Middle America and the Fmexrging Republican Majority

Tonight, I would iike to address myself to several questions.
First, is a Repubiican majority emerging in the United States; second,A
does the Republican strategy aim at the so-called "Forgotten American"
or "sileat majority"; and third, is this a legitimate straﬁcgy and
electorate upoﬁ which to base a political era?

As you probably know, I ﬁave made the idea of an "Emerging
Republican Majority" into a book. It is the book's thesis and mine
that the 1968 presidential electiodn marked the end of the liberel,

New Deal era of American politiecs. I think we are beéinning a new
cycle, an cra‘of New Federalism, as the President has called it
which wiii be rooted not in the fading big cities but in suburbia,

Ll
Texas,

the American Heartland and the boom corridors of T'lorida,
Arizona and California,

For a century and a half, American politics has moved in 32-36
year regimes or cycles, and the time seems to be upon us again now,
Otner recent developments support this concept., In the past, major
population shifts have generally triggered a new cycle. So has the
atrophy and obsolescence of an old regime. Let me be more specific.
As of 1968, thirty«sig years,‘the usual life of a political cycle, had
passed since the start of the New Deal in 1932, Large scale movement
of Southern Negroces into Northern éities, together with a suburban

counter exodus of whites, has redrawvn Ancrica's

o

cpulation map., Morce

)

over, the once-innovative Hew Deal has becouws e tired, affluent and

P —
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arrogant Liberal Establishment. If history follows precedent, the
N
confluence of these factors signals a political upheaval in motion,

the beginning of & new cycle,

I don't want to assert thié cyclical framework as a rigid,
infallible rule.. But I do think that it offers a useful, generalized
backdrop against which to consider the idea of an emerging Republican
majority.

Thé nature of the new majority ~ or potential majority - seems
clear., It is largely white and middle class. It is concentrated in
the South, the West and suburbia., "It is largely comservative, but it
has é number of unconservative outlooks as well,

On the basis of the 1960, 1964 and 1968 clections, the South,
the West and suburbia are the regional bulwarks of Republican presidential
strength. Political parties do not shift gears overnight, especially
when they have this.degree of momentun behind them. They pursue the
impetus and trend thch put them in office. And therefore I suspect
that the ruling politicians of the Grand 0ld Paréy will continue to
look in thése direclioﬁs. : ; _ : o

Nevertheless, talk sbout the Nixon Admiﬁistratién writing off
the Northeast is fcolishness., The President carried Vermont, New
Hampshire, Dzlaware and Kew Jersey in 1968, and I em sure that he {is
éiming to o much better in 1972. The 1969 New Jersey election results

underscore this opportunity. The President may not do as well in the
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Northeast as he does in other regions, but he should still carry a -
.majority of the.eieven Northeastern states.

Let me toss out another idea. Within the Republican part}, a
major fight is raging between liberals and conservatives, between'
Northeasterners and Southerners and Soutpwesterners. Indeed, one can
iegitimately argue that it is within the ranks of the ngghliggg Party,
and no longér the Democratic Party, that the great sectional, ideo-
logical and programmatic issues of thelday aré nov being fought out
and resolved. If a shift of this sort is actually occurring, it will
have a prqfound meaning. Throughout American political history, onec
of the parties has always been the rajor, declsionmaking one, and the
other has played.a winor, résponsive role. If the great decisionmaking
of the decade is shifting into thé Republican Party, then that raises
still another sign of cyclical change.

I expect to.discuss ail of this in greater detail, but for now
I would like to turn to the next question: What is the strategy of
the Nixon Administration? Is it aimed at the "silent majority" of
"Forgotten Americans'? |

Yes, but in a positivg way. My belief is that the Administration
has given top priority to solving thosc problems which are of the greatest
concern to the greatest number of Americans, the problems for which an

actionnconstituency existis right n

whilrconie e

In &2 1ist;, I would include four

L&

major items: winning an honorable reace in Vietrem; ending inflation
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here at home without causing high unemployment ; reclaiming our physiéal‘
environment; and feducing the current high and dangerous crime rate,

These aré the prﬁblems the Presidenf talked about in hig State
of thg Union message, and, adnittedly, they are also the greatest
concerns of '"Middle America" or ”the.forgotten American", But solving
these problems - if indeed 1t can be done - would not Just benefit
Middle Amcriéa. The whole nation will benefit;\ 

Now I realize that. to some people, the terms "Middle Anerica
and "forgotten Amerjican" are code words of reaction,‘constitucncics
of negativism, I disagree,

True, they can-be appéaled to in negative terms, So can any
constituency. But Middle America is really "the peéple" ~ the man
in the street - and "the people" is an idéa-» and a constituency ”
central to Americgn democracy.

If you picturé Middle America in geographic and socio-cconomic
terms, it is a combination of the South, the WestAand the blue-collar
and middle-class North, quite similar to the coalition that~Richard
Nixon put togethér in 1968.

Those critics who posit this Middle Ameripan grouping as
essentially negative would do well to look at thelr history books.
From the era of Thomas Jefferson right down to the New Daa s the
constituencies that now make up Middle Arnerica have been thf horges

power of national Progress,
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In 1800, the South,.the Appalachian frontier and the working
class Northeast launched Jeffersonian Democracy; .

In.1828, the South, the trans-Appalachian West and the
working-class.North launched Jacksonian Democracy;

In 1896,_thc.South, the West and the working»clasé North gave
William Jenuings Bryén support that almost put populism in the White
House;

And in 1932, the South, the West and the working-class North
;auﬁched Ffanklin D. Roosevelt and the New Deal.

This is the political ancestry of !Middle America, and of vhat
may be an emerging Repﬁblican majority. It is a good ancestry, a

positive ancestry.

Y

Now I know the immediate reaction some of you rust have, Yéﬁ
will say that the Jefferson, Jackson, Bryan; and Roﬁsevelt revelutions
all came from the Left, and that they have nothing in'gommon with the
slowv-moving Middle Amexican bent of the Nixon Administration. So let's
;look at this idea.

Past political upheaval in the Unitéd States has not come from

the Left but from the people.

In the past the elites engendering popular revolt were economic
elites, landed or industrial elites committed to economic conservaticm.
Thus, popular change had to come from the Left,

No more, Technology and economic grawth have raised the old
working-class constituency to a new affluence, calarging the old middle

class inte Middle Awerica, <
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And at the same timé, a separate and antagonistic new Establigh-
ment has grown at the top of American society. This is the historically
unique Liberal Eétablishment. In the past, Establishments were toryhoodS.
of no-change: landowners, industrialists, people whose affluence was
rooted in stability. But this is no longer where the fast action is.

