center
indicate that in a thermometer scale test given to a national
sample of the electorate, LeMay actually was more popular than
Wallace (35.1 to 3'.2). This seeming inconsistency is explained
by the fact that a "don't know" response was rated as 0 and,
when averaged with the ratings of a person perceived in negative
terms would actually make him appear to be more populér than he
actually was. Among persons who knew and could thus react in
qualitative terms to both men, LeMay proved to be less popular
than Wallace.?

That the campaign was in trouble even before LeMay joined it
is fairly evident, and the cause stems directly from Wallace's
inability to interpret correctly his success in the 1964 primaries.
He perceived that, as people "everywhere" had responded to his
message, the only strategy called for'in the 1968 campaign was
to seek maximum exposure for that message. This he did, by
Timiting all his public pronouncements to The Speech: the result,
for one claiming major party status and presuming that he could
actually win the election, was disaster. |

If, as has been claimed, the c;ndidate was desirous and
capable of running a rational'campaign, the question to be
asked is why the failure of his "message". The question is

-appealing to scholars no less than to the candidate, but there

2Phﬂh’p*E. Converse, et. al., “Continuity and Change in
American Politics: Parties and Issues in the 1968 Election,"
mimeo, Table 2 and pg. 9),
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is no assurance that the two would use similar techniques in their
analyses. The scholar would probably seek to use individual level
survey data to determine how persons received the Wallace message,
what they thought he was saying. They might then apply such
individual level data toward breaking down the aggregate data
toward.an analysis of group appeal in the Wallace campaign. By
juxtaposing interpretations (such as the one rendered here) of what
Wallace was attempting to do, with the electorate's pgrception§

of his message, scholars would be able to suggest the roots of the
movement's malaise.

Sucﬁ individual level data undoubtedly do exist, but they are
not currently available to the general scholarly community. Analysis
of the widely available aggregate data without reference to individual
responses is at best productive of hypotheses which one would
want to endeavor to'"prove" when it became possible to do so.
(For example, one can see from aggregate data that the vast majority
of persons in an ovefwhe]mingly agricultural district voted for
Wallace, but one is unable to say why it is that they did so. This
examplé is particularly good, for until the release of his platform,
Wallace never dealt with the farm question; thus, even though
he had appealed to a group of farmers, it must have been on somethinag
other than their approbation for a pd]1cy he had not chosen to make )
known. )

’
Lacking immediate access to individual level data, one must

rely on secondary analysis and on aggregate data, tempered as they

always are by tha ecological fallacy. The queétions one would like
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answered are twofold: to whom did Wallace appeal (or fail tb‘
aBpea]) and what were the electorate's perceptions of Wallace
~and his message? If he had been perceived correctly and rejected
on that basis, then the message could relevantly be faulted. If °
he had not been understood, then the effort to gain exposure for
the image could be blamed.

The answers to such questions can only be hinted at for the
present and, as in some cases the data are seemingly contradictory,
any conclusions drawn must be seen as highly inconclusive--more
in the nature of hypoﬁheses to be tested in the future than in
results gleaned from primary analysis of hard data. Nonetheless,
some answers can be given. waIIch did achieve his goal of
almost total exposure: 98% of the e]ectorafe “knew" him as compared
with 99% for Johnson, Robert Kennedy, Nixon, and Humphrey. His,
running mate, Curtis LeMay, also compared favorably with the
other vice-presidential candidates in this regard with 93%, the
same as Agnew and 1% better than Muskie.3 In this regard, Wallace
seems to have succeeded at the task to which he set himself,
although the task itself may have been in error.

It is clear that Wallace grossly misjudged the extent of
his appeal when he made the decision to seek maximum exposure.

In the Survey Research Center's national sample (see Table 3);
Wallace's mean rating was 31.4 (out of a possible 100), far and
away the lowest for any candidate or potential candidate. (Be-

cause the relatively high percentage of "don't know" answers on

3Herbert Weisberg and Jerrold G. Rusk, "Dimensions of Candidate
Evaluation", mimeo, Table 1 and p. 158,

i
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LeMay were scored as 50's, thus serving to raise the mean of actdai
an]itative responses of those who knéw the man, Wallace trails
even His running mate in the poll). The problem for Wallace can
be easily seen from the relative numbers of first and last choice.
mentions for the various candidates: .Nixon had a healthy positive
bulge with 36% first choice responses against 8% last choice
answers, Humphrey benefited from a 25%-13% advantage, and Muskie
from a 16%-10% differential. But the A.I.P. candidates suffered
from just the reverse situation: LeMay was the first choice of
only 3% of the voters (in which he ties George Romney for beinq‘
the man preferred by the 1east5 while 40% made him their last
choice, and Wallace's 11% first choice rating was offset by a
monst;ous total of laéi choice mentions: 62%, or almost two-*hirds
of the entire sample, said that George Wallace was the man they
least wanted for their President.?

To say that the A.I.P. tickét was unpopular is not enough;
one must also say why and among whom this was so. Again we must
rely on aggregate data and sometimes contradictéry analyses.

The»e can be no question that Wallace did best in the South and
that his percenfage of the vote fell off as one ventured farther
from the border states and the 01d Confederacy, where he garnered
over 30% of the total vote cast and earned almost two-thirds of
his personal total. There is general agreement that Wallace's

success was inversely proportional to general indicators of socio-

41bid. (Note that the combined total of first place mentions
for LeMay and Wallace--14%--closely approximates the actual
vote they received in the election--13.5%).
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economic status--occupation, education, and income--with a
massive concentration in the working c]ass.5 Moreover, Wallace
voters were likely to be men jnstead of women (59%-41% compared
with 43%-57% for both Humphrey and Nixon) and were as likely to
be union members as Humphrey supporters.®

Wolfe argues from SRC data that Wallace did best among rural
and small town residents in the South, but that in the North he
drew "substantial support in the big cities'as well as in the
suburbs and less densely populated ar_'eas."7 Figures from another
source indicate that Wallace's appeal was inversely proportion to
population density, while making no distinction among areas of
the country.8 Wolfe correctly calls attention to the possible
effects of migration, but seems to be inconsistant in his treatment
of the subject. He suggests that neither are Wallace voters
"distinctively concentrated among either recent migrants or long-
‘term residents of their communities, nor are northern Wallace voters
disproportionately migrants from the South."9 But Wolfe is also
co-author of a pape; based on the same SRC data:which indicates
that "Wallace drew over 14% of the vote from (these southern migrants

to the North)'and less than 7% otherwise outside the South."]0

SArthur Wolfe, "Challenge From The Right: The Basis of Voter
Support for Wallace in 1968," mimeo, Table 2.

®Ibid., p. 4, p. 5, Table 2.
7Ib'id s PP. 3-4.
1968 Congressional g_arterIX,Almanac, p. 967.

oife, op. cit., p. 4.
IOConverse et. al., op. cit., p. 26.
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A Gallup pol1l from mid October indicated that persons in the
21-29 age bracket were twice as likely to call Wallace an "excellent"
choice for President as were persons in the other age groups.]]'
Wolfe supports this view with the comment that Wallace voters
"tend to be disproportionately concentrated in the 25-34 age group
and to be underrepresented in the over 65 age gr‘oup."‘2 This
information. is interesting because of the visual impressions to the
contrary gathered at Wallace's public rallies. In Atlanta, for
example, a count of the crowd revealed fewer than a dozen such
young persons and a heavy concentration of the elderly.

Interestingly enough, Wallace seems to have been some ways on
target with his Speech: although the theme which may be seen
running through it is concerned with the government's intervention
in affairs which rightly ought be decided by private citizens, the
three areas of specific concern--civil rights, Vietnam, and "law
and order"--dovetail nicely with the areas of concern across the
country. And make no mistake; wallace;§ general orientation in
these areas seems to have been shared by the bulk of the electorate
in 1968. Whether it was in advocating a stronger stand in Vietnam
(or in accepting the lable "hawk"), in looking down at the Vietnam
war protesters, 6r labeling actions by Negroes "mostly violent" and
injurious to the cause of civil rights for pushihg too fast, Wallace

was representative of the mainstream American viewpoint.

]]Gallup Opinion Index, Princeton, N.J., October 1968, p. 8.

1241¢e, op. cit., p. 4.

3see Converse et. al. op. cit., and Wolfe, op. cit., passim.

—
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But in all of these issue areas cites above and the overwhelming
proportion of all others, Wallace's position ff in agreement with
the majority was also the most extreme manifestation of it. Wallace
may well have needed to gain visibility by taking strident stands
on the issues, particularly when "his" issue-;1aw and order--was
rapidly picked up by all the other candidates, buf in doing so he
may have fallen victim to the same distrust Barry Goldwater seemed
to evoke when he said "Extremism in the defense of liberty is no
vice". Wallace's candidacy was overwhelmingly seen in issue terms,
but even though many people may have agreed with him, he may not
have been able to evoke that feeling of trust which seems to be
essential in our politics. Extremism, of whatever stripe, is

not of political benefit in this country,

‘One of the key ways in which a candidate can generate that
sense of trust is to become associated with a well-known and |
venerated symbol; a political party. If one's socialization into
a political party is of paramount importance,]‘ surely Wallace's
third party candidacy was virtually doomed from the start. But
loyalties are ongoing, and while he was starting from ground zero
in his first national race he nonetheless coyld expect some po;ttiVe
transfer from campaign to campaign as he built up his own following
of persons adhering to his party label.

In such long range considerations, the source of his followers
prior political leanings is significant; for if he were to draw

from only one party, that party might relatively easily regain its

145ee above, Chapter IV.
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errant members' loyalties by co-opting the third party stance on
some vital isSJe(s). If, however, Wallace were able to draw
relatively equally from two established parties; then it would
be more difficult for either party to siphon off his support.

The authors of The American Voter suggest that there is some support

for the stereotype of differences between Republicans and Democrats,
so that it would take some sort of twin pronaed attack (such as
populism provides) to cut across traditignal party lines in
significant amounts. : N ‘

But it was on precisely this variable that.wallace Tiked to
differentiate himself from Barry Goldwater, who, accordina to
Wallace, could not appeal to all classes of voters, businessman
and worker alike.

The great potential inherent in the Wallace movepent was seen
by the candidate as his ability to relate effectively to persons

on either end of the socio-economic scale simultaneously, by

creating an issue, on which persons of all types could vent their spleen.

Last year I spoke to the Amen Corner Club in
Pittsburgh and got the finest reception I suppose
a Southern Governor ever got from the top
business and professional people in Pittsburgh.
Now, I spoke in Pittsburgh two years before

that, to 3,200 working people, and got the

same reception, and I said the identical things
about big government. That's why I will win;
people--blue collar ang white collar--are

going to vote for me.!

The data seem to indicate, however, that Wallace's appeal‘was not as

broad-gauged as he had hoped. Again not all the data agree (with

15 synon., op. cit., p. 69.
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one source stating that Wallace did proportionately better among
Republican identifiers, particutarly strong ones, than he did among»
Democrats)16 but the SRC data indicate (Table 5) that Wallace's
appeal was‘prédominantly to the Independent votef (as might, of
.course, be expecfed, since the true independent would have fewer
ties to an established party which would have to be overcome)
and then to the weak to moderate Democrat. Not only does Wallace
appear to have drawn a higher percentage of the Democratic than
of the Republica identifiers, but the WO1fg repo#%s that 38% of
those Wallace supporters who had voted previously had always voted
Democratic and another 10% reported never having cast a Democratic
baltot.!7 .
Wallace support seems to have come in roughly equal percentages
from each of the established parties, although he drew a larger
number of Democrats in absolute terms as befits the regi%tration
advantage that party enjoys nationa]fy 6ver the Republicans.
But having drawn equal pekcentages from each party does gg;_neces§-
arily support Wallace's contention that all types of people (in SES,
not partisan terms) were going td support him as they would not
support Goldwater. The Gallup data and the SRC data agree in this:
whatever party the Wallace voter had supported previously, he was
fairly well of a type concerning income, occu;ation, and the like,

It is entirely reasonable to presume that Wallace made inroads on -

167968 Congressional Quarterly Almanac, p. 967.

7Wo1fe, op. cit., p. 6.
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uniting persons in a sort of functional répresentation--cutting
across party lines and traditional loyalties to offer them the

" message that neither established party was willing to utter. The
person.with such profile generally found himself in the Democratic
party; one wonders how many such persons exist within the Republican
party that Wallace might potentially reach.

One nagging question which may not soon be resolved concerns
the extent to which the Wallace vote was not an'affirmatibn of
certain principles and precepts but a protest vote against the
established parties (Tweedledum and Tweedledee), riﬂ%s at home;
an unwinnable war against an unseen enemy, a lack of respect for’
authority and old values, a new morality and long hair, the
Establishment, the Negro, and perhaps much more. Na]lacé played
quite obviously upon the fears, frustrations, and disquietudes
of the moment, but a lasting political movement must be built
on firmer ground, that which will not change so drastically
between elections. As with the McCarthy vote in New Hampshire,‘
there are stronq indications that persons voting for Wallace did
so for exceptionally diverse even contradictory and antithetical
reasons. When asked to rate a second choice, Wallace voters gave
Richard Nixon the highest median score (60° on the thermometer
scale described above) but Robert Kennedy was close behind with.a

median of 560.18 Again, one-third of the Republican identifiers

18yotfe, op. cit., p. 2.
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who voted for Wallace reported that they wanted Ronald Reagon to
become the GOP standard-bearer, while McCarthy and the late Robert
Kennedy each got 25% of the pre-convent1on sentiment from Democratic
identifiers. 19

Such diverse sentiments on the part of Wallace voters could
result from any of several things: these voters could be search1nq
for a candidate not tied to the Estab11shment. but then why the
lack of support for any save the more radical candidates on either
side? They could be searching for a charismatic candidate, but
then why Regan? Although building a case on such data as these
would be indeed risky, there is no reason to suspect that the
indications from the data are anything but correct--that Wallace
support was, in fact, bi-modal. Throughout this interpretation
of the Wallace movement, it has been this writer's contention
that the twin poles of populism were resident in Wallace simul-
taneously; this presented a paradox, a contradiction, in the terms
~of national politics, perhaps, but not for the South and not for
Wallace. The data at least tenatively support this thesis: Wallace
voters were significant;y more liberal on economic matters than
were Nixon voters. 20 And if they are not yet seen to be as
v]iberal as Humphrey supporters, it is to be recalled that Wallace
did not stress such economic concepts at all during the 1968

campaign. His message of social conservatism came through

19 1bid., p. 7.
20 wo1fe, op. cit., Table 5, p. 20.
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overwhelmingly even though none of it Qas couched in explicitely
racial terms; but as he did not make the economic pitch in.the
national scene as he had routine]y done in Alabama, it is striking
that his supporters revealed attituqu so similar to his own in
this area. Did they somehow perceive his stand and gravitate to
him because of it, or did they manifest such feelings independently
of their having known where he stood on such issues? The data |

at hand do not give us the answer, but it is highly significant

one to scholars and the candidate alike.

While he may continue to draw persons who are respondinq
solely to one or the other pole of his ideology (and who might“
find themselves in common cause with persons or a markedly different
cast of mind as a result), Wallace might significantly strengthen
his appeal by attempting to ﬁocus);; those groups in the society
which might naturally respond to both prongs of the message
simultaneously. Perhaps the largest such group is one among
which Wallace did surprisingly well in 1968, although not nearly
as well as he had expected--the unions. Wallace and Humphrey were
tied for thevlead among union voters, each with 29% and the plummet
Wallace took in the national polls during October has been widely
attributed to a massive campaign the union leadership waged against
him and in favof of Hubert Humphrey. If union membership provides
both jdb security and economic benefits; a union member shou]d be
perfect Wallace material. 'Ygt Wallace failed to emphasize one
.entire side of the argument relevant to such persons. The argument

was not new to him, for he had thrived upon it in Alabama.
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Though it was evident in the 1968 campaign that Wallace
had done little if any thinking az;ut broadly inclusive areas of
concern--farm policy, taxation, n;tional priorities, labor-
management relations--nonetheless, througﬁ extended probing,
this researcher was able to unearth a side to the candidate which
perhaps few other scholars have come to see. At the time of this
questioning’(hid-dune, 1968), it Qas abundantly clear that the
problems of taxation, farm poiicy, and the 1ike were of no moment
to Wallace. He clearly had not been wrestling with them and
had great trouble in coming to grips with things that were
obviously unfamiliar and foreign to him., But, underneath it all,
there were ideas, or preferences, on the basis of which he could
greatly broaden his message and perhaps enhance his appeal.

