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CHAPTER I
INTRODUCTION

"In the contemporary world the activity of voting is
rivaled only by the market as a means of reaching collective
decisions from individuals."l Voting is essential in a
democracy, for this i1s the method by which the public express-
es its preference for a particular party or individual. 1In
recent years there has been a veritable avalanche of voting
studies which have formulated various hypotheses concerning
the electoral behavior of the public. Studies on voting
behavior have been made in terms of party and group identifi-
cation of the voters, the role of the candidates' personalities,

~the role of the choice between policies, etc.

Since this thesis is primarily concerned with voting pat-
terns, 1ts purpose will be to determine empirically the ma jor
determinants of support for the candidates in a specific elec-
tion, This study will focus on the 1964 senatorial election in
Oklahoma between Bud Wilkinson, the Republican candidate, and
Fred Harris, the Democratic nominee, and an effort will be made
to weigh empirically the factors which influenced the public

in voting for Harris and for Wilkinson. The task of determining

>

1An3u§ Campbell et al., The American Voter, p.3.
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these factors was accomplished primarily through the use of
questionnaires, which were sent to representatives of the
three primary economic interest groups in each Oklahoma county,
viz., agriculture, business, and labor, 1In this way, it was
possible to identify the degree of group support for each of
the candidates. Questionnaires were also sent to newspaper
editors in each county who attempted to evaluate the electoral
behavior of the local voting public. The tabulated results of
these questionnaires were matched with an analysis of county
voting results in which the socio-economic characteristics of
the county were compared to party vote percentages.

The ma jor hypothesis of this study is that Harris' victory
over the Republican candidate was the result of voters' response
to party identification, and that neither issues nor personality
factors were significant influences on the voters.

The first chapter of this work will provide the background
to the election, which was necessitated by the death of the
incumbent, Robert S. Kerr, and resulted in the interim appoint-
ment of J. Howard Edmondson. It will briefly summarize the
Republican and Democratic primaries and the Democratic run-off
primary, give a brief description of all the candidates for the
office and a resume of their ma jor campaign statements. The
chapter will conclude with an analysis of the outcome of the
primaries,

Chapter Two will be essentially a description of the sen-=
atorial campaign of the two party nominees, Wilkinson and Harris,

explaining their campaign organizations, campaign techniquea,



campaign strategy, and statements.

The third chapter will contain the electoral analysis,
The results of the questionnaires sent to the interest groups
will be analyzed in an effort to discover the primary factors
which influenced the group voting behavior and to ascertain
whether there was a pattern of support. The purpose of this
is to enable the author to make certain generalizations con-
cerning the characteristics of group support for the candi-
dates.

The second half of the third chapter will be concerned
with the county support received by each candidate., The
results of the guestionnaires will be examined in an attempt
to ascertain the primary determinants of support. The county
voting results will be compared with certain socio-economic
characteristics of each county in order to discover the
relationship between these characteristics and the percentage
of the party vote in each county., This will be accomplished
with the use of statistigal evidence, 1.e., the determination
of the relationship between the two variables, If a relation-
ship does exist between the two variables, then it should be
possible to make certain generalizations concerning Harris!
victory.

The fourth chapter will be the conclusion, which will
hopefully verify the author's hypothesis based upon the
analyses in the preceding chapter. If the hypothesis is valid,
then generalizations concerning Oklahoma politics and future

campaigns may be drawn.



CHAPTER II
PRELUDE TO THE 1964 OKLAHOMA SENATORIAL ELECTION

On January 1, 1963 Robert S. Kerr, Democratic senior
senator from Oklahoma, died unexpectédly from a heart attack,
thus creating a vacuum in political power in Oklahoma.l Kerr,
who was a former national committeeman and state governor,had
served as United States Senator since 1948, He had been de-
scribed as one of the most powerful men ever to emerge from
Oklahoma and as the "Uncrowned King of the Senate."® The

New York Times accredited his power to the following factors:

(a) His positiog as a ranking member of powerful
committees.

(b) His position as chief protagonist for the
powerful natural gas and oil industries in
Congress.

(¢) His own personal drive.%

Senator Kerr was a very powerful individual and his death was

lyew York Times, January 2, 1963.

®From a speech by Paul Douglas, D-Ill., during e filibus-
ter on the communications satellite bill. August 16, 1962. U.
S., Congressional Record, 87th Cong., 2nd Sess., 1962, CXIII,
Part 12, p. 16685.