The new Establishment is I1iberal, a toryhood of change, people vho make

L

their money out of plans, ideas, communjcation, social upheaval,

‘Eifgfﬂiggg*‘gXCitemcnt'
—\

This new Liberal Establishment - the media, the Knowledge
Industry, research and developmeht, the universities.and think tanks,
the foundatipns_and corporate conglamerates‘n is to the Left of prevail-
ing American opinion., It is to the Left of dustbowl Oklahoma; it is to
the Left of Levittown; it is to the Left of Main Street, The average
American is fed up with the excesses of the Liberal Establishment. He
is fed up with change for change's sake, with calculated erosion of
middle~class values and standards, with faghionable liberal bigotry
towafds Irish, Italians, Poles, farmers, suburbanites and blue-collar
workers., These values are not progress. They are progress perverted.
And for the first time in history, it is possible that corrective
popular upheaval can only come from fhe Pﬁddlé American Right.

This is America'

s oncoming political revolution.
The target is Establishment liberalism, the phoney revolution

of the glossy magazines, which mocks Nixonism and Middle Ar2rica as
cottage cheese and Sears Roebuck, Let's look at this self-proclaimed

coalition of futurien, humanism and progress., Who and what is 1t?

~
!
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It is Scarsdale, Park’Avenuc, Wall Street, the ﬁpiscopal Church,
the major metropolitan newspapers and telévision networks, the best
suburbs and univérsities, the Beautiful People,

1f the list is familiar, it qhould ba, :Thcse are the places
and institutions that have attacked Virtually every great popular
political movement that America has produced. Some of them are now
attacking popular conservatism and the Nixon Administration. They
1augh at Vice~President Agnew like their forcbears laughed at Social
Security,‘Harfy Hopkins and the WPA.

If you look at the national strongholds of Democratic 1iberalism,
you get a similar portrait.

In 1968, the richest precincts in America, Beacon Hi1l, Scarsdale,
_ East Side Manhattan and Philadelphia's Society Hill, all voted solidly
against Richard Nixon. But these are not precincts of progress. They
all have a record of opposing popﬁlar changé. They voted against
Jefferson, againét Jackson, against Bryan and against Rooéeveltw

Then there is New England, historic seat of Anerica's political,
economic and cultural-establishm;nt. No part of the country gave
stronger su~po*t to the '1ib ism of thn Demseretic Party in 1968....
and no part of the country can match New England's record of backing
old regimes, institutionalized ideologies, vorn-out estaﬁlishments.
Regionalism has no placo in Federal policymaking, but it is an instruc-
tive fact of political history. Let m2 cite.éome of that history:

In 1800, New England gave the nation's top ba,Ln ng to John

Adams and the fading politics of Federalism;

~
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In 1828, New England ied the nation in. supporting John Quincy
Adams against the popular revolutiﬁn éf Andrew Jackson;
In 1896, New Englaﬁd ied the nation in defending RobberfBarou
Republicanism against the populist assault of Wiiliam Jennings Bryaﬁ;
In 1932, New England was the only section of the United States
to give méjority support to the bankruptey of Hoover Republicanisn.

This is a pattern which sheds a little light on the extent to

which liberalism has become a status quo. - Liberalism is now ensconced

in the proven political geography of privilege, obsolescence and defeat,
e i

Let me emphasize that the purpose of this analysis 1is not to
laud or condemn any region or cultural group, It is simply to set a
context for the idea of Middle America as a constituency upon which a
new and positive political era can be built,

Now I would like to draw my own theory into é little bit of

“doubt. The emerging Republican majority =~ or ét least the emerging
Republican coalition - is a unique combination of the two American
political mainstreams, _ . .

It reaches beyénd the South, the populist West, the lower-
middle-class urban areas and other parts of the historic Jeffersonian,
Jacksonian, New Deal mainstream of popular politics. Both Middle America
and the emerging Republican majority also include the rural, small-town
and suburban North. And much of this electorate is the historic con-

stituency of the Federalists, the VWhigs and the old conservative Republican
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Establishment. This is the old stendpat eclectorate. The traditional
status quo vote,

Although elecments of the conservative and popular malnstreans
seem to be joining together in a new politics of Middle America, they
have never meshed before in any lasting way. If thé new coalition
works, this could be another creative and endﬁring popular political era,
one that tears down obsolescence and builds anew, iIf it doesn't, this
could be a short-lived Whig era, a basic marking of éime, a standpattism,
a mere re~arranging of existing programs aﬁd'institutions that break
"no really new ground.

No question is more crucial to the American political future
and to the legitimacy of the idea of Middle America. '"The People"
have always stood fdr forwaxrd ﬁotion. Is this where the GOP is going?
Or will a kind of organization-man, Mzdison Avenue Whiggery prevail?

Many parts of the Republican Party are not confortable wvith the
new popular politics of the Sﬁuth,_West and lower wmiddle-class éity
sidewalks. They prefer the Whiggery of moderation, 6f reshuffling the
gtatus quo.. |

This presents a real and important paradox. Many of the areas
of the country that.today claim the label "comservative' are the uncon-
servative areas of our political history, the areas of antivEstaﬁlishment
insurgency. And liberalism is most outspoken in many of the old .
status quo conservative bailiwicks., But 1f history io precedent, only

the popular cause can shapc a creative new era.

i
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Granted it is confusing to talk about popular, progressive
conservatism. Perhaps we should throw away our political labels. They
are not really of‘much use and new ones would make more sense. However,
we are probably stuck with existing germs, and it may Qéll be that a
new political era of Middle America - rooted in the hibtoric anti»
conservative sectiouns of the nation ».will have-to mobllize under the
banner of "conservatism," However, this will not be the old conservae-
tism, but a new populox ideology of.pragmatic combat with status quo
liberalism.