The genesis of Wallace's preferences thus unearthed no
doubt parallels that of those views which he chose to make
known. Taken as a whole they do not differ widely from the
position of any latter-day Populist, but they do f]esh out
the message which he offered in 1968 and they do present the
opportunity to strenqgthen his appeal to the working man--that
area of greatest failure in 1968.

In fact, the government has helped the working man by
some of its interventionist tactics, and Wallace would be the
first to say that in his view government was for helping peOpie.
But his economic liberalism may not have come through from his
1968 campaign. He has blindly applied Alabama standards to the
national scene, as when he suggested that the ﬁation's farm

problem was one of under-production (because he had profited
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from stimulating yield per acre while Governor), so it is sur-
prising that he did not aiso continue the practice of out-bidding
his rivals, as with old age pensions in Alabama. Who among the
electorate knew that he was in favor of raising the persona?l
exemption from $600 to $1000 in computing incofe tax? - Who knew
that ne was in favor of grantinq tax credits to firms that would
locate their plants in rural as opposed fo urban areas? Who
knew that he was deeply and sincerely concerned about the thousands
of persons around the world who starve to death éaily? Few if
any in tne e1ec€5rate did, for Wallace did not see fit to tell them.
There is some evidence which may lend credence to the view
that Wallace has already demonstrated his willingness to change.
In particular this can be seen in the p]atform'that Wallace released
in the waning days of the campaign, when it was clgaf‘to the pollsters
that Wallace was losing a good bit of the support that earlier
had been "his". The platform is broad and vague, like platforms
of other parties which hold hope for majoritarian support, and
significant for the very reason that it is so different from The
Speech, that document upon which the whole campaijn theretofore
had been based. Not only is the range of topics covered all-in-
clusive, in marked contradistinction to The Speech, but the tone
of the document seems to suggest a moderation which is highly
uncharacteristic for the Wallace whom national political audiences
came to know. | -
It is not implausible to think that the press made Wallace's
candiqgcy by according him prominent mention as a serious threat,

thus as a serious candidate; but in the end his implacable
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enemies may have done him in by allowing him to expose fully the
lack of depth and thought he had to offer. It was clear to those
studying him, and perhaps to the average man on the street as
well, that Wallace sought the power that the Presidency had to
offer. But it became ihcreasingly apparent also that Wallace had

Tittle idea what to do with that power; they would "worry about
what to do with it," his staff reported, after they got it. His
re}ease of the platform can be seen as an attempf to indicate
some positive aspects to his candiddcy and to provide his party
with more of the trappings of an established contender, but when
compared to the platforms of the traditional parties his is
hardly distinctive enough to cause people to vote for him.

Out of the shambles of 1968's dashed hopes, is it possible
that Wallace could yet emerge a major party or major threat for
the Presidency? Certainly the odds for succeés are not good,
but there are factors which suggest that Wallace may have a better
shot at it than the 1968 showing would indicate. ‘

Probably the most salient consideration Justifying this point
is the care with which Wallace has sought to build a supportive
apparatus. Given the attachment of the eiectorate to the two major
parties, it is unlikely that anyone could win enough support in a
single national attempt to wrest the Presidency from its'traditional
possessors. But-a party that was able to draw supporters from
each of the traditional parties and build strenath over the course
of §evera] elections might be able to take advantage'of the winner-
takes-all system by which out states currently apportion their

b ]

 electoral votes; it might actually win the Presidency with only a
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relatively small popular vote total. Assuming that any third
party could gérner some votes in an election by appealing to

those dissidents who were tired of both national parties
(Tweedledum and Tweed]edee;’to hear Wallace tell it), the 'key
would be in the third party‘s ability to hold on to the support

it gains in one election and to add to the total in succeeding
ones. It must replace the traditional two parties as the giver
of political cues for a significant number of persons. Supporters
of splinter movements have historically reverted to their "normal"
party afff]iation after hévinq expressed their dissatisfactions
and perhaps having been mollified by party promises of reform.
Third parties have offered such a restricted bill of fare (pro-
hibition, vegetarianism, etc.) that they may have ferretted out
the bulk of persons holding such matters of paramount po]iticq1
saliency.

Recall the di;tribution of Wallace's votes among age brackets
and a potentially significant idea emerges: while Converse et al
report that "on almost every issue of nearly a score surveyed,
the position characteristic of Wallace voters in our sample is
also the position associated with o-der citizens" (in his appea\
to "traditional and even obsolescing American values")?] it was
the youngér voters who responded best to Wallace's appeal. The
reasons for this are not hard to find. It is obvious from various
surveys that the prototypal American youth is not of the long-haired,

liberal-radical, upper-middlie-class sort that seems to have

2lop. cit., p. 26.
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captured the~head1ines of late; it would appear that among youth
as well as other age groups the silent majority in fact is the
majorit&. Traditional values may Qell appeal across all age groups.
Moreover, the under-thirty group where Wallace's appeal was
greatest is the group most affected by the Vietnam war; Weisberq.
and Rusk indicate that the war was, after urban unrest, the most
salient facet of wallace‘s_issue-oriented candidacy, due in large
part to the fact that youth of either extreme want the war ended--
although the hawks outnumbered the doves among Wallace's supporters
by about 2-1.22 They a]so note that a large number of young
persons will return from Vietnam to join the pool of first-time
voters.23 Having been inculcated with militaristic values as a
part of their combat training, it may well be that in Wallace
many of these persons could find a candidate quite'to their‘liking.
It is altogether to be expected that a third party candidate
would appeal to younger rather than older voters from the aspect
of political socialization Alone. The more practice (reinforcement)
a person has had in attachments to the traditional parties, the
more difficult it should be to-tear him away. Wallace succeeded
with many such voters in 1968 and now has the task of keeping the
newly formed tie to the A.I.P. uppermost in those voters' political.
consciousness (of which more later). '

Another aspect also emerges from this line of reasonina. The

22 0p. cit., Tables 6 & 7.
23

Ibid., p. 22.
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rate of political participation also varies with age (degree of
politicization), so that younger persons tend to voté less than
their elders. They have weaker ties to party, hence weaker
motivations to vote. But the events of the sixtfes seemed to
point toward a general upturn in political consciousness among
youth--although by'no means of a single ideological persuasion--
and, as a result, the baby boom of the post-war years will be
feeding great numbers of voters who are but slightly politicized
to party loyalty into the system. For these persons, a vote for
a third party will be less significant a deviation than it would
for a long-time adherent of one of the traditional parties, and
it is just this person who may be the most susceptible to an
extre&ist appeal (such as Wallace's was perceived to be in the
1968 election). With these young voters Wallace is at less of

a disadvantage than he is with theor elders, so it would be a
rationdl strategy to focus upon winning them to his cause.
Apparently it can be doné with the package of values that he

has to offer, although moderation of his extremist image would

"seem to be in order. Perhaps that will come from nothing more

than four more years of visibility to the national electorate.
For Na]lace, the votes which he got in 1968 are a precious

resource for the future. The votes were hard earned, for he

had to convert practically all of them from identification

with one of the traditional parties. Having taken the big step,

even if for only a single time, such persons would nonetheless be

more'amenable to Wallace's message than others who had not been
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able to make the break. If Wallace could continue to appeal
to then, could cause them to reinforce their temporary identification
with him over time, then he might begin to make persons "normal"
identification is with his party, not one of the traditional two.
In fact, this seems to be what he has attempted to do. While
it was necessary to doiso in order to get ballot position in a
number of states, the concept of conducting a petition drive
would have been a good one“for other reasons. Even in a country
where it is said people will sigh anything placed in front of
them, every act such as signing a petition, displaying a bumper
sticker, or contributing money would add to the forces workinq
to fncrease the voter's identification with the candidate or
with his party.
Undoubtedly it is just this sort of constant renewal of faith
which Ha]lace had in mind when he designed his funding program.
He had adopted the "pledge" method wherever possible, wherein a
contributor signs a card and pledges to contribute a sum--$1, $5,
$10, sometimes more--every month to the Wallace éampaign. For this
he gets thg newsletter and the thought that he is Standing Up For
America for all the world to see. But the candidate gains much
more than mere money from the procedure. Each person who has
taken the pledge is billed by computer each ménth, and Wallace
staffers admit that the cost of the billing procedure offsets any
real monetary géin from the dollar-a-month contributors, who
make up the bulk of those who have signed pledges. -But the

monthly reminder of obligation gives the supporter a continual
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opportunity to renew his faith, and thereby to strenathen it. Since
the idea is to solidify his hold on the voter as well as to add to
his campaign chest, it would be to the candidate's benefit to
stimulate contributions no matter how small, this Wallace did.
Because of the dual nature of the "oblidation", any sianificant
drop-off in the number of pledaes made good over the inter-election
period would presage a loss far greater than the dollar amount
involved.

Other sorts of activity could serve as well as fulfilling
financial pledges for keening the ties between party and identifier
close over the inter-election period. The traditional parties
have a continuous program for the most active partisans, party
work at the various levels. Wallace has not yet achieved such
far-reaching organization as to be able to reach into the bulk
of America's wards, or even iﬁto all its counties or conaressional
districts. But he has instituted a national party, the American,
with a headquarters and staff separate from his own. (His personal

_headquarters is located in Montgomery, Alabama, the "Cradle of

the Confederacy," while the party's headquarters, under national
chairman T. Coleman Andrews, is to be found in Richmond). The division
of labor has not yet been made clear. But if Andrews is expected to
handle orqanizationél details, such as factionalism and staffing

at the lower state levels, it would leave Wallace and his nersonal
staff free to decide matters of high policy.

A particularly pressing and thorny problem which looms on the

horizon is the question of Wallace's role in the 1970 elections.
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There are real benefits which would accrue to the candidate from
contesting at least some of the seats which are up for renewal.

In some states, for example, if the party gains over a set
percentage of the vote cast for, say, governor, then it is allowed
to retain its ballot position for the coming Presidential cémpaiqn.
Besides thus being granted recognition as a major party, the more
such nonproductive efforts that Wallace can save himself in

1972, the better off he wiil be, other facts beina equal.
Furthermore, it presents an opportunity to marsha]l.his forces

in mid-term, thus keepina the fires burning at close to fever
pitch. It would QiQe him a wav to take the pulse of the nation and -
to try out new "issues" if he chooses to alter his spiel.

But there is a major drawback: where does he find candidates
for contesting these posts? He wants to retain enough control
over the candidates that they will not create an image which is
ultimately counter-productive for his Presidential plans, while
at the same time doing as well as possible in the selected races
to show signals of strenath on which he can build a possible
snowball effect for 1972. Un-frivolous candidacies of this
sort would almost certainly require that the persons
running be pfofessiona] politicians, and such persons have
not responded to the party's call. A series of LeMay type
candidacies almost -certainly would do more harm than good, but,
judaing from 1968, he has no experienced middle-of-the roaders

to offer.

Possibly persons of this stripe might respond to his call if
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he were to bécome more middle-of-the road himself; indeed, this
is the trend which may have been presaged by the platform and
which Downs would suggest as the rational strategy for one bent
on winning.

The step'to supporting a third party is far greater than
that of alternating among the traditional two, but Wailace is
in a strong position for 1972, By then he can say that both
national parties have had a chance and "there ain't a dime's worth
of difference between them". He warned audiences in 1968 that
if they thought they were going to "correct" the ills they suffered
under a Democratic administration by voting for the Republicans,
it was going to be four long years before they had a chance to
do what they should have done in the beginning - turn both of
them out in favor of the A.I.P, Certainly if the war in Vietnam
is not settled, if the riots on the campuses (which seem to have
taken the place of riots in the ghettoes) have not passed, there
will be some other crisis; and Wallace, who found support among
both extreme Hawks and extreme Doves in 1968, will again be callina
for rejection of Tweedle-dum and Tweedle-dee. But by pairing
economic assistance (albeit through government action).with the
same thinly veiled position on race,‘his appeal for the blue
collar worker might bear the fruit of which it is capable--a
large number of votes. Nor would such an appeal be intellectually
dishonest; it is there in his Populist background, it is visible
in his record as an Alabama legislator and Governor. It almost
certainly would be of benefit before a national constituency. A

combination of 1iberal and conservative, a 1inking of the businessman
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and the working man--what more powerful political force could
there be? Perhaps it is not so far fetched to think that Wallace
might someday fulfill the potential that the visit to the Amen
Corner portended.

’A]thouqh an interim assessment at best, what of George Wallace?
He is a man not unlike other men in myriad respects: it is just
that he is suddenly visible and they are not. He is perhaps,
unexceptional in any respect. His undeviating pursuit of a goal,
that quality which suggests Faulkner's portrait of Ab Snopes, is
not remarkable to us when seen in a business executive; but even
that evaporates upon closer scrutiny. Whether one sees him as
benevolent or malevolent, statesman or deﬁagogue; upon closer
inspection one must see him as undeniably human. He pgral]els the
situation of a protagonist in Greek tragedy, one who has met his
downfall through some fatal flaw, some error in judgment, rather
than through vice or depravity. As with others of his kind, Waltace
has not been able to handle success as he has failure. In a
paradoxical turn of fate, he has been undone time and again by
successes which perhaps have been too rapid in coming. In seeking
the Governor's chair, he set his sights too low; and his personal
tragedy is that success left him no alternative save to dream the
"impossible dream. He met with success and was not able to cope
with it. Having met with failure, can he once again turn it to
his advantage? He has changed his mailing address from Box 1968

to Box 1972.



Appendix A
"The Speech"

On the night of June 11, 1968, George Wallace returned to
the campaign trail following a two month hiatus caused first |
by the death of his wife, Governor Lurleen Burns Wallace ofr
Alabama, then by the assassination of Democratic presidential
aspirant, Senator Robert Fitzgerald Kennedy. On this occasion
Wallace spoke to a w1ld1y enthusiastic, overflow crowd of more
than 10,000 persons in the Mid-South Coliseum in Memph1s, Tennessee.
But if the crowd was responsive, so was the candidate. He had
been prepared to start a campaign through the South the very day
Senator Kennedy was slain, but postponed his tour one week out
of respect for the dead. He was now rested and eager to make
a strikfnq success with which to beqin his intensive campaian
for the presidency: as a result, Tennesseans were treated to
a speech which, to veteran Wallace watchers, ranks as one of
his best ever. _

The following is*a transcription of that speech as taken from
a tape recording made by the author and in his possession. It
is an attempt to record faithfully and accurately the events of
that evening, even to outcries from the crowd and moments of intense
applause (marked by asterisks (*)). The speech which follows is
the central campaign "document", one from which Wallace never seemed

to vary significantly.
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MID SOUTH COLISEUM

MEMPHIS, TENNESSEE
Thank you very much ladies and gentlemen. And I am sure tonight
that you have shaken the eyeteeth of the 1ibérals of both ‘national
parties here in Memphis, Tennessee. *I am sure from your atten-
dance here tonight that those throughout the country know that
-the overwhelming majority of the American people are sick and
tired of tweedle-dee and tweedle-dum. *I'm very grateful to you
folks for the fact that you have made it possib]e.to be on the
Tennessee ballot, by signing the petitions, so that youlnight
have the opportunity and give opportunities to other Tennesseans
to vote for this movement in November. So I want to thank you
oﬁ the first public political appearance that I have made in
the last several weeks, to tell you that I am appreciative of

'
the fact that so many of you have thought of us in Alabama durin'

;he last several weeks and several months, and of course we are
on a fund-raising drive and we appreciate the faét that you have
contributed in that reqard--because we don't have two national
party treasure chests Tike the two national parties at the moment
and so when they ask me at press conference and on television

and radio "where are you going to get the money to' run for the
Presidency?" and I think they've gotten that answer here in
Tennessee from the average man on the street. *And there are
millions of people in this country who think exactly as you do.

If this were not true and I have the experience, the reception

necessary to make up my mind to run--all the way from Concord,
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California--1 wouldn't be here on a political mission tonight.
Because there's no need to butt your head against a brick wall.
But I know the people in this region of the country are offerin'
leadership to this movement which has millions of supporters
from one end of the country to the other. And I been from one
end of the country to the other, and to California last year
to comply with the California ballot law that said we must

get 66,000 people to register in the American Independent Party
to get on the ballot. And all the press--most of the press--
and news media said "it can't be done," because the law was
written to keep this movement off the ballot in California.

We not only got 66,000 people who went and re-registered, we
got 107,000 people who went and re-registered. * And on May 4,
in Texas, durin' their primary day and I believe ten gandidates
runnin' for Governor and other offices, the Texag law was
changed to make it impossible to get on the ballot, in my
Judgment. 15,000 people had to go to.precinct converitions on
the day of the primary, May 4, and no one knew where our
precinct conventions were qoing to‘be held, because the other
two parties held theirs at the courthouse and other public
accommodation places, and so on May 4, election day in Texas,
2,000 more people attended the precinct conventions of the
American Party in 30 counties than the combined total of the
Republican and Democratic parties in 254 counties. * And some
of the politicians in.the state capito] of Austin, Texas,

said a week before that, "We hadn't heard anything about
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this movement in Texas." But the other day the same politicians
said, "We were surprised and shocked at the support this move-
ment has." Well if they'11 qo dut and ask the average man on
the street in Texas or Memphis or any other city in the
country, they'll find that there are millions, as I said a

while ago, who think as we do.