3At the time of his death he served as chairman of the
Aeronautical and Space Sciences Committee, was the second rank-
ing member of the Finance Committee, was the ranking member of
the Public Works Committee, and served as chairman of the Sub-
Committee on Rivers and Harbors.,

dNew York Times, January 2, 1963.
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followed by immediate speculation of who could or would
succeed him, Kerr's successor would be appointed by the
governor to serve until the next general election when the
voters themselves would choose a replacement.

As a likely successor to Kerr, it was rumored that the
Democratic Governor, J. Howard Edmondson, would appoint his
brother, Ed Edmondson, Congressman from the Second District,
to fill the vacancy. However, the most prevalent rumor con-
cerning Kerr's successor was that J. Howard Edmondson, who
was due to go out of office on January 14, would resign and
be appointed to the position by the then Lieutenant Governor,
George Nigh, who would himself become governor.

Edmondson had become governor of Oklahoma in 1958 after
carrying each of Oklahoma's 77 counties, the greatest margin
ever recorded in an Oklahoma gubernatorial race.5 However,
soon after his inauguration, he began to make political
enemies, and disagreement between the executive and legislative
branches of government characterized his administration.6 It
was apparent that if Governor Edmondson were to fill this
vacancy himself, it would bring forth an intense, active, and
possibly bitter Democratic primary, and therefore an improved

position for the Republicans in the general election in November,

STulsa World, June 7, 1963,

67he disagreement concerned repeal of prohibition, the
institution of a merit system, the creation of a constitutional
highway commission, and the control of county commissioner
spending.



Kerrfs funeral was held January 3 in Oklahoma City and
was attended by the President of the United States, John F.
Kennedy, and members of the Oklahoma congressional delegation,
Although Edmondson refuseé confirmation, it was said that he
and Kennedy had discussed a possible successor to Senator Kerr,”
Further, a meeting at Tinker Air Force Base was held by
Edmondson and Congressmen Ed Edmondson, John Jarman, Tom Steed,
Victor Wickersham, and Senator A. 8. Mike Monroney., (Congress-
man Carl Albert did not attend due to illness,) J. Howard
Edmondson reported that: "We just visited about party matters
and also about the apvointment of a senator.“8 The congres-
sional delegation was reportedly split, with Wickersham, Steed,
Jarman, and Ed Edmondson favoring J. Howard Edmondsonfs appoint-
ment, while Monroney and Albert favored Ed Edmondson,

Finally, on January 6, Edmondson resigned as governor and
was Immediately appointed by his successor, George Nigh, to
represent Oklahoma in the United States Senate until the vacancy
caused by Kerr's death could be filled by election as required
by lawog In accepting the appointment Edmondson stated, "It is
certainly my intention to seek re-election in 1964, "10

Within minutes after Edmondson's appointment was announced,

Robert 8. Kerr, Jr. issued a statement which made it clear that

Trulsa World, January 4, 1963,
8

Ibid.

®Daily Oklahoman, January 7, 1963, p.l.

10pylsa World, January 7, 1963




the Kerr family did not believe Edmondson would be effective
in cerrying out the late Senator's program. He stated,

I feel that it's a program of vital significance to

the future of this state. It's his dream. I guess

I'm human enough to think I can do about as good a

job carrying it on for him. I intend to do whatever

is necessary to carry it forward. Certainly, at

this time, running in the 1964 campaign appears to

be necessary. 1

The Democratic party in Oklahoma at this time was already
badly split, due to a very bitter gubernatorial run-off primary
between former Governor Raymond Gary and Oklahoma City real
estate executive, W.P. Bill Atkinson. When Atkinson won the
run-off primary, Gary refused to endorse him for the general
election. This cost Atkinson a great percentage of Gary's
former supporters, and the result was that Oklahoma elected
its first Republican governor, Henry L. Bellmon. The appoint-
ment of Edmondson to the vacant post and his indication that
he would seek re-election;, coupled with Robert Kerr, Jr.'s
announcement that he intended to run for that office in 1964,
revealed that there was a definite possibility for a further
split in the Democratic party. In addition, Gary had express-
ed interest in the position. In order to win the senatorial

election, the Democrats needed a strong candidate and a united

party, for the election would be held in a presidential

1l1bid. It is said that the then Vice-President of the
United States, Lyndon B. Johnson, urged Robert S. Kerr, Jr. to
run in 1964 against Edmondson, since the latter had supported
John F. Kennedy for President in 1960 rather than Johnson.
This however, was n®t officially confirmed.



election year with Catholic John F. Kennedy heading the party
ticket. The likelihood of Kennedy's winning predominantly
Protestant Oklahoma was slight, thus increasing the chances of
a Republican victory in November.