This, I think, is what the Nixon Administrationvis trying to d;.
This, I think, is the hope of the "silent majority" whigh the Adminis-
tration is trying to translate‘into action. The test of this new politice
will be positive achievement on behalf of the great, ordinary Lawrence
Welkish mass of Americans from Maine to Hawaii. Its programs must aim
at Middle America as society's new constituency of forward motion, not
reaction. It must éim at making the city aidewalks smile again as in
the days of Al Smith, at wiping thc coal soot off the face of Appalea cnia
at equally cheering the lives of poor Italians, Southerners and Negroes,

and aL making the Arkansas bus driver think Lhat our gove rnAﬁnt is hie

as well as The New York Times'. 1In the end, I believe, the strategy

of the Republican Party, the idea of Middle America, the incumbent

Administration's place in history, will ell be Judged by the stiides
nade toward theece simple and or rdinary objectives
In closing, I would like to say that Middle Amarica is not just

a strategy or a coalition. It is the essential bedrock of American

society. Its failure will be nobody's victory. 1Its success will be

the renaissance of an entire nati
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Introduction

In 1965, Linwood Holton ran for Governor of Virginia on
the Republican fickct and was defeated, receiving 41% of £he
total vote,

Four years later, Holton ran again and won, amassing 547%
of the total vote and forging a quite different regional and
ideological support pattern.

The political circumstances of 1969 differed considerably
from those of 1965, and therein lies the gxplanation of Holton's
victory. In his first campaign, the GOP candidate had run slightly
to the left of moderatebconservative Democrat Mills Godwin. As a
result, Holton won his votes from Negroes, anti-organization
Tidewater liberal Democrats, northern Virginia suburbanites (both
liberals and Republican loyalists) and Western Virginia traditional
Republican voters., Except in tradi;iénally Republican counties and
some suburban areas, the 1965 Holton vote did not strongly correlate
witﬁ 1960 Nixon strength because Holton had captured few votes among
the coﬁservative'Democrats who constituéed (and still cbnstitute) a
large blo; of those Virginians who vote Républican'for President.
Holton's first candidacy ran against the re-alignment grain of
both Virginia and national Republicanism.

However in 1969, Holton's opponent wés no conservative but
moderate Democrat William Battle, victor in a bitter primary and

runoff, This enabled Holton to take a position more consonant with
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national and state GOP re-alignment, and he ran slightly to Battle's
right. As a result, Holton's 1969 support pattern, built mostly
on Republican and éonservative Democratic backing, correlates quite
strongly with lééo and 1968 Nixon support.

Several facts stand out clearly in an analysis of Holton's
victory. First, wherever Richard Ni#on was strong in 1968, Holton
was strong in 1969. fhe correlation between Nixon support and
Holton support is emphatic. "Nixoncrats' furnished Holton's crucial
1965-1969 gains. Back in 1965, Holton had been opposed by many of
these conservative Democratic Nixon voters (not a few were adherents
of the conservative Democratic Byrd machine). 1In 1969, they sup-
ported him first because the conservat&ve (Pollard) had lost the
Democratic primary, but alsé because of his new identification
with Richard Nixon; national Republicanism and the Nixon GOP's image
of moderate con;ervatism and non-hostility towards the South., The
Nixon visits to Virginia - those of both the President and his
family - played an essential role in firming up the Nixon electorate
for Holton. The GOP contender and Democratic nominee Battle were
quite close in ideological position, and without the essential link
to Nixon and national Republicanism, Holton (who trailed Battle in
the polls before the President's visit and election e&é Vietnam
speech) would probably have won far fewer votes from hesitant Demo=-
cratic conservatives,

A similar but second key point about Holton's 1969 vote

profile is that his Democratic supporters, save for the unique
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Richmond Negro situation, were conservatives rather than liberals.
From Virginia Beach to Winchester, Holton's support and 1965-1969
gains typically correlate with Democratic primary support for de-
feated conseryative Pollard and successful moderate Battle rather
than with support for defeated liberal Democrat Howell, Most Negro
and white working class Howell backers remained within the Democratic
party, casting November votes for Battle. It is crystal clear that
conservative rather than liberal Democrats shifted to the Virginia
GOP in 1969.

In this connection, it is important to detail Holton's low
level of Negro support. Except in Richmond, where he won the en-
dorsement of Negroes out tovtopple the state and local Democratic
machine so that they could take over, Holton.won only about 20% of
the Negro vote (see Chart 3). In Richmond, he won about 58&, for
a statewide totai of approximately 257%.

Another factor is the relationship of the Holton vote to the
1968 Wallace vote. Those who voted for Wallace in 1968 appear to
have divided as follows in 1969: midéle-claés voters, suburbanites
and rural (mostly Southside) Pollard-Byrd supporters to Holton; blue-
collar workers, labor (Norfolk»PortsmoﬁthnNewport News), poor whites
anq most Henry Howell primary supporters to Battle. IA genéral, thé
1968 Wallaceites who voted for Holton profile more like the Nixon
electorate, indeed, man? were -probably 1960 Nixon supporters who

will presumably back the President again in 1972.
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As for the geographic paﬁtorn of Holton's 1965-1969 gain,
it was predominantly conservative, being sharpest in "'Southside"
Virginia, This is the Southern-oriented part of the state, in.turn
the stronghold of the Di#iecrats, George Wallace and the once-
powerful Byrd méchine. Whereas in 1965; Holtog had captured only
10-20% of the Southside vote, conservative‘increments_of Nixon~Byrd-
Pollard voters pushed the Holton total up to 45% in 1§69. Both
Chart 3 and Map 2 illustrate the Southside surge. Other major Holton
gains occurred in Richmond and its burgeoning, fiercely conservative
suburbs, the nearby Tidewater and the comservative Shenandoah Valley.
There was no particular Holton surge in sugurban Northern Virginia
where Holton's percentages closely approximated those of 1965, and
his vote totals, though well above 1965 levels, lagged far behind
Nixon's 1968 levels.

The whole thrust of the 1965-1969 change in Holton's vote
pattern is conservative, a coming together of the Republicans
and much of the state's conservative Democratic electorate., The
supportlregistered for Holton by 58% of Richmoqd's Negrdés (in
other races they went 5:1 Democratic as usual) is one of the handful
of exceptions that prove the rule.

The nature of Holton's new coalition suggests that his
victory was principally a reflection of A)‘his idengification with

Nixon Republicanism and B) the splintering of and conservative
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exodus from the Democratic Party. Liﬁwood Holton's victory was
not personal but sltuational, Clearly his conservative, Byrd °
Democrat gains were situational, And in areas where Republicanism
was already established and the Democratic Party was not splitting
apart - Northern Virginia suburbia, the mountains: - Holton's vote
was much like that of other 1969 GOP candidates and very much in
the pattern of (although smaller than) Nixon's 1968 electorate.