The only thing I'm gonna say about race tonight is this:
that I am grateful for the fact that the people in our state--
of all races--and in this state have thouaht so much of me and
my family during the last several weeks and several months.

And in 1966 my wife was the candidate for Governor and had

two opponents in the general e1ection‘ And contrary to what

I resent as portrayal of people like you and me as being racists
and against people because of color, my wife received more
Negro votes than did either one of her two opponents in the
‘general election- * and over at Selma, Alabama, where they

made a mountain out of a molehill because we maintained 1aw

and order, on election day half of those who voted were members
of the Negro race--6$00 voters--my wife received 11,400 votes
in round numbers to a combined total of 3800 for her two
opponents, and in the all-Nearo precincts and ward in that
city my wife received 87 1/2% of the Nearo vote, * So we

are not fighting to defend the system that has made it possible
for people of all races, colors, creeds and religions and

national origins to live in peace and freedom. When they
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say you and me are a racist and a hat.-monger and a facist,

its because they cain't logically argue against the position we
take. And so they write us off. And when I was in California
and made the announcement that we hadlmade ballot position one
newsrman said, "Haven't you changed yo position? Don't you

talk differently ndw than you used to?" I said, "No, I talk
basically the same as I did from the first day I got into politics,
but you drew a conclusion in your mind about Tennesseans and
Alabama‘ans and wrote it without listenin' to us and you didn't
pay any attention to what we said in the past, but you've qot

to pay attention to what we say now." *I invite people in Memphis
and Tennessee and the tountry of all races and colors to support
us in November because we want to save the system that makes it
possible for good people whoever they might be to live in peace
and freedom and to restore back constitutional qovernment in this
country.

Now what are we talkin' about and what are some of the issues
in this country that confront people in Memphis? They have taken
away the right of people to determine the policies of democratic
domestic institutions. The National Democratic ﬁarty and National
Republican party both have drawn together to take away the right
of people an Memphis to control the policies of their schools,
the education of their children, to run their own hospitals, the
seniority and apprenticeship 1ist of their own labor unions, or
their businesses, and now recently, Democrats and Republicans in

Congress, including some from your own state, have joined to
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pass a law, that will put you in jail without a trial by jury,
because you don't want to sell or lease yo' property to somebody
that they think you ouaht to sell or lease it to, and one of
the first * And you know, these national Republican leaders in
Tennessee and throughout the country, they say, "You may take
some votes away from the National Republican party and the
National Democratic party might win." Well, if Mr. Nixon and
Mr. Rockefeller stand for the same thinas that Mr. McCarthy and
Mr. Humphrey stand for, what difference does it make who * Now
if you want to beat the National Democratic party for the sake
of beating them, that's one thina. But if you want to beat
them for the sake of changing trends in the country, that's
another. And if you elect the National Republican party in
November, one week after they are inaugurated you'll want to
put them out and you'll have to wait four years to do it.

Let's put 'em both out in November. *

They not gonna qget by with that. And they've looked down
their noses at the average man on the street too lona. They've
looked at the bus driver, the truck driver, the beautician, the
fireman, the policeman, and the steelworker, the plumber, and
the communication worker and the 0il worker and the little
businessman and they say, "We've gotta write a guideline, We've
gotta tell you when to get up in the mornin' We've gotta tell
you when to go to bed at night. And we gonna tell both national
: ;arties the average man on the street in Tennessee and Alabama

and California don't need anybody to write him a guideline to
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tell him when to get up *

And you know, what'do'you hear from the liberals in Tennessee
and the country? "We believe in free choice," they say. "Let every
man choose." Well, we had a school system in Alabama that allowed
people to choose to go to any school they want a go to regardless
of their race or color. You had that in Tennessee. The Courts
recently have stricken it down because they filed a court suit in
which they said not enough people have chosen to go to school from
this side of Los Angeles to this side of Los Angeles, and not
enough people from this side of Memphis have chosen to go to school
on this side of Memphis! And we said, "Well, they could choose if
they so desired. What are we gonna do about that?" An' the
Justice Department says "That's x925 prob1em.“ And the Federal
court wrote a decision that's now been affirmed by the Fifth
Circuit Court of Appeals and also the Supreme Court of our
country that says that you can choose if you choose properly,

but if you don't choose right, we gonna choose fo' you." * They

want you to choose if you choose correctly, but they 1ook down
they nose at Alabamians and Tennesseans and the workin' man in
California. And I want to say that one of the first thinas we
going to do when we get into the White House, and we goina to
do it within the law, we goina to turn back to you these domestic
institutions. * |

In California, they voted on the matter of housin' not tdo

lonq ago, in 1966, and the people of that state voted 4 1/2 million
. :
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to 2 million that they wanted to dispdse of their property in the
manner they saw fit. And the Supreme Court of your country said,
"You cain't vote that way." And they struck it down. And the
people of Oklahoma voted on the matter of apportionment of their
legislature. And the Supreme Court said, "The people of Qklahoma
cain't vote that way." Well, why cain't the people of California
and Oklahoma and Tennessee vote to dispose of their property in
the manner they see fit or apportion their legislature in the
manner they see fit? It mever has been unconstitutional for |
them to do that and its not unconstitutional now; Jjust because
the Supremg Court of our country said so, but they too can
violate the law. And they have the power but they don't have the
right.  And recently they wrote a decision, the other day, in
which they gave the police some authority [stop and frisk]. And
you know why they wrote that decision? Is because of you who are
assembled here. They bre hearing from the people of this country
and when they can change the law at their own whim, I say they

go beyond the law and I'm gonna appoint some different sorts of
Judges when attrition takes its toll. * They say you cain't

pra; in a public school anymore--oh, that's violatin' the 1aw,
they say. And you know, the other day the Supreme Court of

this country ruled that a communist can work in a defense plant

without a security clearance and I womldn't believe a communist
with a security clearance, and when I get to be President * If

you elect me President, I tell you what I'm gonna do. And I'm

-

o
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gonna do it within the law. I'm gonna take every communist out
of every defense plant in Tennessee * Yes, we fight the commu-
nists in Southeast Asia and let 'em run wild in this country
and-if‘you don't think people aren't tired of it you oughta

been with me in California. And you know when we were out in
california we have a professor,--I'm not talkin' about all
professors, but here's an issue in the campaign--we got these
pseudo-theoriticians; and these pseudo-social engineers that

we find on some college campuses and we find in some pulpits

and we find on some judges' benches * and we find in some news-
paper editors' offices * they guideline writers. They wanna
tell you how to do. And those that write guidelines, some of
'em have pointed heads and cain't even park a bicycle straight *
I'm not talkin' about the true inte]]éctua]s, we need true
intellectuals in this country. I'm talkin' about the kind that
assaults the pentagon. I'm talkin' about the kind that assaults
draft board stations. “I'm talkin' about those who lay on rail-
road tracks and stop defense shipments. I'm talkin' about those
kind. And the folks in our country‘s sick and tired of those
kind of folks, and when I was in California one UCLA professor,
who made a speech derogatory of Alabamians in which they referred
to us as rednecks--and I said, "Yes, our necks are.red from workin'
in the sun * I've seen some folks whose necks won't ever get

red cause they've got too much hair on their necks" * --You know
he made a sbeech, and he draws about $40,000 a year on the tax

money in California, and I said "you hard-workin' taxpayers are
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payin' him $40,000 a year and he makés a speech in which he calls
for the burih' down of the city." He said he oughta burn this
town down. And they say that's academic freedom and free speech.
And T said, "I wanna tell you, the first public college professor
in my state who makes a statement drawin' tax money that he wants
to burn the town down, my little wife's gonna fire him so fast

he won't know wﬁat's struck him"*

Another great issue that faces the American people is the
breakdown of law and order. And you know those in high places in
this country have helped to bring about.the breakdown of law and
order because they said we must remove the causes, we must remove
the reasons, and the leadership of both national parties are sayin'
we gotta remove the causes for the destruction of fhe internal
security of our country, and I tell you that no small group of
people in this country, regardless of who they happen to_be, have
the right to destroy the security of 200-odd millions of people
in this country and do you know who's responsible for the breakdown
of law and order in this country? It's those who want to lose
the war in Viet Nam. 1It's militants, activists, revolutionaries,
anarchists and communists, that who * And I'm not talkin' about
race. The overwhelmin' majority 6f the people in our country--
of all races--are just as sick and tired of this breakdown of
law and order as those of us who assembled here tonight. And
yet I'm asked the question when yod talk about law and order,
and local government, the property ownership system, "Aren't you

bein' a racist?" Well, it's a sad day in the country when you
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.

cain't talk about law and order unless they wanna call you a
racist. I tell you that's not true and I resent it and they
gonna have to pay attention ‘cause all people in this country,

in the great majority, the Supreme Court of our country has

made it almost impossible to convict a criminal and if you wa]k
out of this buildin' tonite, and someone knocks youy in the haid,
the person who knocked you in the haid will be out of jail before
you get in the hospital, and on Monday they'll try the policeman
if you don't watch out * * [ want to say that you in Memphis,
and wherever you migﬁt live, better be proud of the\police and
firemen in this countfy because I * One of the first thingas I'm
gonna do if you elect me president is to give my moral support

to the police of this country and tell them that I'm gonna do

if you elect me president is to give my moral support to the
police of this country and tell them that I'm gonna give you

the moral support of khe President of the United States. * We
don't need any national police force. Just let the police in
Memphis and yittle Rock and Los Angeles and New York enforce

the law like they know how to enforce it without fear or favor
and we'll have peace in the land and you know it's a sad day

in our country * when people in high places canndt even run for
public office without being slain. And yet we have heard people
in high places speak that you've aot a right to obey the laws you
wanna obey and to disobey those you don't wanna obey. And if that
prevaf]s we'll have anarchy. I don't like some of the laws that

they passed on us, and I don't like some of the court orders, but
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we got to obey them whether we like them or not. And one

reason I'm runnin' for the Presidency is we gonna change some

court orders and some laws in the proper constitutional manner,
You know, the president of our country--and even though

I don't support President Johnson, he's the president of our

country and he travels the length and breadth of this country,

he did sometime ago, and whether we agree with him or not,

and I've always been opposed to him politically, but he is

the president and he is entitled to the respect that office

is due, Not only personal respect,.but‘he is entitled

to respect as the president of our country. And yet he

- went to California not so long ago, and while he was there

his personal safety was impaired, his 1ife was impaired and

threatened, and when he went to the cardinal's funeral in

New York some time ago, he had to go in the side door because

of a group of anarchists threatening the personal safety of

the President of the United States. And when he was in Cali-

fornia a group of anarchists lay down in front of his auto-.

mobile. I want to tell you as I said on television the

other hight, you elect me the president, and I go to Cali-

fornia, or I come to Tennessee, and a group of anarchists lay

down in front of my automobile, it's gonna be.the last one

they ever gonna wanna lay down in front of." ** And yet

we find today some of these po1iticians‘on the national scene

that all of a sudden are talkin about law and order themselves

and you know down in Selma Alabama, the Washington Post

they wrote about what a great holy crusade it was--to

come down a group of anarchists

*
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of all races, to impair the safety of people in Selma. To block

trade, commerce and traffic. Yet the other day when I announced

for the presidency in Washington, D. C., the Washington Post
had an editorial in which they said we shouldn't let them come
to this town and block our trade and commerce, we ought to put
a stop to it. Well, they advocated the breakdown of law and
order in Selma, they created themselves a frankenstein and now
they callin' on help and you an' me gonna help Nasﬁinaton and
Selma in November *

Hypocrites? You got more hypocrites there than any place
I know. * And in Berkeley, they talked about open housin' there,
y'know everybody had a runnin' academic fit about open housin'.
They voted on it twice in Berkeley and voted against it, so you
see hypocrisy, bad faith, and lack of candor hasn't helped race
relations in our country but it has hurt them. And I say we ought
to be honest with people, and that's the reason I believe that
people of all races are eventually gonna support this movement,
because they'd rather have somebody honest talkin' to them than
some hypocritical Tiberal who lives in Washington *

You know, I can remember not long ago in Detroit, Michigan,
when you talk about the breakdown of law and order, Gov. Romney
said, "President Johnson didn't send troops on time." Président
Johnson said, "you didn't ask for 'em on time." Gov. Romney
says, "they too many papers to fill out." President Johnson says,

"you didn't fill out enough papers." And then my wife gets a
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telearam from Mr. Ramsev flark, who's another advocate of the
breakdown of law and order, unwittinaly mavhe, * wrote my wife a
letter, two pages, explainina to her how vou have to go ahout
gettinn federal troops in case of the breakdown of domestic
tranquility. You got to hold up vour riaht hand and swear before
S0 many notary publics; you aot to hold vour left hand and swear
to satisfv the left-winters in the couﬁtry; and you aot to fill

out duplicate copies to one bureau, trinlicate copies to another,
quintuplet copies to another, and octopunlet copies to another.

And my wife savs, "vou know, this is amusin® and confusin', George,
how difficult it is to get troops! 1 rememher we aot 'em in
Alabama, Arkansas and Mississippi and didn't even ask for 'em.," *
They thought it was politicallv expedient to violate the fonstitution
insofar as Alabama was concerned, but thev're findina now that it's
not expedient to violate it even insofar as a deep southérn state
is concerned.

And another 1ssue, and there are many issues in the campaian,
that we'll develop as we ao alanao, is our 1nvo1vem9nt in Southeast
Asia. And I don't imnugn anybodv's motives in the top eschelans’
of our government. I have been to classified and confideptial
briefin's when I was aovernor of Alabama with other ocovernors, the
cabinet of the President, the President, the Vice President, and
the Joint Chiefs of Staff. It is a frustratina and exasperatinn
experience, the matter of Vietnam. And there is no simple,

utopian solution to our involvement there. There are several
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things we should have learned about this iﬁvo]vement. Is that
we should never have hecome invo]ved by ourselves, because it

is just as much to the interest of Western Eurone and the non-
communist nations of Asia to defend aaainst communist agaression
as it is for the lnited States and we should have looked them

in the face., *

And whether vou aaree with our involvement or not, we've
aot 500,000 American servicemen and other allied servicemen who
are totally committed between 1life and death at this very minute,
and some of them are bein' killed in Southeast Asia and so we
should look our European allies in the face and sav, "We need
you and you need us. * Rut our nuclear shield is vour deterrent
to communist aggression. We know that Eastern Furonean nations
were Tost and sold out evidentally at Yalta, but Western Europe,
we stébi1ized you after the war, we loaned you money, we built
back your industries and we alad we stabilized you because you
have been in a stabilized position, a deterent tn further communist
aqgression." And we should tell our neiahbor; in Asia the samé
thina. "But you conna heln us, and you nonna go with us, aﬁd if
vou don't help us and you don't ao with us and don't quit tradin'
with the North Vietnamese and the communist.enemies of nurs, we
not onlv gonna cut off foreian aid, but we aonna make vou pav
back every dime that you borrowed from us." *

And advise Mr. NDeGaulle who's been flirtin' with the

communists and they are now about to stab him in the back, vou
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cain't deal with the communists except from a position of stfénqth
and I'm not talkin' about rattlin' sabres and rockets, I'm talkin'
about bein' stronq fiscallv, economically, industrié]ly, aaricul tur-
ally, militarily because that in itself is a deterrent to a nos-
sible third world war. But Mr. DefRaulle evidentlv has seen the
British pound devalued because of socialistic overspendina,
spendina which has brought no return to the Rritish people. I'm
not against spendina money, I believe in spending money. The
government oughta build schools and roads and harbors--that is an
investment. When I was governor of our state, and durin' mv late
wife's administratién, we had the largest highwav proqram in
Alabama's history, the laraest hospital program, we had the largest
school program, with more colleges and trade schools built to

serve the average citizen of our state of all races than at anv
time in our history. And we borrowed secme monev tn do some of
these thinas with. But we didn't borrow anyv monev to build bridaes
in Cuba: we didn't borrow any money to build anv bridaes iﬁ
Yuaoslavia: we built them in Alabama ‘and there's a real difference. *
And Mr. NeRaulle evidentlv wants to see the American dollar
devalued, which has been devalued enouah throuah inflatinnary
processes in our country. When he has some dollars he wants to
drain our gold out. And so, we find that he qets hundred-million
here and a hundred-million there. We ouaht to tell Mr. NeGaulle,
"If you aonna keep on takin' aold fo' vo' dol1ahs when vou don't
have to, we aonna do some old cab-drivin' loaic ‘in our business

relations with you which would be just as qood or better than
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some of the pseudo-theoreticians 1ogic.ﬁ --I used to be a cab

~ driver in college, is the reason I say cab-drivin' logic. Their
fierce contact with life teaches them some things that some of ~
our pseudo-social-engineers never learn, in college, and éo, what
I would do, I would just say, "You owe us 7 billion dollahs from
World War I" and write it up on the wall--'7 bf]]ion dollahs' -~
"and when you wantéd 100 million in gold we'd just put 100 million
under it and subtract it and say you owe us six billion, nine
hundred million." * They say it's so complicated and it really
isn't all that complicated, we just need some common sense in

some of the decisions of our government. * | sincerely hope that
the negotiations bein' carried on in France are fruitful and that
we have an honorable peace. I hope that, and I pray for that,
.and you do too. But one way that I think we‘can help conclude
this war, if it has to commence on a large scale because they
break down, is that we should stop the mora1e‘bui1dup by the
communists in our own country. When we say, today, academic
freedom, and free speech and the right of dissent, give people

the right to advocate treason, it's not dissent. And you know

you have a right to dissent about the war, and you have a right

to say that I don't think we ought to be in the war, if that's the
way you feel. Because that is free speech, and that is a freedom
we possess. But every man on the street understands the difference
between honest dissent and that which is not honest. And when a
professor at Berkeley, the Un1vers1ty of California, rises and

makes a speech and says let us organize a freedom brigade and go
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fight the American imperialist soldiers in Southeast Asia and

they print that in Hanoi, Peking and Moscow, and boost the morale
of the communists who then kill some more American troops and then
up at Rutgers -University one--and many have said this--"1 1onq for
a communist victory" he says, and when they said, "Do you want.to
fire this man?" They said "Academic freedom!"™ We going to destroy
academic freedom in this country if we continue to abuse it and

if you'll elect me the president, the first thina I'm gonna do,

is have my attorney general to call for an 1;dictment against any-
one callin' for communist victory and we see if we can't put 'em
under a good jail. * There is a great difference in honest dissent
and an overt act of treason and when I've said that in some places
they've written "Wallace would jail the Senate." I never said any
such thing. I said that I would jai]itraitors, and dissénters
are...entirely...two different definitions as far as I'm personally
concerned. Yes, and you find also on some college campuses in

our country organizations raisin' money, blood and clothes for

the Viet Cong communists and flyin' the V.C. flag and they sav,
"Well, that's dissent. That's academic freedom." And I say

that a few of them ought to be dragged by the hair on their

heads and stuck under a good jail and that would stop that and
that's what we are gonna do when I get to be president. * When I
was out in California they was gonna'raise everything under the
sun against this movemenf cause they are disturbed now abqut it,
about this movement, and after this crowd here in Memphis they

gonna be doubly disturbed. * When I was out in Los Angeles they
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had to write that Wallace flies the Confederate flag on the
capitol--like we didn't fly the American flag. Well, no flag
flies higher in the hearts of Alabamians and Tennesseans than
the American flag. But one reason we love the American f]ag is
because* it embraces the flags of all our states and the flags
of our heritage, which includes the flag of the Confederacy.

So we flew the Confederate flag to commemorate the centennial
of the War between the States. And the American flag flies on
the same spot on the capitol grcunds in Alabama since the year
1917 --before I was born. And a contingency of Ohio troops put
- the flag up. And they put it in the wrong place--it was Ohio
folks that did it--* And what I said in California--we might
fly the Confederate flag, but there's one thing for sure. Where

you see the Confederate flag flyin' you won‘t see any Viet Cong

filags flyin' * And you won't see anybody raisin' money and
biood and clothes for the communists. And I am proud of the
condition of support for oLr country in Tennessee and our great
section of the country and in the Volunteer State.

Now, you know while I was out there they talked about napalm,
and I want to tell you this, I don't want to hold you here tdo
lona because (No!No!) vou been here a long time but let me tell
you this, while I was in California a group of folks was marchin'
on all the college campuses savin' we ought not to have napalm
and we against killin' civilians. Well, I'm against killin'
civilians, too, and I'm sorry that any civiliah is killed in any

war. But the communists cause the killing of civilians, not the



-198-

people of our country. Were it not for the communists no civilians
would be bein' killed any place--not in Southeast Asia or any place
else. But during World War II, my young friends who might attend
college are here tonight, when you hear somébody stand ub.and
beat his chest and say we got to stop killin' civilians in Hanoi,
and his organization has opposed the droppina of napalm, you ask
him what his organization said durin' World War II when we were on
the same side as the communists and you know the communist Daily
Worker and every front organization in Tennessee and California
said we ought not to be in this war. That's when Germany and
Russia were at peace with each other. But the day after the night

that Germany invaded Russia, the communists Daily Worker and every

front organization came out and said we must Join this war and
defend and fight this war and we did fight and I was against
Nazism because it's just as mean and terrible as communism apd

we fought Nazism but we were on the same side and we saved the
communist system at Leningrad, at Stalinorad, with 10 billion
dollars of materials manufactured in Tennessee and Alabama.

And every time we dropped a thousand tons of bombs on Tokyo,
Berlin, and Rome, these same groups who today deéry the bombing
of cities said "Bomb 'em some mo'. Kill all the civilians in
these countries." So when they tell you, my young friends, they
don't want any civilians killed, they talkin' about civilians in
the communists* capitals. They didn't mind ki]linf all the civilians
in the non-communist capitals of the world in fightin; Russia, so

when they tell you they for peace and for civilians, they lyin'
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to you. And if you pay any attention to them and you an objective
person, you gonna wake up short one day because ‘they not one

ounce of truth in any organization in this country that advocates
the breakdown of law and order on the one hand and their leaders
then wind up in Hanoi, Pek{ﬁg, aﬁd Moscow. And have you seen

the Tikes in this country of people in high places winin' and
dinin' folks who advocate the breakdown of law and order and

then themselves wind up some place callin' for communist victory.
I don't understand it. The average man in California don't under-
stand it, and people jn Tennessee don't understand it, and so they
going to get the ax in November.

So you know they say if you run for the presidency, can you
win? Well, let me tell you this. It doesn't take but a plurality
to win when three or more are runnin'., In our electora] college
system that Sen. Dirksen said the other day, "We goina to have to
change this thing on account of this Wallace fellow." * We
at least qot 'em talkin' about changin' the Constitution, which
is somefhing that no. movement in the country like this has ever
done before. But you know if I get 34% of the vote in Tennessee
and the other two parties get 33% apiece, then we win the electoral
vote of the state. * You can win without a majority. Not that
we don't have a majority viewpoint, but it is a pdlitiCal fact
that you can win on less than a majority.

And you know I went to Wisconsin four years ago with all these

things they said about me, with no time and no money and no
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organization, and we aot 35% of the vote in the Nemocratic
primary in Wisconsin four years égo; and we got 30% in Indiana:
and we aot 44% in Maryland and they counted the votes. I don't

know how many I'd have aqotten if I'd counted them myself. *

You know, this was on a television show, from one of our
speeches but I'd like to tell it again. You know we were leadina
in Marvland with no organization, juét the arass roots people,
but we were leadina in that state about 8 or 2 o'clock that niqpt
with ahout several hundred thousand votes already Fenorted and
they called the mavor of Baltimore on the television and he was
a bin-time nolitician, naturally: thev said "what do you think
about it?" And of course he said, "It's a sad dav in the free
State of Maryland!" He said, "We won't ever live this down if
we exist another thousand vears! What has come over the people
of the free state of ' rvland?" Well, if he'd oone out and asked
a good cab driver h- uuld of told him but they don't ask cab
drivers any more, the. < some fé]]a 1jke 1 said a moment ago
who cain't park his b: .le straiaht. * About that time there
was a request for a recapitulation of the vote. Well, bein' from
Alabama, I wasn't §g£g_what recapitulation was (Lauchter all throuch
here.) But I knew that I was coino to find out. * And about 1N
o'clock the head recapitulator nf Maryland caﬁe on the television *
and he said * "We have had a request for recapitulation. *

And we have thoroughly recapitulated * and unon this recap1tu-
~lation * Gov. Wallace is now behind * "I'm not auite sure

what it is vet, but if anvbodv in Memnhis ever tells vou they
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gonna recapitulate on you, you better watch'em, they gonna do

somethin' to you. *

We've learned how to recapitulate ourselves and we've learned
many things since 1964 and they've learned a lot of thinas about
us. And to those Republicans who say "you might cause us to lose,"
let me say that 1 withdrew in 1964 from those states I was qualified
in because I didn't wént to split the vote up and I withdrew, and
they ran a poor campaign, as you know. So since the Gallup poll
the other day showed that there are more independent voters than

there are Republican voters, maybe somebody ought to withdraw for

us. *

And remember this also, they've talked about the people of our
nation, they've talked about throwin' it into the House. Well, |
we're not runnin' to throw it into the'Houge, we're runnina to win., *
But that question comes up and the only time I answer it is that
1t'siasked. But if it were thrown into the House and no one got
a majority in the electoral college, since both parties stand for
the same identical philosophy, we have nothing tqllose and everythina
to gain. And so, don't let 'em talk that to you in the newspapers.
And remember this, they keép talkin' about our people are sick in
the country. They say'our people are sick. %he pedple of our
nation are as good and fine a people as ever populated the United
States and I'm tired * T tell you who's sick. It's some of the>
leadership in this country that's sick. * When the newspapers,

the Washington Post and the New York Times and the Milwaukee Journal
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and the other large newspapers when they write an editorial about
you and me you remember that the editorial writer's oné man and -
you are one man and you one woman and your attitude and m{ne it
just as good about fhese‘matters or better as theirs. So,.doh't
Tet that worry you when they tell you that some newspaper said *
wel];ﬁyou said so and you represent just as many votes as the
editor of any newspaper in this country good or bad * and let me
tell you this * they are not always right. I remember when Mao
Tse Tung was comin' to power in China. What did the ﬂgy_!ggﬁ__
Times and the Newsweek, and the Time magazine that makes fun of
people eveh in death--year that's what they do and I resent that
too, if ybu want to know the truth about it. * -- They said, |
they said Mao Tse Tung is an agrarian reformer, he wants to help
the poor people of China and Chiang Kai-Shek oughta be thrown out.
It turned out they were mistaken. Mao Tse Tung was a communist
who wanted to destroy the United States and so .they were not
right then, were they? And many people in the armed services
while they was in the South Pacific they knew from private to
general that Mao Tse Tung was a communist but not the smart folk
who sometimes try to mold public opinion in this country, they
didn't see that from their ivory towers; and when Ben Bella was
down there in A]qefia they said the same things--"He's a good
man"--he turned out to be a communist. And when Castro was in
the hills of Cuba they brought him up td Washinaton and New York
-and they introduced him on national te]evisioh as the George

Washington of Cuba and he was said by the New York Times to be
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the Robin Hood of the Caribbean. And every cab driver in Alabama

said he was a communist. By instinct, thev knew. * And thev

not always riaht.

And so, my friends, as one writer has said, the people of
this nation look to the soul of the South to heln place this nation
back on the road to sanity. And there are millions of peonle who
are as good as we in other parts of the countrv but their leader-
ship has let them down. And they lookin' to us. And if vou don't
believe it you ao with me to Milwaukee or to Escanaba Michinan,
to Macomb, Chio, to Tacoma, Washinaton, to Fontana, Ca]%fornia,
you can see that--they dependin' on vou. And I again sav that
my praver is, as I sajid in the opénin' of at the end of mv
inaugural address when I was inauqurated Governor of Alabama,
that God would'bless all of the people of this state and of this
country, renardless of their race or color. And I'11 tell vyou
what you do, if you'11l ao out and work for us ¥rom now on till
this campaian's over, I'11 come hack tn Tennessee prior to the
campaion and vou and me tonether will continue to shake the eveteeth

of the liberals in both national parties. Thank vou all very much.



Table 1

RANK COUNTY PERCENT NON-WHITE
1 MACON 83.5
2 GREENE 81.3
3 LOWNDES 80.7
4 WILCOX 77.9
5 SUMTER 76.3
6 BULLOCK 71.9
7 HALE 70.7
g PERRY 65.8
9 MARANGO 62.1
10 DALLAS 57.7
11 BARBAUR 52.0
12 MONROE 50.7
13 (1) CHOCTAW 49,6
T RUSSELL 49.6
15 CLARKE 49.5
16 HENRY 45.6
17 CONECUH 45.5
18 (T BUTLER 4y.7
QP PICKENS by, 7
20 AUTAUGA 42.2
21 PIKE 41.3
22 MONTGOMERY 38.3
23 LEE 36.8
24 ' CHAMBERS 36.7
25 COOSA 36.2
26 JEFFERSON .6
27 WASHINGTON 34.5
28 ESCAMBIA 34.2
29 ELMORE 33.8
30 MOBILE 32.3
31 TALLADEGA 32.0
32 CREMSHAW . 31.1
33 BIBB 30.8
3y TALLAPOOSA 28.9
35 TUSCALOOSA 28.7
36 HOUSTON 27 .4
37 RANDOL PH 25.5
38 LAWRENCE 22.3
39 _— BALDWIN 21.0
4o ' LIMESTONE 20.9
41 : COFFEE 20.8
42 COLBERT 19.3
L3 SHELBY 18.9
Ly (T CALHOUN 18.8
m MADISON , 18.8
4s DALE 18.0
46 ST.CLAIR 16.8
47 CLAY 16.4
48 : COVINGTON 16.1
49 (T CHILTON - 15.9
P FAYETTE 15.9
51 . ETOWAH 15.5
52 GENEVA 15.1
53 LAMAR 4.7
5l MORGAN 12,6
55 LAUDERDALE 11.8
56 (T) _ CHEROKEE 10.4
(&P WALKER 10.4
58 CLEBURN 6.4
59 JACKSON 6.1
G0 FRANKLIN 5.6
Nl MAR1ON 3.4
G BLOUNT 3.3
0 MARSIHAL_L . 2.3
6h DE KALR 2.0
65 CULLMAN 1.1
66 WINSTON 0.5
STATE 30.1

ALABAMA COUNTIES RAMIFD BY PERCENT NON~WMITE POPULATION: 1962
CADAPTED FRUM: U.S. DLPT. OF COMMERCE, BUREAU OF THE CENSLIS;
COUITY AMD CITY DATE BOOY, CHASHINGTON, 1062); P. 12)
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Figure 1: Distribution of Alabama's Negro Population- by County



Table 2

States Ranked by Percent Statewide Presidential Vote for Wallace, 1968

Rhode Island

-

State %Wallace State ¥Wallace
Alabama 65.9 New Jersey a.1
Mississippi 63.5 Wyoming 8.7
Louisiana 48.3 I11inois 8.5
Georgia 42.8 Nebraska 8.4
Arkansas 38.9 Pennsylvania 8.0
Tennessee 34.0 New Mexico 7.9
South Carolina 32.3 Wisconsin- 7.6
North Carolina 3.3 Colorado 7.5
Florida Washington 7.4
Virginia Montana 7.3
California 6.7
Utah 6.3
Oregon 6.1
Connecticut 6.1
North Nakota 5.7
Iowa 5.7
New York ! 5.3
South Dakota 4.8
Minnesota 4.3
4.1
" Indiana New Hampshire 3.8
Kansas Massachusetts 3.7
Michigan ] .0 Vermont 3.2
Arizona 9.0 . Maine 1.6
West Virginia 9.6 Hawaii 1.5
0

Washington D.C.