To fully amplify and explain the 1969 Virginia results
and the future configurations they suggest, it is useful to
structure group and regional perspectives, In the first vein,
analyses follow of‘the 1969 Virginia behavibr of A) Republicans;
B) conservative Democrats; C) liberal Democrats; and D) Negroes.
On & regional basis, analyses follow for A) Northern
Virginia suburbia; B) the Shenandoah Valley; C) Greater Richmond;

D) the Western.Mbuntains; E) Southside; and F) Norfolk-Portsmouth-

Newport News~Hampton Roads, -
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I Group Behavior

During the late Nineteen-Sixties, Virginia's electofate
broke dowm rouggly as follows.

Race: White - 85%; Negro - 15%

§
Politics: Republican - 30% .
Conservative Waite Democrat - 35%
Liberal White Democrat =~ 20%
Negro (Democrat) - 15%

The 30% Republican ratio represents an estimate of the
average GOP share of the vote for local and lesser state offices.

On the other hand, the ideological breakdown of the Democratic
electorate is necessarily imprecise. A higher ratio of Democrats
can be rated "conservative" on the face issue ﬁhan on questions
of economics and fighting the 'big boys" of the state's financial
power structure.

In the past, Republican gubernatorial candidates in Virginia
usually sought to augment their own moderate-to-conservative white
party constituency by aiming at anti-organization (liberal) Democrats
and Negroes. Conservatiye Democratic votes went to the‘candidates
of the conservative (Byrd) machine that controlled the party. And so
long as the Democratic Party remained the vehicle of Virginia con-
servatism and the state power structure, its guberﬁatorial candidates
always won. This situation prevailed through 1965, even though con-
servative Virginia Democrats were becoming increasingly disillusioned
with the national Democratic Party as well as increasingly unable to

control their own state Democratic Party.
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Then in 1968, only 15-35% of white Virginia supported the
Democratic presidential nominee, and the conscrvative exodus from
the party accelexated. With more Negroes thing than ever before
and conservatives switching ;o the GOP, the conservative gubernatorial
candidate lost a three-way Democratic primary in 1969, and a moderate
ultimately triumphed in the run-off,
This set the scene for the Republican Party to assume a new
role in Virginia politics as the state vehicle of the moderate-~to- it
conservative Virginia majority that had already abandoned the |
Democrats on a national level. The different reactions of Republicans,
conservative Democrats, liberal Democrats, Negroes and Wallaceites
illustrate the re-alignment process.
A. Republicans
Virginia's:Republican Party strength centers in two areas -
Northern Virgin;a's Washington, D.C. suburbs and the traditionally
Republican western highlands. These are the sections of the state
that, in addition to voting for GOP presidents, elect 1$ca1 Republigan
county officials, state legiglators and congressmen. Map 1 shows
the areas in questioh.
In 1965, a number of these counties gave majorities to
Linwood Holton. As the map shows, no other coﬁnties in the state
did so. Holton's first race was very much in keeping with the GOP's
unsuccessful past: wholly inadequate support ianirginia's large

majority of traditionally Democratic counties.
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Virginia's traditional and suburban Republicans probably
accounted for at least three quarters of Holton's 41% vote share.
Although the great bulk of Virginia's Republicans voted for Holton
in 1965, a small percentage backed conserva%ive Democrat Godwin.
In 1969, Holton's Republican support was probébly well-nigh come
plete. Infinitely more meaningful was his ability to go beyond
it and tap conservatiﬁe Democrat support.

B. Conservative Democrats

Conservative Democrats are probably the largest single voter
bloc in Virginia. Their greatest numbers are concentrated in the
predominantly rural area which rolls south from Leesburg and
Winchester to Petersburg and Suffolk in the east and Lyncﬁburg in
the west (see Map 2).

In 1948, this was Virginia's best Dixiecrat country; in 1968
most of Wallace's best areas fell within these bounds. This geographic
sweep has always been the bulwark of Democratic gubernatorial victory.
Then in 1969, these counties produced the highest ratio of primary
support'for conservative (Byrd) candidate Fred Pollard. ‘When Pollard
lost - the first gubernaforial defeat for the conservatives in many
years = thé conservative Democratic element looked for a new power
bése.

On the presidential level, an increasing number of conserva-

tive Virginia Democrats have been voting Republican since the first

‘

Reproduced at the Richard Nixon Presidential Library and Museum



“golden silence" of Senator Harry Byrd two decades ago. But not
until 1969 did a conservative Democratic primary loss trigger the
same movement on-the state level,

In comparison with his dismal 1?65 showing among conserva=
tive Democrats, Linwood Holton ran very well in 1969. He picked
up the conservative Democrats who have long voted Republican for
president -~ in terms of 1960 and 1968, call them the Nixoncrats =
aﬁd he added the Byrd-Pollard supporte%s among those who had backed
George Wallace in 1968. Midway in Holton's campaign, his conser-
vative Democratic support was fattened by the switch to the GOP of /
several hundred prominent Richmond Democrats.

On a geographical basis, Holton's greatest 1965-1969 gains,
averaging 20-30 percentagé points, came in Southside Virginia,
heartland of the old conservative Democrat hegemony. Map 3 shows
the counties where conservative Democrat Pollard won better than
302 of the July primary vote. And as Map 3 shows, this was the
same area where Holton scored his best gains. Southside counties
where H&lton had received ounly 8-15% of the vote in 1965kgave him
.40-507% backing in 1969.

This vote did not come from Negroes ér white liberals. It
came from conservative Democrats and Nixoncrats. From one end of
Virginia to the other, with only a‘ few exceptions (like black

Richmond and a few Tidewater areas), the best Holton precincts
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were those that had produced three, four and five~-to-one ratios
of primary support for moderate Battle and conservative Pollard.
The best Holton precincts were ones which had gone ten-to-one
against the liberal Democratic primary candidate, and the worst
Holton precincts were those which had voted ten-to-one for the
liberal primary candidate.

.

For example, in suburban Washington's Fairfax County, top
Pollard precincts like Thompson's and Lorton produced not 6nly the
- largest 1965-1969 Holton percentage gains but some of the top
Holton percentages. On the other hand, the precincts that produced
the top liberal percentages in the Democratic primary gave Battle
his only precinct éuccesses in November.

In Norfolk, the pattern was the same., The best Pollard
precincts were Fhe top Holton precincts, and the liberal, Howell
precincts were the worst Holton precincts, Likewise in Virginia
Beach, where the toplPollard precincts - Cape Henry and Linkhorn -
topped Holton's list.

In and around Richmond, the best Holton totals ¢ame in the
precincts Pollard had carried in July. Suburban Henrico County's
Tuckahoe and Rollingwood, the top two Pollard pre;incts, led
Holton's list. And within Richmond, the pattern again showed
the éop Pollard precincts -‘Dover Road (2), University of Richmond,

Tuckahoe, Lock Lane - as Holton's best. All of these heavily
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pro-Pollard areas went two or threc-to-one for Holton. (As indi-
cated, Richmond also offers a unique iﬁstanqe of Negro Howellites
voting for Holton).