STATES RANKED BY PERCENT STATEWIDE VOTE CAST FOR GEORGE WALLACE FOR
PRESIDENT: 1968. (ADAPTED FROM CONGRESSIONAL QUARTERLY INC., CON-

GRESSIONAL QUARTERLY WEEKLY REPORT, VOL. XXVII NO, 23 (PART ONE OF

TWO PARTS) ~JURE 6, 1969, BACK COVER). .
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Table 2

States Ranked by Percent Statew1de Pres1dent1a1 Vote for Wallace, 1968 ’

State

State'

,%wa]1ace IWallace
Alabama 65.9 New Jersey 9.1
Mississippi 63.5 Wyoming 8.7
Louisiana 48.3 "I1linois - 8.5
Georgia 42.8 Nebraska 8.4 :
Arkansas 38.9 Pennsylvania 8.0
~ Tennessee , 34.0 New Mexico 7.9
South Carolina 32.3 Wisconsin: 7.6
North Carolina 31.3 Colorado 7.5
Florida 28.5 Washington 7.4
Virginia 23.6 Montana 7.3
Oklahoma - 20.3 California 6.7
Texas 19.0 Utah 6.3
Kentucky 18.3 Oregon 6.1
Maryland 14.5 .Connecticut 6.1
Delaware 13.3 North Dakota 5.7
Nevada 13.2 Iowa 5.7
Idaho 12.5 New York 5.3
Alaska 12.1 South Dakota 4.8
Ohio 11.8 Minnesota 4.3
- Missouri 11.4 Rhode Istand 4.1
~ Indiana 11.4 New Hampshire 3.8
- Kansas 10.2 Massachusetts 3.7
- Michigan 10.0 Vermont 3.2
" Arizona 9.6 Maine 1.6
West Virginia 9.0 Hawaii 1.5
washington D.C. 0
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Summary of Candidate Rankings

| Candidate =~ know  50°
Nixon 1% 16
Humphrey 1'.M;f“14?
Muskie 8 3
Agnew 7 41
LeMay '7 29
Wallace 2 13
Note:

Mean
66.5
61.7
61.4
50.4
35.2
31.4

First Choice

Last Choice

Mentions* - Mentions*
36% ey
25 13
16 10
4 13
3 40
Rl 62

columns marked with an asterisk (*) may total to more than

100% because a respondent -ould have given more than one candidate

the same highest or lowest score.

(Adapted from ﬁEisberg and Rusk, “"Dimensions of Candidate Evaluation”,

mimeo, Table 1).
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"““;-Aooendig‘H. The Amerwcan Independent Party Platform

S EEEBJELE ‘} B | |

A sense of destlny pervades the creatlon and adopt1on of this
first Platform of the Amer1can Independent Party, a Platform
person1fy1ng the ideals, hopes, asp1rat1ons and/proposals for action
of the Party and its candidates for the Pres1deno¥ and Vice Pres-
idency of the United States, George C. Wallace and Curtws E.
LeMay.x' |

As this great nation searched vainly for leadership while
beset by riots, minority group rebe111ons, domest1c d1sorders,
student protests, spirpling 11v1ng costs, soar1ng interest rates,
a frighten1ng increase in the crime rate, war abroad and loss of
personal liberty at home; ‘while our national pol1t1ca1 parties
and their leaders paid homage to the legions of dissent and dis-
order and norshipped at the shrine of political expedienéy, only
this Party, the American Independent Party, and its candidates
George C. Wallace and Curtis E. LeMay, possessed the courage and
fortitude to openly propose and advocate to the nation those
actions which are necessary to return this country to its accus-l
Lomed and deserved position of leadership amgng the community of
nations and to offer hope to our people of some relief from the
~ continued turmoi], frustration and confusion brought.about through
the fearful and inept leadership of our national political parties.

It is to th1s end and for this purpose that th1s Platform
- 115 des1gned Here1n wxll be set forth ‘the po]1cies, attltude,

‘proposals and pos1t1on of h1s Party and 1ts cand1dates, treat1nq

with those matters of deepest concern to_the average Amerlcan, f.;:df. ;f



"yhis hdme;_hié famiiy,hisbeapérty,’hi; é$p16yhéﬁ£;-hi§ righf.ﬁov.l
'séfety and Secur{ty in‘théibﬁrsu{tvof'fhé.#C#iQitfes of his‘aaily
ﬂ]ife, his rightito freedbﬁ!f%ém‘intérféfente)and haraésment from and
by the governﬁent at all Tlevels anq, lastly, hﬁs pride.in himself
and this nation'and‘a11 that it has stood for.

We feel that this American has an intense deVotion to his
country, gliorifies in its accomp]isﬁments:and is saddened by its
failures and shortcomings; that he is tolerant of the mistakes of
“political leaders if he senses their éctions to be in good faith and
directed to the best interest of the cbuntry, but he s confused
 and dismayed when these leaders desert the prin?jplg of government

e .

for the people and dedicate themselves to minoriti‘appeaSement as

/ -

the country‘burns and decays.
This document treats of both foreign'and domestic policy and l
is basicaliy designed to present the proposals and action programs
of this Party and its candidates in-the area of: E
1. Peace abroad and domestic tranquility at hame.

2. An enlightened and advanéing educational program, assisted
but not controlled by the federal government.

3. 'Job training and opportunity for all Americans willing -
and able to seek and hold gainful employment.

4. An alliance and partnership with the private sector of
our economy seeking an end to poverty among our people.

‘5. Efficiency and prudence jn governmental spending leading
to a helpful and stable economy free from the need for
ever continuing taxation.

6. Inclusioh of the farmer in our program of prosperity through
_his own efforts rather than total reliance on government .
subsidy. . ,

7. Reestablishment of the authority and responsibility of |
‘1oca]‘government.by returning to.the states, counties

and cities thoSe.matterS‘properly,falling within their

- jurisdiction and responsibility.” ..



>‘5yEnd1nq~the infl twonary spwra1~0fith dpast decade
- through fiscal respons1b111ty and eff1c1ency in a11
r,geche]ons of government/ i

~9;:-The orderly and econom1ca1 ut111zat1on of the natura]
resources of this nation coupled with a sensible
program of conservat1on of these resources.

10. An insistence that the laboring man and woman be g1ven

" 'his fair share of responsibility and reward for the
development of the m1ghty potential of this nation.

11. A re- ded1cat1on of this country to the iove of God and
country and the creation of a judiciary mindful of
the att1tudes of the people in this regard.

Nxth these cardinal principles in mind, we herein set forth

the precepts of our Party and Cand1dates in the following areas of

concern:

DOMESTIC POLICY

Clearly, our citizens are deeply concerned over the domestic
plight of this nation. Its cities are in decay and turmoil; its
local schools and dther institutions stand stripped of their
rightful authority; law enforcement agencies and officers ane
hampered by arbitrary and unreasonable restr{ctions imposed by a

beguiled judiciary; crime runs rampant through the nation; our

farmers exist only through unrealistic government subsidies; welfare

rolls and costs soar to astronomical heights; our great American
1nst1tut1ons of learning are in chaos;-living costs rise even
higher as do taxes; interest rates are reaching new heights; dis-
‘ciples of dissent and disorder are rewarded for their disruptive
actaons at the expense of our law-ab1d1ng, God fearing, hard .
work1ng c1ttzenry Amer1ca is alarmed that these cond1t1ons have
come to estt and that our nat1ona1 Ieadership takes no corrective

ectnon; we feel that the programs and po]1c1es of our Party

sh1p and provides construct1ve proposals{of




“*act1on for the e]1m1nat1on of the cond1t1ons now ex1st1ng.,
4n-ijhls we wou]d do in the f0110w1ng manner .

~ Local Government

Tne Founding Fathers of our country, when they had won their
freedom from King George III in the American Revolution, and were en-
gaged in setting up our Federalyeovernment, in their infinite
wisdom, v1sua11zed the tyranny and despotism which would inevitably
result from.an omnipotent central qovernment, and, they sought to
avoid that peril by delegating to that centra1 or federal government
only those powers which could best be adnln1stered by a central
‘or federal government, such as the 1a§1ng and collecting of taxes
to pay the national debt, providing for the common defense, regul-
ating commerce between the states, declaring and waging war,
coining money and establishinq and maintaining a postal system..

' And then they provided, in Article X of the Bill of Rights, the
Tenth Amendment to the Constitution of ‘the United §tates, that:
"The powers, not delegated to the United States by

the Constitution, nor prohibited by it to the states,

are reserved to the states respectively, or to the people."

The Federal Government, in derogation and flagrant violation
of this Article of the Bill of Rights, has in the pasi three
decades seized and usurped many powers not delegated to it, such as,
among others: ‘the operation and control of the public school
system of the seyeral states; the power to prescribe the eligibility
and qua11f1cat1ons of those who would vote in our state and loca1
elections; the power to 1ntrude upon and control the farmer in the

operat1on of his farm; the power to te11 the property owner to whom

»khe can and cannot sell or rent h1s property. and. many other rights_"" ;Ef




-and pr1v11eges of the 1nd1v1dua1 c1t1zen which are prOper1y 7
'subJect to state or 1oca1 control, as d1st1ngu1shed from federal
.controlm The Federal Government has farced the states to reapportion
their 1egis]athres, a prerogatiVe.of-the states alone. The
Federal Government has attempted to take over and control the
seniority anﬂ apprenticeship 1ists of the labor unions; the
Federal Gevernment has adopted so-called “Civil Rights Acts,"
particularly the one adopted in 1964, which have set race against
race and class against class, all of which we condemn.

It shall be our burpose to take-eueh steps and to pursue
such courses as may be necessary and required to restore to the
‘states the powers and authority which rightfully belong to the
state and local governments, so that each state shall govern
and control its internal affairs without interference or domination
of the Federal Government. Ne feel that the people of a given
state are in better position to operate its internal affairs, such
as its public schools, than is the Federe1 Government in’Washington;
and, we pledge our best efforts to restore'to state‘governments

‘those powers.which rightfully belong to the reepective states,.and

| which have been i1legally and unlawfully seized by the Federal
Government, in direct violation of Article X of the Bill of Rights.

The Federal Judiciary

Our forebears, in building our government, wisely provided
and estab]1shed, in the Const1tut1on of the Un1ted States, that
the Federal Government should consist of three branches, the

Legxslat1ve, represented by ‘the cOngress whose duty and respon-~

-~'s1b1l1ty it is to enact the laws"the Execut1ve, represented




by the Pres1dent, whose duty 1t s to enforce the laws enacted
by the Congress;: and, the Jud1c1a1 whose duty and respon51b111ty
it is to interpret and construe those 1aws, not to enact them.

The Const1tut1on of the United ‘States provides that the
judicial power of the United States shall be vested in a Supreme
Court and in such inferior courts as the Congress shall from time
 to time ordain and establish; and, further, that the judges of the
Federal courts shall hold their offices for 1ife, during Qood
behavior,

In the period of the past three deoades, we have seen the
Federal judiciary, primarily the Supreme Court,'transgress
repeatedly upon the prerogatives of the Congress and exceed its
authority by enacting judicial legislation, in the form of de-
cisions based upon political and sociological considerations,
_whicﬁlwould never have been enacted by the Congress. We have
~ seen them, in their solicitude for'tbe criminal an?.]aw]ess
element of our society, shackle the po1iee and other law enforce-
ment agencies; and, as a result they have made it increasingly

difficult to protect the 1aw—ab1d1ng citizen from cr1me and
criminals. This is one of the principal reasons for the turmoil
and the near revolutionary cond1t1ons wh1ch prevail in our country
today, and particularly in our‘national capita]; The Federal
judiciary, feeling secure in their knowledge that their appoint-
ment is for life, have far exceeded their constitutional authority,
which is 1imited to interpreting or construing the law. .

1t shall be our policy and our purpose, at the earliest

possible time, to propoée and advocate and urge the adoption of an




amendment to the Un1ted States Const1tut1on whereby members of thei‘

”Federa] Jud1c1ary at D1str1ct Ievel be requ1red to face the e]e-'
ctorate on his record at per1od1ca1 1ntervals, and, in the event
he receives a negativg vote upon such election, his off1ce shall
thereupon become vacanf, ;nd,a successor shall be appointed to
succeed him. :

With respect to the Supreme Court and the Courts of Appeals
I would propose that this amendment require re-ﬁonfirmation of
the office holder by the United States Senate at.reasonaSTev
intervals. | ‘

Private Property

We hold that the ownership of private propertyAis the right
and privilege of every American c1t12en anérls one of the founda-
tion stones upon which this nation and its free-enterprise system
has been built and hasAprospered. We feel that private property
rights and human rights are inseparable and indiviﬁible. Only in
those nations that guarantee the right of ownership of private
property as basic and sacred unner their law is there any recog-

nition of human rights. - ‘ | S

We feel that the Americén system of pr{Vate property owner-
ship, cqupled with its system of free enterprise, upon the basis
‘of which our country has grown and prospered for more than two
hundred years, is sacred; and, we repudiate and condémn those
who propose to transform dur nétion into a socialist state; and,
we prdpose to furnish and provide a national leadership that i;',

ded1cated to the preservation and perpetuation of the great

American system of. pr1vate enterpr1se and prxvate ownership of

| property.;_~’




| We repud1ate and condemn any federal action requ]at1nq or
contro]l1ng the sale or rental of pr1vate property as a soc1a1-‘}'
istié assault upon not only the system of pr1vate ownersh1p of
.property, but ﬁpbn the right of each American q1t1zen to manage
his private affairs without regulation frdm an all-powerful
central qovernment; | |
There is no provision in the Federal‘Constitution which gives

Congress the power to regulate the sale or rental of private |
property. Such legislatibn strikes at the very heart of the
American system and if followed tovi;éﬂ]qgica1vconc1usion will
inevitably lead to a‘system alien to our concebt of free gov=-
ernment, where Citizens are no longer able to make decisions

for themselves, or manage their personal affairs. We pledge
to take the Federal Government out of the business of controlling
.4private property and return to the people the right to manage .
their lives and property in a democratic manner.

Crime and Disorder

Lawlessness has become commonplace in our present society.
The permissive attitude of the executive and judiciary at the
national levei sets the tone for this moral decgy The crimin-
al and anarchist who preys on the decent law abiding citizen is
rewarded for his misconduct through never ending 3ust1f1cat1on
and platitudes from those in h1gh places who seem to have 1ost
their concern for that vast. segment of America that so strongly
believes in law and order. ‘

: Ne hear much of the “root causes" for the depredations

~comm1tted in our streets and in our towns and c1t1es. Ne hold

N
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; that these are to be found 1n the apparent absence of respeC; for

the law on the parL of the perpetrators of these offenses, and A
the unexplainable compassion for the criminal ev1denced by
our executive and judicial officers and officials. We advocate
and seek a society and a government in which there is an attitude
of respect for the law apd for those who seek jts enforcement_
and an insistence on the part of our ci;izens that the judiciary
be ever mindfﬁl of their primary duty and function of punishing
the guilty and protecting the innocent. .

We urge full support for law enfercement agencies and officers
at eJery level of government and a‘situation in which their aetions
wil] not be unreasonably fettered by arbitrary judicial decrees.

We will insist on fair and equal treatment for all persons
before the bar of justice.

We will provide every assistance te the continued training and
1mprqvement of our law enforcement facilities at federa1 and
local level, providing and encouraging mutual cooperation between
each in his.own'sphere of resppnsib111ty. |

We will support needed legislatioe and action to seek out
and bring to justice the criminal organizat%ons of national scope
operating in our country. /,,%f,/

We will appoint as Attorney General a pérsen 1nterested in
the enforcement rather than the disruption of legal processes
and restore that office to the'dignity.and stature it deserves
and requires. |

We will provide leadership and action in a national effort

against the usage of drugs and drug addiction, attacking this
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,: pfqb1eﬁ at evéry level‘aﬁd‘every soufte ihya fu1I sca]écampaign
to‘dfive this evil from our society. |

| We will provide 1ncreased emphas1s jn the area of juvenile
"delinquency and juvenile offenses in order to deter and rehab-
ilitate young offenders |

We W111 not. accept violence as the answer to any problem
be it social, economic, oOr self-developed. Anarchists and Taw
violators will be treated as such and subjectéd to prompt arrest
and prosecution.

We will oppose federal 1egis1atidn.to enforce the regis-
tration of guns by our citizens, feeling that this measure would
do 1ittle or nothing to deter cr1m1na1 activity, but, rather,

_ wouId prove restr1ct1ve to our decent, law abiding citizens, and
could well encourage fqrther activity by the criminal. We will
preserve to the states their rights to take such reasonable
measures as they deem appropriate in this area.

cities and Suburbs

The urban areas of our nation are-in a state of social and
econonic unreét, largely brought about through_unfiliéd'promises
hastily and carelessly made and the failure“of i11-conceived -
programs enacted under duress and compulsion. For this, we must
hold responsible the national leadership of the other two parties,
for they Were joint partners in this disastrous course of action
resulting in the situation now ex1stinq ‘in our cities.

We object to a federaT policy which has poured billions of
dollars into our cities over the past decades but which has not

been able to prevent stagnation and decay and has resulted in



the fllght of millions to the suburks. We reject~£he notion that
the solut1on is untold add1t1ona1 billions to be poured 1nto the'
cities in the same manner, whether such huge sums ‘are to be raised
from taxes on ﬁhe middle class in general, or by unwelcome taxes
on those who live in the suburbs of the individual cities. We |
Submit that no government can buy contentment for those living in.
the cities, suburbs, or rural areas. We advocate the formulation
of a mutually arrived at, joint federal, state and Tocal po]icj which
will make it economically and socially attractive and physically
safe for people to live again in all séctions of all of our cities.
We submit that the science and techho]ogy,‘which made ﬁossible ~
the development and growth of these cities, is the instrument
whereby this can be brought about. |

Specifically, there must be a restoration and maintenance of
1aw and order before any program, no maFter how well conceived
will succeed. We pledge ourselves to this accomp]ishment and will
exert forceful leadership at local level to such effort.