To the west, in Lynchburg, the precincts that went for
Pollard were also Holton's. The liberal precincts - Howell's in
the primary -~ voted for Democrat Battle in the election.

Chart 1 illustrates how, in Fairfax County and Norfolk,
two areas where the GOP potential is supposed to rest on liberal
Demograts, the 1969 Holton vote correlates not with liberal Demo-

cratic insurgence but with the crossing-over of conservative

Pollard and Battle supporters.

Wnether in cities like Virginia Beach, Norfolk K or Richmond,
or suburbs like Chesterfield-Henrico or Fairfax, or in rural South-
side Virginia, Hglton scored well and made his major gains among
conservative Democraté. These gains brought the profile of Holton's
electorate more in line with the Nixon constituency he had been
unable to replicate in 1965. Moreover, it stimulated the more basic
state level re-alignment of the conservative wing of the Democratic
Party already moving towards presidential Republicanism.

C. Liberal Democrats

Holton did not make major gains among liberal Democrats,
and in some areas he actually lost some liberal support he had

enjoyed in 1965 against a more conservative opponent,
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ot high (and frequently fell below his 1965 ratios).

The white liberal Democrats of Virginia center in three
areas: Northern Virginia suburbia, the Tidewater (including
Norfolk, Portsmouth and Newport News) and the unionized mining
counties of the western mountains.

As for the Tidewater, Holton won most Tidewater counties,
scoring small to substantial géins over 1965. Generally speaking,
his gains came in more conservative areas, but in some counties he
carried Howell strongholds.  Quite a few Tidew;ter counties (places
like New Kent, King and Queen, Gloucester; Mathews, James City and
Charles City) have very small populations, The voting strength of
the Tidewater lies in Norfolk, Portsmouth, Newport News and
Hampton Roads. In these areas, Holton won only one~fifth of the
Negro vote, and probably only one-quarter to one-third of the
poor white (economic liberal) vote. The large majority of anti-
Establishment poor whites - most voted for Wallace in 1968 and for
populist liberal Henry Howell in the Democratic primary - backed
Democratic candidate Battle in the general election.

The Tidewater Wallace vote appears to have split two ways.

On one hand, most of the poor whites, especially the labor union

Reproduced at the Richard Nixon Presidential Library and Museum



e
members and other economic liberals who voted for Howell, appear
to have gone solidly Democratic. (Holton's AFL-CIO endorsement,

.

given to crack the Byrd machine, not the Democratic Party per se,
appears to have cut little ice.) The Wallaceites who backed

Holton were the 1owar-midd1e-class and middle-class elements
5

mostly conservatives who opposed Howell in the Democratic guberna-

torial primary. The poor white Wallace electorate, populist by .

nature, liberal in economic philosophy and pro-Howell in the 1969
Democratic Primary, gave minimal support to Holton,

Nor did Holton do particularly well in the traditionally
insurgent and anti~Byrd machine mining countiecs of western Virginia,
In several - Russell, Scott = he fell below his 1965 ratios. Holton
lost Buchanan, Giles, Lee, Russell, Tazewell and Wise counties,

Plus the cities of Norton and Bristol., Oof these, Richard Nixon

had carried Giles, Lee, Russell and Bristol City in 1968, While
Holton improved his 1965 showing, his gains in the western mountain_
counties were not great, and were Principally confined to the

bloc of counties where Pollard had run fairly well in the Demo~
¢ratic primary.

Northern Virginia suburbia (see subsequent regional analysis)

has a number of liberal areas, and most of them gave Holton ratios
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similar to or lower fhanvthose of 1965. As Chart 4 shows,
Holton's 1969 percentages in Arlington, Fairfax, Alexandria and
Falls Church were almost the same as thése of 1965. And within
the region, Holton's 1965-1969 gains in conservative areas were
generally balanced by percentage slippages in strong liberal areas,
albeit the changes were not too great,

In Virginia's areas of liberal Democratic strength, Holton's
vote gains generally did not come erm thgse groups but, as indi-
cated, from dissident conservative elements. Nor was there any
great pro-Holton turnout. Increases in the vote between 1965 and
1969 were similar to those in other areas of the state. lastly,
as Chart 2 shows, Holton generally trailed Nixon's 1968 popular
vote - despite higher presidential turnout, it must be remembered
that Nixon was iq a three-way race - across moét of Virginia's more
liberal regions.

In sum, - although Holton did win some liberal Democratic
votes; such a pattern consisted more of exception than rule.
Liberal Democrats are gaining increasing power within their party,
and most of them supported it in 1969.

D. ©Negroes
Negroes cast about 15% of Virginia's total vote in 1969,
and their support for Linwood Holton was about 25% statewide.

The one major Negro concentration where Holton scored well

was in Richmond, where the local Negro voter council backed Holton.
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Supporters of defeated liberal Democrat Henry Howell, they

endorsed Holton to break the back of the conservative Democratic

machine (by eleéting a Republican governor) so that liberals - in
‘Richmond mostly black - could take over the Democratic Party.,
Richmond Negroes voted four and five-to-one Democratic except in
the gubernatorial race, where, as Chart 3 shows, Holton won about
56—58% of the black vote.

Outside of Richmond - and 85% of Virginia's Negroes do live
outside the city - Holton won only 15-20% of the black vote. As
Chart 3 illustrates, the black precincts of Portsmouth, Norfolk and
Newport News gave Holton only 13-20% supéort. In Danville and
Lynchburg, the major cities of substantially Negro Southside Virginia,
the largely black precinects gave Holton 20-25% support, parﬁ of which
probably reflect; a small white minority.‘ Out in the rural Sbuthside
precincts that are at least two-thirds Negro, Holton's defeats were
by decisive majorities, although mixed residential patterns make
analysis more difficult than in the cities. All in all, Tidewater,
.Southside and other rural Negroes appear to have gone only 15-20%
for Holton, a low level of Republicanism akin to the North. The
exceptional situation in greater Richmond, however, probably puts
Holton's overall statewide Negro support at a roughly 25% level.

Further evidence of the insecurity of Holton's 1969 Richmond.

Negro vote came in a December, 1969 citywide state senate by-election.
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A black Democrat was elected to the state senate ag

opposition of a white Republican and a white conservative Democrat.

.

. TR R et : 5 e :
Negro Richmond, having gained its power within the Democratic Party,
bloc-voted for its own candidate against the Holton-backed Republican

who won the bulk of the white vote.

/
/

Black Virginia was a mainstay of the Democratic Party in

1969 and there is little indication of a contrary trend developing.

IT. Regional Behavior

The highest levels of 1§69 Republican strength in Virginia
came in the western mountains, the Shenandoah Valley, Northern
Virginia suburbia and greater Richmond. With tﬁe exception of
Richmond, these areas have few Negroes. .

In the Norfolk-Portsmouth-Tidewater and in Southside, Republican
strength reached 55-65% among white voters, but Holton ran about éven
with Battle because of Democratic strength among the large Negro
population.

'On a statewide basis, the races in Virginia appeér to have
divided as follows:

Virginia (Statewide)

Holton Battle Tota

Vote Share Vote Share | Vote

Whites (85% of State) 50% 35% - 85%
Negroes (15% of State) A 11% 15%
: 54% 4.6%, 100%
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But in the Tidewater and Southside, Negroes cast 25-30%
of the vote, and the ratio appears to be more in the following

vein:

Southside~Tidewater
: Holton Battle Total
Vote Share Vote Share Vote

Whites (75%) - F 459, 30% 75%
Negroes (25%) ' 5% ' 20% 25%
: ; 50% 50% 100%

The major phenomenon of 1969 is the high level of Republican

support among moderate-to-conservative white voters all over the

state,

A. Northern Virginia Suburbia

Northern:Virginia's fast-growing suburbs are increasingly
prone to vote Republicanrin pregidential, gubernatdfial,‘congressional
and now state legislative contests. |

Aé a general rule, the GOP support pattern mixes Republican
and conservative Democratic voters, Liberal Democrats (suburbanites 7\
and Negroes), increasingly dominant in their own.party, rarely
support Republican candidates.

The 1969 Holton pattern in Alexandria, Arlingtoﬁ, Falls-
Church and Fairfax fits this moderate-conservative mold. Holtqn's\

1969 percentages were very close to those of 1965, and his

pluralities were not much changed., Within the four cities end

.
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counties, Holton generally scored 1965-1969% gains in conservative

~

areas and suffered small 1965-1969 losses in some activist, liberal

©

()
s

areas. Holton's 1a;gJ t leads over Nixon came in strong Pollard-
George Wallace precincts like Lorton. In silk-stocking suburbs,
Holton frequently captured lower percentages than Nixon. Chart 4
shows the 1965, 1968 and 1969 GO? two~pa£ty vote shares in

Alexandria, Arlington, Fairfax and Falls Church. Chart 5 compares

4]

Nixon and Holton's vote shares in selected Fairfax precincts.
Holton's 1969 support was much more party than pefsonal.
His statewide running mates and local candidates fared as well or
almost as well. Holton's percentages were much lower than those
won by conservative GOP Congressmen Broyhill and Scott. In com-
parisoﬁ with President Nixon, Holton won about the same share of
the two-party vote.. However, as Chart 2 shows, the gubernatorial
race elicited a much smaller turnout than the presidential election,
and Holton won far fewer votes than Nixon had in 1968.
Northern Virginia suburbia appears to be moving into the
Republicaﬁ column witﬁ the key impetus coming from both thé steady

influx of suburbanites and the changeover of conservative, oldline

Democrats (including lower middle-class whites).

B. « The Shenandoah Valley

Reaching from Winchester to Lexington, the Shenandoah Valley

encompasses a prime conservative stretch of Virginia. The northern
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scction - Winchester, Clark County and so forth - is thé homeland

0.

1

of. the Byrd political dynasty and has a long Democratic tradition,

r

now eroding as the. Democratic party changes coloration. The
southern part of the Valley, especially the o0ld German-settled area

in Shenandoah, Rockingham and Page counties, is traditionally

Republican. The entire Shenandozh went strongly Republican in both
the 1960 and 1968 presidential races, giving Richard Nixon large
leads.

In 1965, Holton did not carry the northern Shenandoah counties,
and his victories were confined to the old German counties. He
carried the Valley by about one thousand votes, losing most of the
ldcal conservative Democratic electorate to Battle. Three years
later, Nixon swept through the Valley like Civil War cavalry,
carring every city:and county ;nd amassing a thirty thousand vote
lead. /

With the defeat of the conservatives in the 1969 gubernatorial

e

primary, the scene was set for conservative Democratic disaffection
and re-alignment to secep down to the gubernatorial level, énd that
is what happened. Holton carried all the cities, lost only two
small counties, and won the Valley by fifteen thousand votes. His
increment came from conservatives, and was largest in the old Byrd

stomping grounds, As Chart 6 shows, Holton scored 15-30 percentage

point gains between 1965 and 1969 in the Byrd country of the Upper
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Shenandoah and nearby Piedmont, counties where conservative Pollard

had done well in the primary.

.

g

No other section of the state matched these 1965-19569 GO

Hh

(o}

L

gubernatorial gains except Southside, greater Richmond and the

Tidewater, the other principal places where large numbers of con-
servative Democrats switched to the Republican candidate.

Area couservatism secems to be formiﬁg up on the Republican
side of the fence, and.future years should see the GOP cemenf this
position. The GOP may pick up a conservative Democratic congressional
district.

C. Creater Richmond

The greater Righmond area has voteﬁ Republican in:every
presidential race since 1952, however local GOP candidates Eave
not been able toitap much of this potential because of the con-

;
servative bent and appeal of the Richmond area and Virginia
Democratic Party.

Linwood Holton won only about 30% of the Richmond area vote -
Richmond City, Colonial ﬂeights City, Chesterfield and Henrico
counties (suburbia) - in 1965. But he did not trail too far behind
Democrat Mills Godwin because a third party.comservative candidate
won nearly a quarter of the vote. -Holton's 1965 electorate was a
patchwork quilt of Negroes, liberal Democrats and'Republicans.

Then in 1968, Richard Nixon swept the area. The suburban

Richmond counties of Chesterfield and Henrico so despised the
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national Democratic Party that they gave Hubert Huﬁphrey only
15% of the vote. The rest divided 60:25 between Richard Nixon
and George Wallace. The City of Richmond, where Humphrey profited
from a Negro bloc vote, split 48:41:11 between Humphrey, Nixon and
Wallace. Colonial Heights almost obliterated Humphrey. The 1968
Nixon lead in the four countics and cities was 37,000,

A year later, Linwood Holton rolled up an edge of 33,000,
winning 64% of the total vote. His Richmond area support was
unique in that it came from both ends of the spectrum - white con~
servative Democrats moving into the GOP_and Richmond City Negroes
voting ﬁor a Republican governor to hasten the demise of the con-
servative element an& its control of the Democratic Party.