Those totally unfitted by training, background ‘and environment
\ for urban 1iving who have been lured to the me;ropol1tan areas by
the wholly false promises and commitments of self-seeking pp]itica]
leaders must be affoded an opportunity for training or, in the
a]ternative,‘an-oppertunity to return to gainful employment in the
fess urbanized area from when they came. This we propose to. acéomé_
p1i§h in conaunct1on with pr1vate 1ndustry through a program of
_ diversification and de-centralization of expand1ng industry 1nto
areas away from metropolitan centers, thereby providing relief.

for many of the problems of the area whlle prov1d1ng product1ve




_ 11fe for those afforded the opportun1ty to depart these: overcrowded
‘areas. ' | |

We advocate ass1stance, but not contro] to local governmental
units from the federa] Tevel to enab]e them to cope with their
multiplicity of problems, feeling they are better prepared td"
offer solution than those more removed thérefrom.

We advocate and will sponsor a partneréhip with the private
sector of our economy in the restoration of job opportunity and
- a héalthy 1iving environment to our cities through programs made
economically attractive to industry. '

We will support programs designed to provide means by which
hocme-ownership can become a reality to our city dwellers, thereby
instilling a greater feeling of dignity, stability and respons-
ibility in those benefiting from such a program.

pbove all, there must be a restoration of order in our cities
as a prelude to any program of assistance, for withput order
neither government nor private industry will meet with success.

Herein lies the cause of much failure in the past.

Job Opportunity and The Poor - -

We feel that the matter of our c1t1zens in need and the
existence of Job opportunities are so c]ose]y related as to
warrant concurrent consideration.

We are convinced that the average Amer1can be11eves in the
inherent dignity'of gainful employment, preferr1ng this method
of attaining a livelihood to any welfare grant or benefit not
“earned through his own efforts. For this reason we consider

the solution to the problem of our needy citizens, capable of




ga1nfu1 employment to be the prov1s1on of Job opportun1ty This
will be the goal of our Party and our adm1nlstrat1on |

Qur first cons1derat1on w111 be the inclusion of private
industry -in th1s program and effotEmewgﬂbeJJeve that the private
sector of our economy has the will and Capabiiity of providing
a solution to the probiem of poverty much more promptly, and
efficiently than any or all governmental programs of indiscrimin-
ate welfare contributions. .Based on this premise, we will work
in partnership with private industry in a program mutually bene-
ficial to each to provide these job oébortunities. We propose
to make this program economically attractive to industry through
tax incenti?es and other means of economic benefit, bg]ieving
fully that the answer to this problem lies in the vigor and
capability of our tremendous free enterprise system.

Ne would propose that the federal government aid and assist
in a well designed program of job tra1n1ng or re-tra1n1ng for
those in need thereof. This will be at the vocational school and
Tower level, depending on the needs of the-traihees; We will
encourage and assist the states in programs of job training or
re-tra1n1ng through realistic productive ef%orts in this respect,
including assistance to the establishment and maintenance of
vocational trade schools and other like institutions designed to
provide skilled and semi-skilled personnel for industrial em-
ployﬁent, as well as means whe}eby "in-training" programs can be
_carrmed out by private industry in cooperation with government.

In the event a public works program becomes necessary to
prov1de employment® for all employable Americans, we will prov1de

such a program assuring, however, that these programs be needful



A

and product1ve and that the part1c1pants enqage in 1abor beneficial

to the nat1on and its-economy rather than becom1ng wards of the
government and the recipients of gratu1tous handouts.

For thosé unemployable by reason of age, infirmity, disability
or otherwise, provision will be made for their adequate.care
through prdgrams of social services based on the requirements
and needs of these persons. We hold that all Americans are
deserving of and will have the care, compassion and benefits
of fhe fullness of life.

Heaith and Welfare

Sen1or Citizens |
Social Security is basically an old age, surv1vors and
disability Insurance Plan. It provides for c1t1zens to pay
1nto the Trust Fund during their working years and is deS1gned
to replace part of the earning capacity of the participant, or
his family, lost due to retirement, death or d1sab}11ty. During
past administrations, the Social Secufity Trust Fund.has been
depleted and current payments are being made from current revenues.
Social Security cannot be financed from current revenues or from‘
the Federal Treasury without raising taxes or jeopardizing other
essential programs of government. Such a policy is jrresponsible.
We pledge to réstore the Social Security Trust Fund to a
sound financial basis and byﬂresponsible fj3ca1 policies tovinsure
following: o '

1. An 1mmed1ate increase in social security payments thh
a goal of a 60% increase in benefits.

2. - An increase in the m1n1mum payment to & 100,»withlannﬁal
" cost of living increases.




3. Restoration of the 100% income taQ;Aéductiéh'for,drugs
and medical expenses paid out by people 65 and over.
4. Removal of the earnings limitation on people 65 and
over in order that they may garn any amount of '
additional income.
Our goal is to make every sehior citizen a first class
- citizen; to restore their dignity,'préstige,-se]f—respect; inde-
pendence and their security, without intrusion into their private
1ives by federal bureaucrats and guideline writers. |
Health Care
It is the obligation of a responsible government to help
people who are unable to help themselves. There should be adequate
medical assistance available to‘fhe aged anq,thd§gfunab1e to afford
treatment. This can best be achieved throuéh,é/partnefship between
federal and state governments and private enterprise. Medicare
’ should be imprcved. It should be strengthened in conjunction
with medical care‘provided at state and local governmental levels
and by private insurance. Through sound’fiscal maﬁégement‘we

set as a goal the following ihprovements in Medicére:

- 1. Relief to persons unable to pay deduétib]e charges
under Medicare. ‘ .

2. Relief to persons urable to have deducted from their
Social Security checks the monthly fee for physician
service coverage under Medicare, ‘

3, Providing for uninterrupted nursing home care for
those with chronic illness who require such care.

4. We will encourage low cost insurance programs for the
elderly and will assist the states and local
. communities in building hospitals, nursing homes,
clinics as well as medical and nursing schools.

in this land of plenty, no one should be denied adequate

medical care because of his financial_conditioﬁL'




: We are part1cu1ar}y d1sturbed about the doctor-pat1ent and
‘the hosp1ta1 patlent relat1onsh1p - We stand so]]d]y for freedom
of chaice in this relat1onsh1p. It is our 1ntent that medical
care programs Be carried out without subjecting our professional
people and our hospital administrators and personnel to the
harassment which has been their jot since the implementation of
the Medicare program. We believe that those assisted by the
Medicare program should have some degree of selection in the
medical and hospital services furnished to them, and.that simpli-
fication in the administration of thié program would prove of
benefit to governmént, patient and the professional practitioner
alike. | '

American medical and dental practice is the admitted marvel
of the world. Its traditional freedom is one of the chief reasons
why this is so. The American Independent Party p1edges contin-
uous study and effort to maintain that freedom botb.for doctor
and for patient.

Other Social Services

The people of this land are the fiber of .our nation. Their
well-being is essential to a strong AMer{ca./ Unfortunately,
many of our citizens are unable to earn an adequate living, due to
no fault of their own. Our aged, our blind, anq our disabled
who are unemployed are the concern of us all.

In every area of social‘wélfare, rehabilitation should be
of. paramount concern. This includes physical restoration wheré
poss1ble, training to develop new skz]ls, adult education in many
instances, and broad cooperative endeavors between government and

.‘privateiinduétryfto develop jobs that the less skilled can fill.




‘_ue be]1eve that every Amerxcan prefers 1ndependence and a wage

}

earned Fo. those 1nf1rm1t1es, age or other prob]ems prevent such
' independence, we]fare serv1ces should be adequate to provide a
living with dignity and honor. R

ADependent children become the respons1b111ty of government
when they lack the care and support of parents or guardians.

Every effort should be made to provide support by responsible
persons rather than the government, where possible. However,
‘when children are separated permanently, by death or other cause
from their families, all facilities of Qoyernment should safe-
guard, protect, serve and care for them.

In‘every area possible, federal grants should. be administered
tnrough existing state and local governmental agencies, thus
eliminating add%tiona] federal offices and agencies which mere]y
duplicate efforts of ‘existing state and 1ocal agencies.

We will review and examine the adm1n1strat1on of these programs
with a view to the elimination of waste and duplication and thereby
better serve the purposes and people designéd to be as;isted. We
subscribe to the principle of b}ock grants, administered_by state

agencies as a possible solution to these pr&blems.

National Economy

The national economy must be restored to and maintained
in a healthy, viable posture. under conditions assuring to each
individua] American the opportunlty to participate in and enJoy
the benefits ar1s1ng from a real prosperity, as distinguished
from the false, 1nf1at1onary conditions presently existing. As
a first step .the nation‘s business, industry and other agencies

L3




 and 0rgan1zatxons of production must be freed from the ever
:1ncreas1ng 1ntru51ons of government into the affairs of these
institutions and organizations. This nat1on ach1eved its economic
greatness -under a system of free enterprise, coupled with human
effort and ingenuity, and thus it must remain. This will be the
attifude and objective of this Party.

There must be an end to inflation and the ever increasing
cost of Xivfng. This is of vital concern to the 1aborer,‘the
housewife, the farmer and the small busihes§ man, as .well as the -
millions of Ameficans dependent upon their weekly or monthly
income for sustenance. It wregks the planned lives and retire-
ment of our elderly who must survive on pensions or savings
gauged by the standards of another day.

We will take immediate, affirmative steps to bring these

conditions to an end through selective decreases in the lavish
expenditures of our federa].gévernment and throﬁgh‘fhe 1nsti£u-
tion of efficiency into the operation of the ﬁachinery of govern—

, ment so badly plagued with dup]1cat1on, overlapping and excesses
in emp]ojment and pregrams._ Bureaucracy will cease to exist solely
for bureaucracy's own sake, and the 1nst1tut1ons and functions
of government will be judged by their efficiency of operation and

. their contribution to the lives and welfare of our citizens.

We will support, and assist business and industry in those
areas needful and desirable,‘sﬁch as in the area of small businesses.

‘We will enforce those laws designed to protect the consumer
and wage earner, but will eliminate those programs and agencies

serving only to harass and intimidate our business community.




we will review and propose rev1sions'to Our'préseht~tax‘°

| structure so as to ease the load of fhe small income c1tizen'and

to place upon a]I their rightful st e of the tax burden.
We will work toward a reducticn in the tax burden for all

our citizens, using as our tools efficiency and economy in the

operation of government, the elimination of unnecessary and waste-

ful programs and reduction in government expenditures at home
and abroad.

. We will eliminate the favorable treatment now accorded the
giant, non-tax paying foundations and institutions and require
these organizations lo assume theif rightful responsibflity as
to the operation of our government.-

To achieve these goals and objettives, we would use government
for the strengthening of the free enterprise system rather than
the replacement of the free.enterprisé system by governmént. We
balieve that strength and confidence in the American political
and economic system will tend to encouragé‘domestic private
investment and prosper1ty in our economy. - fﬁz’f

We would propose that effective use be made dur1ng our ad-
ministration of economic advisors ded1cated to the preservation

and strengthening of our economic freedoms in the area of enter-

prise, labor and marketing that have. contributed so much to the

‘strength of the American system.

" Qur administration will be dedicated to the maintenance of
prosperity and pfice stability in our economy. We will insti-
tute a strong anti-inflationary fiscal, monetary and debt manage-

ment policy in our nation as the first requirement to solving

- international prbblems,

D



Ne propose to rely heav11y upon a compet1t1ve’market‘stfucture

‘\!.

rather than upon pr1ces adm1n1stered or f1xed by bureaucrat1c
procedures.

We do not prOpose to use per1od1c, 1nterm1ttent tax adjustments
or surcharges as a tool of economic p011cy under the guise of sta-
bilizing the inflationary spiral we are exper1enc1ng

We feel little is done to curb inflationary trends in the
nation's economy merely by taking from the taxpayer in order to
enrich the spending programs of big government. We propose, rather,
a stabilized and equitable tax base affording fair treatment to
those of small income and designed to cause all persons, organiza-
tions and foundations to assume their rightful financial‘res—
ponsibility for goverrment coupled with selective and prudent.
reductions in the wasteful expenditures of government.

Agriculture

America's agriculture, and especially the sma}l farmer, is
on the brink of disastér. under both Democratic and Republ ican
administrations, the incohe of our farmers‘has steadily declined.
Farm prices have been ranging at a parity leve} the lowest since;-
the dark days of the great depression. ‘Individual prbducers are
unable to regulate the output or price of their products and
stringent govermment controls have been forced upon farmers.
Revolutlonary methods of production have resulted in increased
y1e1d from less acreage and requ1ring less -manpower. fhe farmér’r
is hampered by a faulty system of distribution, and his costs
have continued to increase at an astronomical rate. Yet, all

. America's farmers have received from either of the other two




parties has been: broken promises. g

The following is the pledge of the American Independent'Party

to our nation's farmers:

1.

~10.

11.

We pledge ourselves to the protection and preservation
of the family farm, which is the backbone of American
Agriculture. :

We pledge that the new Secretary of Agriculture will
jmmediately begin to support prices at 90% of parity
which is the highest level provided under present law.

Congress will be urged to 1ncréase the maximum support
to 100% of parity.

Legislation will.be sought to permit farmers to exercise
their freedom of choice to vote whether or not to come
under self-imposed controls. :

We propose the creation of a National Feed Grain Authority,
authorized to make long-term loans for development ’

. of farmer-owned and controlled warehouses, to be strat-

egically located, permitting farmers to store large
quantities of grain and to sell direct to the trade
through their own local organizations.

We propose that no portion of the nation's emergency
reserves of food, feed or fiber be sold for less
rhan 115% of the prevailing farm price support of
that commodity. : o

A limit to subsidy payments should be set in order to
prevent an unfair advantage being built up by giant
corporate farm structures over our small- farmer or
family farms.

We propose to impose reasonable limitations on the
import of foreign farm and meat products into this
country. - '

It is our belief that continued support of the REA and
other cooperative programs designed to improve marketing
methods conditions throughout the nation is vital

to our farming interestis.

It is our belief that federal support for farm research
is important, and that Agriculture Colleges and

Extension Services should be more effectively ut11izéd.

Governmental agencies similar to the Farm Home Admin-

- jstration have been beneficial to farmers and should be

improved and continued.




12. We propose that the State4Departmeht and the Agriculture
~ Department work together in a joint effort to develop
a vigorous export program. ‘

13. We support‘a good soil conservation program and nledge
the continuation and improvement of such program,

14. It is our policy to assist in improving farm production
reporting in order that farmers obtain more accurate
production forecasts for planning purposes.

15. It is our intention to simplify the administration of
all farm programs, and to eliminate wasteful duplication
and red tape within the Department of Agriculture.

16. We will work toward gradual relaxation and elimination
of farm regulation and control with a concurrent reduc-
tion in required subsidization as farm income increases,
the eventual goal being the elimination of both controls
and the need for subsidy, such program being contingent
upon the increase in farm income to a level making
subsidy unnecessary.

17. We will require that programs for disease and insect
control be continued and expanded where needed if it is
indicated that state and Tocal bodies need and desire
assistance from the federal level. Such program would,
among other things, provide for necessary steps to
eradicate the imported fire ants. This pest is not
prevalent throughout a major portion of the southern
region but will eventually affect three-fourths of the
Jand area of the United States if eradication is not
accomplished promptly. ‘

The farmers of this nation are entitled to a fair, Jjust
and equitable profit on their investment, just as citizens in
“other fields of endeavor. It is our belief that a major step'

- I

toward solving our problems in agriculture wdu{a;ﬁé to insure a

4 substantial increase in farm income. It is/time for a new
Secretary of Agriculture who represents the views and interest of
the farmer and the rancher, and who will work ceaselessly and
tirelessly to improve the income and the lives of America's farm

families. We pTedge to you'such Secretary and such a program.
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AMér{cauachieved 1£s greathess thfoQgh the combﬁﬁed»eﬁe§gy
and efforts of_the;working men and women of this country. Re-»
tention of its greatness rests in their hands.

Through the means of their great trade organizations; ihesé
men and women have exerted tremendous influence on the economic
and social life of the nation and have attained a standard of |
“1iving known to no other nation. In the meantime, American labor
has become a bulwark against the intrusion of foreign ideology
into our free sociely. America must be.eternally'grateful to its
working men and women.