Black Richmoﬁd, as well as the small Negro population in
Richmond's suburban environs, gave Holton considerably more than
half of its vote in 1969, a marked increase over 1965 levels. But
Holton rolled up much higher support ratios -~ 70% or more - in the
middle-class and upper-middle-class prime Pollard precincts of
Richmond'and its suburbs. This too represented a huge inérease in
support over 1965. Greater Richmond's poor white areas, although
staunchly opposed to the national Democratic Party, divided about
evenly between Holton‘and Democratic gubernatorial candidate Battle.

The course of re-alignment seems clear enough, but it was

clarified by a December, 1969 Richmond citywide election for a
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vacant seat in the Virginia State Senate. -A black Democrat was
elected with a plurality; a Holton-backed Republican ran second,

a conservative Democrat third. Negro Richmond bloc-voted for the
black Democrat, giving the white Republican almost no support.

Less than 5% of the white electorate backed the Negro; the majority
voted Republican rather than conservative Democratic.

It seems very likely that'Negroes will take over or pléy a
usually-dominant role in Richmond Democratic politics. 1In turn,
this should cement their Democratic loyalty and firm up the Repub-
licanism of the conservative white electorate of greater Richmond.
The greater Richmond congressional district, now held by a consér~
vative Democrat, could turn Republicam soor,

Richmond's suburbs are growing at a huge rate, faster than
all other Virginia counties save Fairfax. Their eséalgting
Republicanism should be of increasing importance in statewide
elections.

D., The Western Mountains

Virginia's Western highlands are the one part of thé‘state
that has very few Negroes and a tradition of Republicanism that
reaches back to Civil War days. The region has voted Republican
for president since 1948 (excluding 1964) and is currently repre-
sented in Congress by two Republicans. Democratic strength is
concentrated in a half-dozen mining counties as well as a few

machine-controlled counties.
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As Map 1 shows, this region together with the southern
Shenandoah, furnished most of the traditionally Republican counties
and cities that backed Linwood Holton in 1965. Holton inflated
his support in 1969 by only 5-10%, much less than his statewide
average gain. :

This is not the part of the state where the GOP is makiﬁg
‘major strides, however the Republicans are shoring up existing
strength and the Western Mountains should continue to favor
Virginia Republican candidacies. “

E. Southside Virginia

Southside Virginia, once a foréress of conservative Democratic
tradition, has been moving away from the Democratic Part& during
the Nineteen-Sixties. Most of the courties between Danville and
Norfolk clung t; their old loyalties in the 1960 presidential race,
but since then they have not produced Democratic presidential
majorities. :

. Stalwartly southern in outlook, "Southside'" is the most
strongly Negro section of Virginfa. At least a dozen counties
are more than 407 black. Increasing black voting is the only
source of national Democratic strength. The local wﬁite population
is extremely conservative and voted about 8:1 against Hubert '
Humphrey in 1968.
Despite considerable presidéntial Republicanism - coﬁcen«

trated in urban-suburban middle-class precincﬁs - Southside has

v
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until recently given almost no suppért to local and state house
GOP candidates. In 1965, Linwood lolton scored 10%-30% levels
in most of the Southside counties. His best levels came in a few
anti-organization areas. . |

Nixon and Wallace split the Southside white vote in 1968,

with the lion's share - 607 - going to the Alabaman. ‘Hﬁmphrey
won solid support from the black vote, which constitutes about a
quarter of the Southside electorate.

In 1969, many of the Southside counties were among £he
state's strongest tefrifories for conéervative, Byrd machine
gubern;;orial candidate Pollavd., DMap 2 jillustrates the geography
of Pollard support and conservative Democratic tradition. With
Pollard's defgat, Southside conservative Democrats, like others
in Virginia, saw an era come to an end.

The November general election saw a majofity of white
Southsiders swing to the GOP gubernatorjal candidate for the first
time in many years. As Map 3.shows, Southside was the part of the
state where Holton scored his best 1965-1969 gains.

Most Southside counties gave Holton between 40-50% of the
vote, because although the Republican contender won about 607 of
the white vote, he lost the sizeable Negro vote by at least 4:1
ratios.v In ﬁanvillc, Lynchburg, Emporia, Greensville, Chesapeake

Y

and any other Southside urban locales where the Negro vote can
; 2 . .
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be sorted out - almost all Southside rural precincts are racially
mixed -~ it went 4:1 against»HO]ton.

Génerally speaking, Holton's best precincts - this is true
throughout Southside - were the middle-class and upper-middle
class precincts that had produced Nixon's highegt 1968 suppoft
levels. In such areas, the middle-class and upper-middlé class
Wallace vote also broke in favor of Holton. In most counties,
the top Nixon precinct (or the top Nixon-Wallace precinct) turned
out also to be the top 1969 Holton precinct.

The 1argé Southside Wallace vote divided raggedly, and by
locales as much as by economic class. The middle-class and con-
servative Byrd-Pollard element usuzlly voted for Holton. The
poorer whites generally voted for Battle or for the two minor
party conservative candidates. A halfndézen §r so Southside
counties gave the two rightwing minor party candidates 5-15% of
the vote. Back in 1965, the third-party conservative had done
much‘bctter. It is evident in the 1969 returns that\Southside
cqnservatism is moving into the Republican Party.

F. Norfolk-Newport News-Hampton

The Tidewater and its major shipyard, navy and industrial

ties are one of Virginia's more liberal areas. Not only are

ot

c
o e
there large local Negro and organized labor groups but there is

a considerable local Democratic tradition of opposition to the

party's hithevto dominant counservative element,
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Eisenhower carried the Tidewater and its major cities in
1952 and 1956 (a sizeable GOP Nogroivote helped him), but the
Democrats won narrowly in 1960 and mor; solidly in 1964. Nixon
and Wallace.split most of the whité Voté.in 1968, while Humphrey.
won 95% black support.,

Running for governor in 1965, Linwood Holton was badly

defeated in Norfolk, Newport News, Portsmouth and'Virginia Beach.

He did not tap much Democratié insurgency on either the 1iber§l
or conservative side., This changed ip 11969

July and August 1969 saw liberal Democratic gubernatorial
candidate Howell carfy the urban Tidewater - his home base - in
both tﬁg primary and the run-off. However he lost the run-off to
moderate Democrat Battle.

Both cgnservétives and Howell liberals were disappointed in
the outcome, but they behaved differently in tbe_general election.
Henry Howell ultimately endorsed Battle, and most Howellites voted
for Battle. In Norfolk, Portsmouth, Newport News and Virginia
Beach, Howellite poor whites went two-to-one for Battle and Negroes
about five-to-one for Battle, Chart 1 shows how the top Howell
preéincts'in Norfolk also became the top Battle precincts.

On the other hand, Norfolk's top Pollard precincts gave
Hoitrn his best vote (Chart 1 shows the parallelism). Holton

won lower-middle class, middle class and upper-middle class votes,

.
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mostly conser&ative. lis best precincts were usually also those
! : ;
where Nixon had run strongest in 1968. 1In such areas, he combined
the Nixon vote and middle-class elements éf the Wallace vote. In
fhe Tidewater area as in the rest of Virginia, Holton combined thé

Republican and conservative Democratic votes. In so doing, he

gollowed the pattern laid down in the 1968 Norfolk—Porté&outh
€Ongreséion81 race, when the primary victory of a liberal Democrat
had enable GOP candidate Whitehurst to triumph by combining the
Republican vote and the conservative Democratic vote.

Like Northern Virginia suburbia, the Tidewater is an area
of liberal Democratic strength, however the Republican pattern

and opportunity is to cowbine with the conservative Democrats

leaving their party because of growing liberal influence.

ITI. Conclusion

For the first time, the GOP in 1969 achieved in Virginla
on a state level what it has several times recently achieved on
the ﬁresidential level: combination of the_Republicah and con-
servative Democratic electorates into a functioning majority.
Virginia is a basjically conscrvative state - suburbanization around
Richmond and Washington is re-enforcing not weakening this bias -

and the new conservative coalition should move towards statewide

‘dominance under the GOP label, making the Democrats into a shaky
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minority coalition of Negroes, Tidewater Howellites, Western

Mountain miners and other Democrats and the liberal element of

Northern Virginia suburbia,
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CHART 1

Norfolk City and Fairfax County - the ¢
Parallel Between Holton General Election
Support and (Conservative) Pollard Primary

Support and Betwee

n Battle General Election

Support and (liberal) Howell Primary Support

Norfolk City

Top Pive Boltom Precincts
(1969 General Election)

20th Precinct

19th i
15th LA
26th H
33xd s

Top Five Battle Precincts
(1969 General Election)

17th Precinct

4th it
9th u
42nd L
2nd .

Fairfax County

Top Five Battle Precincts
(1969 General Election)

Kirkside
Sugarlands
Bucknell
Westlawn
Sherwood

Top Five Pollard Precincts
(1969 Democratic Primary)

26th Precinct
1%th i
30¢th it
15¢th 1
20th i

Top Five Howell Precincts
(1969 Democratic Primary)

2nd Precinct
6th 1
Lth 1
17th 1"
14th H

Top Five Howell Precincts
(1969 Democratic Primary)

Kirkside
Bailey's
Sugarlands
Barcroft
Westlawn
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CHART 2

A Comparison of the 1969 Holton Vote
and the 1968 Nixon Vote in Liberal
Axeas of Virginia

Northern Virginia Suburbia

Nixon 1968 Holton 1969
Alexandria 13,265 8,987
Arlington 28,163 1.8, 311
Fairfax 57,462 38,032
Falls Church 2,005 1,370
Norfolk-Tidewater
Newport News 12744 13,678
Norfolk 22,302 ’ 20,683
Portsmouth® 9,402 9,638

Western Virginia Mining Area

Bristol City 1,930 Al s
- Lee County! 4,450 3595
Scott County 5,345 : 3,889
Washington County 6,665 4,680
Wise County®# 5,004 ' 5,149
* George Wallace won 12,000 votes in Portsmouth.
** Holton's old home county.
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Chaprtl % Holton and the Negro Vote

Holton Vote Share, 1959

. i ' T . \
Citv/Countv (Precinct/Merd):

Richmond, Precinct 18 61%
i " 62 62
" n 63 56
n 1" & 53
n 1 66 53
" i 67 A . 58
Charles City County® 27
Danville, Ward 3 P |
1 1" 9 } Sl
Hampton, Phoenix Precinct 3L
el Aberdeen Precinct 3L
Lynchburg, lst Precinct, 3rd Ward 25
il 1st Preecinet, 2nd Ward 23
Newport News, Dunbar Precinct 17
it . Jeffersen Precinet, 19
i Newsome Park Precinct 19
1% Chestnut Precinct 20
U Lee Precinct 22
Norfolk, 2nd Precinct : i
il 4th Precinet 17
n 6th Precinct |
Portsmouth, 26th Precinct 15
if 27th Precinct 48

* Included in this list are the top Negro wards and precincts
of all of Virginia's major cities.

1 - Charles City County, the most heavily Negro in the state,
is roughly 70-75% Negro. :

Reproduced at the Richard Nixon Presidential Library and Museum



CHART &

1965-1969 Trends in Northern
Virginia Suburbia
Republican Share of the Two-Party Vote
1965 1968 1569
City/County (FHolton) (Nixon) (Holton)
Alexandria o 4.8% 510
Arlington b 52 52
Fairfax 55 y 5 I 55
Falls Church 53 52 49
CHART 5 °

Comparison Between 1968 Nixon Percentages
and 1969 Holton Percentages in Selected
Fairfax Precincts i

1969 Nixon 1969 Holton
Share of Share of
Precinct Total Vote Total Vote
Silk-Stocking Suburban
Waynewood 60% 58%
Cooper 61 64
Chain Bridge 5V 59
Chesterbrook 59 58
Cardinal 60 58
Substantially Jewish Suburban
Barcroft 47 55
Sugarland (Reston) , 37 . 41
Substantially Negro and
Federal Employee
Kirkside : 30 33
lower~Middle Income White
Lorton 38 (Wallace-32) 58
Jerman town : 41 (Wallace-33) 65
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CHART 6

1965 - 1969 Trends in the Upper
Shendndoah and Adjacent Piedmont
Holton Share of Holton Share of

City or County Total Vote 1965 Total Vote 1969
Clarke County : 28% 467,
Culpeper County 26 51
Fauquier County 29 49
-Fluvanna County ZE 53
Frederick County 40 66
Madison County - 38 62
Orange County : 30 57
Warren County i 37 S
Staunton City 47 62
Winchester City 38 58

Reproduced at the Richard Nixon Presidential Library and _Museum _
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