The concern of the Party is thaé the gains which labor
strugglied so long to obtain not be lost to them either through
inaction or subservience, to jllogical domestic policies of our
other national parties.

We propose and pledge

To guarantee to and protect labor in its right of coll-
ective bargaining;

To assert leadership at the federal level toward assuring
labor its rightful reward for its contribution to the
productivity of America;

To propose and support programs designed to improve
1iving and employment conditions of our vorking men
and women; ‘

To prohibit intrusion by the-federal government into the
internal affairs of labor organizations, seeking to direct
and control actions as to seniority and apprentice lists
and other prerogatives; : ~

To provide for and protect the working men and women in
the exercise of democratic processes and principles in
the conduct of the affairs of their organizations, free’
from threats, coercion, or reprisals from within or
without such organization;




To support programs_and‘legislation'designeduto afford -

~ an equitable minimum wage, desirable working hours and
conditions of employment, and protection in the event
of adversity or unemployment; '

To add efficiendy and dispatch to the actions and acti-

vities of the National Labor Relations Board, resulting

in more prompt decisions by this agency;

To pledge and assure that labor will be . adequately

represented in all deliberations of this Party and

its administration of the affairs of government;

To cause all agents of government to refrain from

any coercive action -in strike settlements, serving

in the role of counselor and advisor only, believing

that good faith bargaining between the parties

concerned is the best solution to any settlement.

Education
 Without question education offers the answer to many of the

nation's social and economic problems. It is tfagic that duéing
the past decades, while governed alternately by the Republican
and Democratic parties, we have witnessed the deterioration of
our public school systems into a state of disruption wherein the
maintenance of order is the major problem and quality education is
a forgotten objective. Our educational. leaders and administrators
are discouraged and dismayed by the continuing attacks upon, and
the erosion of, their duties and authority by agents of the federal
bureaucracy and members of the federal judiciary.

Local educational officials have been stripped of their
authority to administer the affairs of their school systems.
Harassing.directives and requirements of an pnreasonabie and unreal-
jstic nature are constantly being imposed upon them. ,Parents;'
students and educators alike are dismayed,‘confused and at a loss

as to where to turn for relief. Many of our institutions of

higher learning have been completely disrupted by a small band of




 revolutionaries, encouraged by the permissive attitude of exer
cutive and judicial officials of government and the activities
of other anarchists thrcughout the nation.

Many of our primary and secondary schqol'systems haveii
‘become centers for social experimentatﬁbh rather than centers of
learning, serving merely as pawns far the whims and caprices of
some member of the fedéral judiciary or some agent of the federal
bureaucracy.

These conditions must come to an end. Our educational svstems
and institutions must once again be given the opportunity to resume
their rightful duty of preparing ihe youth 3f’Ametica for entry
into our highly competitive society. ; N}/,

As a first and immediate step wé must absolutely prdhibit
the agencies and agents of the federal government from intruding
into and seeking to control the affair§ of the local school systems
of the states, counties and cities of the nation. , Control qf
these schools must be returned to the_lqcal officials, representatives
of tha people, who have the rightful duty and authority to administer
such school. |

Qnce returned to proper controt, order must be restored and
education of our children aga1n become ‘the primary matter of concern
in these schools. Soc101091ca1 experwments must cease. The people
of the several states, counties, cities and communities must be
given the right to administer the affairs of their schools as “they
see fit without fear or threat of reprisal, economic or punitive,
from the federal qovernment

We must cooperate with the admxnlstrators of our 1nst1tut1ons
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of highe}.iearnfhg‘ﬁdw’1h:the hands?of:}evdiutibnéries. We must
ﬁuppcrt thesé cffic151s‘in'the restoration of order cn théif Campﬁses
and we must assure that no assistance,‘fihancial or otherwise,

from the federal level be given to»those seeking to disrupt and
destroy these great institutions.

America.is a nation "Under God" and we must see that it
remains such a nationQ We will support with all the power of‘
the Executive action to restore to OQr educational institutions
and the children they serve the right and freedem of prayer
and devotions to God. |

We must assure that the federal government assist in all
phases of the educational proceéses of the nation without
attempting to control these processes. -~

With these thoughts in mind,

We advocate a greater role of the states in administering
federal aid and in determining national policy.

We advocate the return of our school systems to the
states and to local,county and city officials.

ve advocate support for administrators of our educational
institutions in their efforts.-to restore order to these
institutions. -

we advocate fewer federal guidelines, regu]ations,_and
administrative procedures and greater simplification

and consolidation of programs and procedures.

We advocate less cétegorical aid and more general aid 1o
states with funding provided for well in advance.

We advocate educational opportunity for all people
regardless of race, creed, color, economic or social
status. '

The complexities of education are many. State and local

officials are faced with tremendous pressures to provide early

_'childhood,eduéation, increased teacher salaries, provide vocational




ntechn1ca] educat1on, 1mproved elementary and secondary educat1on, S

.prov1de adu]t education, cont1nu1ng educat1on, and urban and
rura1 educat1on provide for higher education, graduate and pro-
fess1ona1 education.

The goals of the American Independent party are to improve
the educat1ona1 opportun1ty for all our citizens from early child-
hood through the graduate level. We believe that the improvement
of educational opportunity can best be accomplished at the state

and local level with adequate support from the federal level.

Science and Technolggl
: fhe scientific and technological skills and accomplishments
of America are the marvel of modern civilization. Our potential
in this area is unlimited. Our development of this potential must .
be commensurate nith our capability. We live in a fiercely
competitéve world in the area of science and technology. For
social, economic and security reasons we must not lag behind.

We would propose, encourage and provide from the federa]
level assistance to those of our youth showing demonstrated capacity
in Lthese ereas of endeavor. Ffederal granis besed on ability and .
aptitude will be prqvided to assure development of skills in tnis
tield.

Federal assistance will be made available for research in
various fields of science for in research lies the key to tomorrow.
Such assistance will be directed both to individuals and to
institutions. i |

We propose that this research, deve]opment and scientifiC‘

knowl edge so acqu1red be d1rected to human problems as we11 as

natiqnal securjty. In the f1e1ds of hous1ng, transportatlon,




: educatlon, 1ndustry and related act1v1t1es, these skwlls and the | ”' -m;,

| knowiedge so- acqu1red can make for a better 1ife for a11 Amer1cans.
Emphas1s on the further exploration and utilization of space
must be renewed This, again, is a highly competitive area
between nations, but not for this reason alone, but for the welfare
ars secur1ty of this nation, we must not be lacking in our-effort
in this field.
We fully support renewed and expanded efforts in our space
program with the objective of acquiring kmowledge and experience
of benefit to the peaceful pursuits of mankind as well as that
essential to the military security of this nation.

Transportation

The expansion of America's industry, cemmerce and its economy
depends upon its transportation system. America cannot maintain
jts position as world leader in industry and commerce uniess
all modes of transportation are able to meet the demanding challenges
of the future. To solve America‘e transportation problems requires
ingenuity and planning.

Airport congestion around most major cities is not only a
growing problem, but an ever increasing danger. We face a major
railroad crisis and citizens in many urban areas are unable to
travel short distances without de]ays due to congested highway
traffic. Our merchant marine f]eet has dwindled and our ship
building industry suffers today. This not only affects our
economy, but is a serious handicap to America's military might.

We therefore favor |

1. The development of a modern, low cost domest1c mass
transportat1on system w1th1n our congested urban areas;




N

~ 2.- pevelopment of high-speed passerger trains between urbar
. areasy’ ; Co T ‘ :
i

3. An emergency program carried out cbdbéra%%ve]y.by the
federal government and the airline sindustry to develop
adequate methods of controlling air congestion, and for
financing and improving airport facilitiesy

4. Developing a program of assistance'to modernize ahd stimu-
late our merchant marine fleet and our ship building
industry. '

The.Interstate Highway System is one of America's wisest

investments. Every effort.must be made to speed up construction

on existing plans, and farsighted planning of additional facilities
must be accomplished. The‘Interstate Highway System must be
expanded, adding new routes between population centers, and extra
attention should be given to constructing additional freeways in
and around congested urbah areas. ‘Not only is this necessary

for the expansion of commerce and the economy, but highway -safety
demands it. |

Thousands of Americans lose their lives each year on the nation's

highways. Most of these deaths are unnecessary. With proper

highway planning, stricter enforcement of highwéy laws, and intensified
driver education, a]bng with proper safety devices provided on
automobiles, we will be able 1o cut these needless and tragic
fatalities to a small fraction.

public safety and convenience demand that we engage in a

vast brogram to improve and four-lane many of the local road and

highway networks. Highway construction‘is financed by those

persons using the highways and is one of the few federal programs

e

e

that is self-financed which amountgwto a capital investment of

public funds, and this we greatly favor.




We will encourage the dgvélopment‘Withih~the transportation

‘industry dfﬁorgahizationé whOjare;speciaTiSts in the movement

of passenger and cargo from point to point, usinq'all modes and
means of transportation, and we will encourage healthy competitibn
between such agencies and organizations.

Natural Resources and Conservation

The preservation of our natural resources and the quality
qf our natural environment has greatly been ignored during the
past decade. We are vitally concerned about the future well-
being of our citizens and fully realize.that positive action
programs must be undertaken, in a cooperative effort between the
federal governmeﬁt and the states, to assure adequate outdoor
recreational facilities and to assure necessary health safeguards
for generations tc come. To these ends we make the following
pledge to the American people:

1. We will promote an aggressive campaign at all levels of
government to combat the serious air and water pollution
problem,

2. -Full support will be given to the establishment of ade-
quate water quality standards to protect the present
high quality waters, to abate pollution, and to
improve the status of waters not now considered of high
quality.

3. We will work in close cooperation with private industry
and governmental agencies toward engineering designs
to abate the mounting air pollution problems.

4. We will actively support research to control pests through
biological means and chemical means which are more
selective and less persistent than those now used.

5. Llegislation and an active program are necessary to
protect our endangered wildlife species. This problem

is of serious concern and will receive our immediate
attention and action. :

6. We will work for protection of our waterfowl wetlands
and nestling areas. ‘ ‘

s e YR



7. Our estuarine areas must be protected as vital to
the production of fish; shellfish, furbearers, water
fowl and other aquatic creatures. WA '

, . ‘ P

8. A1l federal assistance programs td the”states in the

areas of game and fish and for outdoor recreation will

be streamlined to gain the maximum benefit from each
dollar invested. -

9. Qur increasing population deémands improved and additional
cutdoor recreational areas. To this end we will support
~ active programs at all Tevels of government for the
development of existing parks and proper outdoor
recreational programs. Public lands must be utilized
for multiple uses to benefit all of our people.

1 10. The preservation of our forest and timber resources 1is
of utmost concern to the nation. We pledge fedéral
cooperation with efforis of state and local governments
and with private industry for a sound and economically
requlated basis to avoid depletion of this vital natural .
resource. Government and industry will be encouraged
to participate in planned reforestation programs,
and programs for protection of our forests from the
ravages of fire and other destructive causes.

America is blessed with an abundance of natural resources,
with beautiful scenery and bountifu1 waters. This land of ours
‘should not be marred and its resources wasted. We recognize
that progress invites construction and industrial development
and we recognize its necessity, but we must assure that the
intangible values 'of our parks, forests and estuarine areas will
be protected, promoted and developed and that America shall retain
its scenic beauty of centuries to come.

We will place particular emphasis on the problems of air and
water pollution and will jnitiate joint cooperative programs with
private industry to attack and solve these prbblems, as their

i

cqﬁrection is in the interest of ail segmentswpf our national

e
P

1ife, the people, the govérnment and the nation's industry.
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“Vétéréns 7;

America owes no’ other groﬁp~of citizensAso much as we do
our veteransQ_ To that group'of_self—sacrificing’and patriotic
indiviﬁua]s who have risked their lives for our nation and its
principles in past wars and conflicts, and to our brave men and
women returning from service in Vietnam, we pledge you the
support of the American Independent Partly. we-pledge-to you and
your dependents our assurance of active and vigorous assistance
in seeking out job opportunities; job training; further educational
opportunities and business opportunities. We 1ikewise support a
program to provide educational benefits to.chi1dren of deceased
veterans in order that they may receive a quality education and
participate in America‘'s competitive socfety of the future.

We pledge to‘our veterans, their families and dependents the
cooperation and active assistance of their government in providing
adequate medical treatment and hospital care. Vetgrans' benefits
and disability benefits will be updated and revised periodically

in order to meet the increased cost of living. The Veterans

~Administration and its hospitals will remain as an independent

agency of the government, and its one objective will be to serve
our veterans and their families.

Indian Affairs

~For over 100 years the other two parties have been making
promises to our fellow citizens, the Ame}ican Indians and Eskimos. -
For over 100 years the promises of those parties have not been
kept. Our Party offers to ﬁhese independent and hard working

people a newrhopé,r_We promise that all of the programs of the



‘ fedér&i §oVerhhent_Which'héVé,sb’laQi$h1yEegfdwed benefits
upon minority groups of this country will be’made eq@a]]y appli-
cable to the American Indians and Eskimos. There will be no
discrimination with respect to these two ancient and noble
races. |

We also promise that the federa]'governmeht will cooperate
fully to insure thatvjob opportunity, job training, full
educational opportunity, and equal application of all health
and housing programs are afforded to tﬁese, our native citizens,
in order that they may enjoy the same benefits and privileges
enjoyed by every Americah. We will foster énd suppcrt measures
through which tho beauties‘and accomplishments of their native

culture will be preserved and enhanced.

FOREIGN POLICY

One of the greatest needs of our country at this moment in
history is a strong, realistic, well defined’polidy to guide
our relationship with the other nations of the world. The policy
developed to govern our actions in foreign affairs must be one
well stated and weil understood, first by our own people and,
equally as important, by friends and foes alike throughout the
world. The absence of any such well defined and consistent
policy throughout the past two decades has contributed immeasurably
to the chaotic world conditions now éxisting.

Our foreign policy will be one designed to secure a just and
lasting peace. We feel that such a situation can best come to
exist when nations deal with one another on a. basis of mutual

trust and understanding. If this be lacking, as is so often the
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case in today S world the only alternative is cdmpleté’fréhkﬁessﬁ‘
and determination to adhere to stated obJectwves and courses’of ‘
action. If a nation, as is the case w}th an individual, will

only say what it means and mean what it says, it will gain the
fespect if not always. the admiratmon, of 1ts snsgpr nations.

It is in this regard that we have failed, 5010fteﬁ equivocating

in such a manner as to cause friendly, as .well as unfr1end1y,
nations to have grave doubt as to our stability, determxnat1on

and reliability of purpose. i

We feel that the road to peace lies through international
cooperation and understanding. We will pursué th{s goal to the
1imits consistent with our own national interest. We will
Abecome participants in international programs of aid and development .
from which all member nations, including our own, derive benefit.

We will not abandon the United Nations Organization unless it
first abandons us. It should be given fair opportgnity at resolving
internationaT d1sputes, however, we will not subordinaté.the interest
of our nation to the 1nterest of any international organization.

We feel that in this organ1zat1on, as in any other, participating
members should bear proportionate SHHFE§‘6¥“the cost of operation
and we will insist on financial responsibility on the part of the
member nations. We also feel that the officers and officials

of such organization must conduct themselves with an abstract

air of objectivity'and impartia]fty, and we w111!so insist.. We
will give this organization every opportunity to succeed in its

purpose but should it fail, we will reappraise our re]atxonsh1p

with it.




Fore1gn Awd

"Foreigh aid and ass1stance both of.an econom1c and m111tary

nature, will be granted o
of our own nation as well

We w111 deny aid and

n a basis of what is in the best interest
as the receiving nation.

assistance to those nations who 0ppose

us m111tar11y in Vietnam and elsewhere, &S well as those who seek

our economic and military

our avowed enemies. This

destruction by giving aid and comfort to

must be so in order 10 protect the

economic welfare and national security of this country.

Ne will continue aid

to those countries who need, deserve and

have earned the right to our nelp. This will be ‘done freely and

willingly with every effort directed to elimination of waste and

dishonesty from such programs.

Foreign aid must become an instrument of fore!gn policy and

pe used in such manner as

Ex

to further the interest of this nation.

port-Import

We believe strongly

internally as well as in

in the free enterprise system for America,

its trade relations with other nations.

~ However, should the increasing inflow of impqytglfrom Tow-wage

nations endanger employme
we will approve reasonabl

We feel that our home ind

nt or marketing by American industry,
e quant1tat1ve 1imits on these imports.

ustry is entitled to a fair share of the

present market and of future growth. Before seeking additional

Jegislation in the import field all efforts will be exerted toward

securing negotiated agree

industry.

ments that would fully protect American

We will "insist on equ1tab1e tax ‘treatment for any industry ad-

versely affected by fqre1

gn imports, in the area of depreciation
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allowances for plants and equ1pment and in 1ike measure

we will cause the Department of State and other 1nterested
agencies of government to work toward the lowering of trade barriers
against American goods in a manner consistent with the policy of our
administration on controlling imports into the American market.

.In the event certain segments of our industrfal economy are.
adversely affected by foreign imports to such an extent as to cause
economic harm, we will sponsor and develop programs of re-training
and re-employment for those so affected. ’

Balance of Payments

A serious situation now exists in our Ea]ance of payments and
this must be ended. |

We feel that the adoption of the programs and proposals set
out in this P]atform’&i]] result in a more favorable balance of
payments situation. Specifically, we féel that the relief we so
badfy need}in this respect may be achieved through .reductions in
spending for foreign aid, more efficiency in the use of funds for
international programs, and more reliance on our allies in meeting
heavy military expenditures abroad.

We have earlier proposed that foreign aid be grantéd on a
basis of need and in a manner consisteﬁt with the best interest
of this country and that iﬁ be denied those who aggressively seek
our destruction. We strongly advocate efficiency in operation and
the elimination of waste and corruption from expenditures under
international programs and we will insist that our allies assume
their proportionate and rightful share of the burden of defenses

in those areas in which we have mutual interest.




Clomes

Our expor*-1mpoft s%tuéifbﬁ'rpmainéiin‘réééonable ba1éncé“‘
but our d1sastr0us s1tuat1on as to balance of pawnents is caused
by @xcesses in our foreign aid program and other infernationé]
gratuitous expend1tures |

We will work to reduce ouvr m111tary expenditures overseas,
not by lessening our military strength and preparedness, but
by causing our allies to assume and bear theiy proportionate
share of the burden.

Middle East

The Middle East remains a‘source of high potential danger
to world peace. In the interest of securing a stable peéce'in
this part of the world, we will take the initiative in seeking
mutual cooperation between the adversaries in this area in reaching
agreement in their age-oid dispute. We will en;éurgge the
1nt1at\on of multi-lateral discussions to ar rﬁve“§% the best possible
terms of settlement. This will mean reso]v1ng and stabilizing
| boundaries and the free use of water and land routes throughout
this area. Biding non-aggression agreements must be developed
and we must seek the mutual respect of both Israel and the Arab
nations. |

First and foremost is the need for sincere negotiations
between these two parties. Until this is accomplished we must
assure that no imbalance of force comes to exist in th1§ area.
Nothing could more endanger the peace.

| >Shou1d arms continue to be introduced jnto this area by

foreign powers to such an exteht as to endanger the peace in this

part of the_wor1d, We must take steps to assure that a balance of




'L,free ﬁatxons
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force 15 brought to ex1st We w111 join wlth other nat1ons of the
free world in pr0v1d1ng the means whereby this balance of force

will continue and the threat of aggression of one nation against
another is made less likely. More importantly, this nation will
strive in every way to merit and receive the friendship of all parties
to this d1spute and to earn: the respect and good will of israel

and the Arab nations alike. The toad tc peace 1n the M1dd1e tast

1ijes in this direction rather than in the cont1nued use of military
might. |

We continué-to regard Western Europe.as an area of vital
importance to America. In our concernlwiEE the interminable conflict
in Southeast Asia we must nbt lose sight of the strategic impor-
tance of our relationship with our European allies. We must retain
‘a posture of strength in this area and must work with and for our
allies to assure that they remain economwcally and militarily strong.

We will continue to support the North Atlantic Trealy
| 0rgan1zat10n and seek to strengthen it through the cooperative
efforts of all member nations. We will retain the necessary troop
strength in this vital area and will insist that our allies and
member nations do likewise.

We will deal patiently but firmly with the present French
government feeling that in due time its actiohs will, of necessity,
be directed toward increased cooperation with its Western alligs
of long standing.

We will rema1n concerned for the captive satellite
nat1ons of Eastern Europe and share w1th them thelr h0pes and aspir-

atlons for their eventual and 1nev1tab1e return to the fam11y of




Latxn Amer1ca

The 1nterests of the natwons of Lat1n Amerxca are close]y
related to those of this country, econom1ca11y, geograph1ca11y,
secu;ity—wise, socially and politically.

Wwe must and will provide aid andlas§istance to these nations
to enable them to achieve political and economic.stability and
to better prepare them to resist the threat of communist infil-
tration and subversion from the Red satellite, Cuba.

We will develop a program of assistance to these countries
designed to relieve the conditions of economic and socia] poverty
existing in some segments of these natiomns and to provide for
their less fortunate citizens a better condition of life.

We will assist in the development -of the .agricultural and
industrial petent1a1 of these nations and the development and
proper utilization of their tremendous natural resources rather
than the exploitation thereof, to the end that the‘nat1ons_of
this hemisphere may live in péace prosperity and harmony with
one another and that the principles of the Monroe Doctrine may
once again become a cornerstone of our national policy.

We will work with and support the Organization of American
States.

Cuba

As for Cuba, we will continue and strengthen the aconomic
pressﬁres on the Castro tyranny. In order to do this, we must.
secure a greaﬁer degreé of cooperation from nations of the free
world than we have had in the pést; Trade with Cuba by our

allies must be effectively minimized, if not éomplete]y curtailed.
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“To frustrate Castro s attempt to nxpo"t subvers1on we must

increase the qua11ty and effectwventsa of our m111tdry axd and

assistance to Lat1n Amer1can allies with a prwmary Objebt1V€ '

of develqping rea11st1c 1nd1gcnous counterwnsurgency capabilities

within those countries. Econom1; aid, more carefully planned

and scrupulously administered, will be continued through the

Alliance for Progress Program, or.an~improved”vefsion thereof.
gfglgg_and Asia .

The emergwnq nations of Afr.ca and Asia desiring assistance
and demonstrating a capability of reasonably assimilating such
help and ass1stance will be aided. We will not aid in the re-

| placing of one form of despot1sm with another, nor will we
become concerned with the internal quarrelings of dissident Qroups
and factions.

We diségree with present eéonomic sanctions and pressures ap-
plied to Rhodesia and the Union of South Africa and.wi11 seek to
have these removed and eliminated. We cons1der these to be nations
friendly to this country and they will be respected and treated as
such.

Genefa]

We will conduct the foreign affairs of this country on a
basis of aiding, assisting and cooperating with our friends and
recognizing and tredt1ng our enemies and adversaries as such. We
feel that foreign affairs can be conducted effectively only when
there is respect for our nation and this respect is best enqeﬁ-
dered by attaining a position of strength and adopting an att1tude

‘dt‘firmness arid fairness. This we will.do.

e




we fee] that when th1svnat1on agawn becomes a stronq
determ1ned nat1on ded]cated to a f1xed nat1onal and 1nternatwona1
policy, many of our existing difficulties throughout the world
will become resd]ved and new difficulties are less likely'to arise.

We will oppose aggression and subversion, Communist or other-
wise, whenever it infringes upon the national interest of this
country or its friendly'a1lies thfough means appropriate to the
situation. e
y /

we do not propose, nor does this or any,othep nation have the
capability, to police the entire world. We will avoid unilateral
entanglement in situations not vital to our national interest
and will seek the cogperation of our aflies at every opportunity.

' Vietnam .
_ The current situation in Southeast Asia, and particuTafﬁy in

Vietnam, is one of the most critical whiﬁh has ever faced this

nation. The American people are angry, frustrated and bewildered

as they seek for leadership which apparently fails to exist. There

is no parallel in American history of such a situation as now
exists, not even our engagement in Kofea, where there were at
least véguely defined objectives.

It is too late to engage in debate as to why we are so
deeply involved and commi ttee in Vietnam. The fact is that we
are so involved. No ohe can retrace the steps of the last ten
years and correct and adjust all that has gone wrong. We pre-
sently have more than one- _half million Americans committee to
this conflict and they must be supported with the full resources

" of this nation. The quest1on now is what does America do. to




ma1nta1n its honor, 1ts respect éud 1ts ﬁos1t\on'1n‘tx
_strateqic part of the world Southeaqt As1a.

The prwme conswderatlon at tn1s time is the honorable conc1u~ :
sion of hostilities in.Vietnam. This must be accomplished at
the earliest possible moment. |

We earnestiy desire that the conflict be term1nated throuah
peaceful negotiations and we will lend all aid, support, effort,
sincerity and prayer to the efforts of our negg}iggors. Negotiation
will be given every reasonable and logical gaanCéj¥or success
and we will be patient to an extreme in sgeking an end to the
war through this means. If it becomes evident that the enemy
does not desire to negotiate in good faith, that our hopes of
termination of hostilities are net belng realized and that the
lives and safely of our committed troops are being further en-
dangered, we must seek a military conclus1on.

Hopefully such a situation will never arise, put should it
come to pass, I would then seek the advice and good judgment
of my Joint Chiefs of Staff as to ways and means of reaching a
military conclusion to this conflict with the least Toss of
1ife to our American servicemen and our South Vietnamese allies,
stressing the fact that this is to be accomplished through the

use of conventional weapons. N
M111tary force has always been recognized as.an instrument

of national policy and its use 1o obtain objectives has a]ways been

accepted. However, once national policy is estab]xshed by the

civilian government and military force has been selected as one

of the means of attaining national objectives, the tact1ca1

“employment of th1s‘force;shou1d be left to pheJm1]1tary 50 Tong




“mission of ihe’milifary'§h0u1d7be’toi
objectives——no;hihg less.

I would retain full controi, as a civiiian Commander-in-
Chief, of final decision, but I would pay heed to and consider
to the fullest extent the advice and judgment of my mi]itary
.advisors. -

Unfortunately,. there is not clearly defined national policy
with respect to the conflict in Vietnam. If there were, much
of the doubt, debate and despair of the American people would
be eased. There is a total absence of clearly announced and
understood national objectives with reSpect to. V1etnam We are
told that it is not vnctory over the enemy we seek but something
else--what we do not know. In battle, and certainty this is
battle, there can be but one objective--that 1is victory. Any-
thing worth dyina for is worth winning.

As first step we must develop a clearly defined national
- policy as to Vietnam. This policy will be made known to the
people of this country and will be based on our own national
interest. The essence of this policy will be a timely and
successtful termination of the conflict, either through negotiation
or by victory over the enemy. We will not allow this conflict
. to'drag on indefinitely with its great drain on our national
resources and manpower. . ,

As: President, we- will des1gnate a Secretary of Defense who

holds.the confidence and trust of the people, the Conqress and

the military estab11shments and one w1th the capab111ty and
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to reduce the excessive manpo

'be through programs of self he]p and not through completely »

wer'df tbé'Péhtégén»and’rid thé

Department ofyDefense of those who have fostered'the "no-win"
policy.

We will then require the estab11shment of firm obJect1ves
in Vietnam. Should negotiations fail, and we pray that they
will not fail, these objectives must provide for a military
conclusion to the war. This would require the military defeat
of the Vietcong in the South and the destruction of the will to
fight or resist on the part of the government of North Vietnam,
which-is equipping and supporting the enemy troops in the South.
We feel that the prompt and effective application of military
force could achieve this objective with minimized loss of life,
and the tactical employment of this force will be left in the
hands of the military commanders, so long as they act pursuant

to defined national policy.

PSS - . '
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Wwe will require the military to plan and conduct miiitary
operations once policies and objectives are established and we
will -not, or will we permit civilian subordinates, to usurp
these functions and assume the role of "commanider" or “tactician.”
This must be a team effort with officials and leaders of civil
government performing their required functions and the military
establishment being allowed to perform in the manner and for the

purpose for which it 15 trained.

R
s

Once host111t1ps have ceased, efforts must be undertaken

to stab111ze the government and economy of Vietnam. Th1s must



people of ancxent cﬁlture.‘ They are not, and:neve/*w1l1 b :
adapted to all the facets of western c1v1112at1on, nor shou]d
they be. We must help them to become secure in their government,
their lands, their economy and in their homes, as their friends
and»allies"and not as sadctihonious intruders. In this manner,
we will gain a lasting ally. ﬂ

NATIONAL DEFENSE

Nothing is of greater importance to the American people
at this time than the state of our National Defense, and sadly,
there is not area of our national structure so fraught with
misrepresentations and inconsistencies. As we near the end of
the era of “computerized defense" and “cost effectiveness" rather
than military reliability, it is difficult, if not impossible
for the nation to ascertain the true state of its defenses.

We are aware of basic fallacies in the doctrines and logic
of those who have bgen charged with the responsibility of our
national security.

we'have been told that strength is weakness and weakness if
strength—-Th1s is not true.

We have been told that parity rather than superiority in
weapons and munitions is sufficient to assure the keeping of

the peace and the protection of this country--This is not true.

We have been told that a “deterrent" capability is preferable 1jﬂf”

to an offensive capability in maintaining peace and assuring

freedom from attack--This is not true.




need not alway
true.

. We have been led to believe in the proven 1nvu1nerab111ty of

our “second strike" capability--This is not true.

|
I
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We have been told that the complete disruption of the
structure of our Reserve Components resulted in a more readily
responsive Reserve--This is not true.

We have been told that our research and development program,
especially in the area of space research and development, is not
lagging--This is not true,--And so on. |

We propose an intensive and immediate review of the policies,
practices and capabilities of the Department of Defense with a
view to re-establishing sound briﬁcip]gs of logic and'reasoninq
to the decisions and directives of that agency and to eliminating
from its ranks all of those who havé been party to‘the dissem-
ination and promulgation of the false doctrines of security and
the coercion, intimidation and punishmgnt of aTI who wouild oppose?
or disagree with them.

We are in accord with civilian control of our defense estab-
lishment but will insist that the civilian authppit1es work in
partnership and harmony with the splendid mflitaﬁ} force with
which this country is blessed. We propose to restore to their
proper duties, functions and authority. the leaders of our military

services so that the nation may once agaid profit from their

wisdom and experience.
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We w111 place 1ncreased*émpha§is on reéearch'ahd*d.‘ Topmer

in the area of space, weaponry and mob111ty,

areas vital -to our national security.

We support the installation of an anti-ballistic missile

defense for the protection of our nation and its citizens. We

o

will expedite this program.

We will assure to our services the best attainable weapons,

equipment, machines and munitions without resort to devious

distinctions of cost effect1veness and the subst1tut1on of
arbitrary, unsound judgment for that of the professwonal military.

We will guarantee to the services and to the nation that

American troops will never be committed with less than full

Y

support of available resources.

we will seek efficiency in the collection and eva]ﬁation

of vital intelligence throughout the services.

We will never permit a static situation to develop wherein

America stands still while her potential enemies continue to

advance in all areas of development.

We will hasten the reconstitution of an adequate and effic-

jently organized reserve force throughout the several states of

: the nation. We will accept these reserve component forces into

full partnersh1p with the regular military establishment and will

bility

_assure sta




part of the nation’s economy and~trade aca7v1ty

We will take steps to make military servwce more attract1ve
to the enlistee, the inductee and the career personnel at all ”;if‘~
levels. We will support programs for better pay; better housing '
and living conditions, both.on and off post; more realistic
programs of promotion potential so that merit and performance
may be rewarded; equitable sharing of hardship assignment; and
increase and move uniform retirement Benefit to correct serious
jnequities now existing; a pay scale commensurate with that of
private employment, with provisions for periodic increases mea-
sured by the cost of 1iving indexs; improved and éxpanded medical
and hospital benefits for dependents, and a restorgtion of

the dignity and prestige rightfully due those enqaged in the .‘;;;rq

defense of our nation.

With military services becoming more attractive the require-
ment for involuntary inductions through the Selective Service
System is reduced. However, we favor retention of such system

for so long as there is a need for manpower being acquired by

e 4

th1s means. We would approve any changes to such system designed

to e11m1nate 1nequ1t1es in the se1ect1on of inductees, and qu1te

some derx1st.

*7; a fair and equitable system

stence, on standby bas1s,
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This

judgment‘énd determination of this F

major problems confronting America.

We believe that our analysis of the nature of these problems

is in keeping with the feelings of the great majority of 6ur

people. We further feel that our approach to solution of these

matters is sound, logical, practical and attainable and in keepin97 f3°

with the basic, inherent good judgment of the American people.

Among other proposals,
We offer opportunity for early peace to a nation at war.

We offer order and domestic tranquility to a nation sorely

beset by disorder.

We offer a program of job opportunity for the jobless.

we offer a return to respect for the law and 'an opportunity

for every citizen to pursue his daily activities in safety and

security.

We offer to relieve our citizens, their businesses and

ment and intimidation by agents of

»

institutions, from harass

the fedevral bureaucracy.
We offer to return to the officials of local governmeat~i

those matters rightly and properly fai]ing within their5§é51“

of~respohsibility.
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