On January 9, 1963 Edmondson flew to Washington and was
sworn in as United States Senator; he was subsequently appoint-
ed to the Aerondutical and Space Sciences Committee. Edmondson
faced two major obstacles in his effort at re-election. The
first was that it was impossible for anyone to completely and
adequately assume the position of the late senator due to the
seniority system in Congress and the great power and influence
amassed through the years by Kerr. Secondly, he faced a party
primary, likely to be difficult, in the early months of 1964,
only a little over a year after his appointment. This was a
very short time in which to build up a favorable record in
Congress, while, at the same time, remaining in close contact
with Oklahoma,

While Edmondson faced these disadvantages, Robert Kerr,
Jr., although he possessed the advantage of his father's name,
had the task of developing his own political personality, of
learning to campaign, of making speeches, and of selling him-
self to the publie. In February he announced that he was form-
ing his organization and would begin canvassing the state in
March, However, on April 24, 1963 Kerr withdrew as a contender,
and approximately three weeks later Senator Fred B. Harris of

Lawton announced that he would run for the Democratic nomination
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for Unites States Senator.12

It appeared that Harris had at
least the unofficial backing of the Kerr family, since many
of the leaders of the Kerr forces provided the bulk of his
organization and financial aupport.l3

Although former Governor Gary had not formally announced
his candidacy for the office, he was considered a major poten-
tial candidate. Another Democratic candidate, Willard QOwens,
a Muldrow farmer, announced that he too would seek the nomi-
nation. The first Republican to announce his candidacy was
G.T. Blankenship on March 15, 1963. Blankenship was an
Oklahoma City attorney and assistant minority leader in the
Oklahoma House of Representatives. Blankenship's announcement
was followed by that of Republican Tom Moore, a Wewoka furniture
dealer. In November 1963 two additional Republicans announced
their intention to seek the nomination; Thomas J. Harris, an
Oklahoma City executive, and Forest Beall, Nash rancher and
former Republican party state chairman. In January Charles
B. (Bud) Wilkinson, former University of Oklahoma football
coach and athletic director, announced that he would seek the.
Republican nomination.

Thus the United States Senatorial race in QOklahoma began
to take shape even as early as May 1963. The ma jor objective

of all potential Democratic candidates was to wrest the nomina-

12pylsa Tribune, April 24, 1963,

13py1sa World, May 12, 1963.




tion from J. Howard Edmondson, while the Republicana hoped to
take advantage of a bitter Democratic primary and a strong
Republican presidential candidate, and thereby elect a Repub-
lican senator. The GOP anticipated its ability to capitalize
on the expected Protestant reaction to a second term by a
Catholic president, thus giving the Republican ticket added
strength.

By the filing period, however, the political situation
had changed considerably, due mainly to the assassination of
President John F. Kennedy on November 22, 1963, He was
succeeded to the presidency by Lyndon B, Johnson, the man
whom the Oklahoma delegation had supported for the presiden-
tial nomination at the Democratic national convention in 1960.
It, therefore, appeared that the Democratic senatorial candi-
date in Oklahoma would have the benefit of running on the same
ticket with a strong presidential candidate. Furthermore, the
Republicans had in Bud Wilkinson a candidate who had the advan-
tage of being a well-known, popular individual without any po-
litical scars. By the end of the filing period four Democrats
and three Republican had filed for the office of United States

Senator.14

l4rhe Oklahoma Statues provide that ™notification and
declaration of candidacy...are required to be filed with the
Secretary of the State Election Board...beginning the fourth
Monday in February before the day fixed by law for the Regular
Primary Election and shall remain open for five days.™
Oklahoma Statutes (1961) Title 26, Section 163,
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The Democratic candidates included J. Howard Edmondson,
Raymona Gary, Fred Harris, and Willard Owens. The Republican
candidates were Forest Beall, Thomas J. Harris, and Bud

Wilkinson, Both Blankenship and Moore had withdrawn earlier,

THE CANDIDATES

Democrats

J. Howard Edmondson. A native Oklahoman, Edmondson graduated

from the University of Oklahoma in 1948 with an LL.B. He
served as Tulsa County Attorney and in 1958 became the young-
est governor in the nation at the age of 33. At the time of
Kerr's death, Edmondson had been planning to return to private
law practice with Harold C. Stuart of Tulsa, Sam Crossland of
Washington, D.C., Joe Cannon of Oklahoma City, and former
Governor Blair of Missouri,l®

Fdmondson pledged that he would wage a vigorous campaign
and that there would be full discussion of the issues. "No
Congress," he stated, "since the Civil War and reconstruction
has been faced with more questions on which neutrality would
have been a safer course than the session in which we are now
engaged."l6 Edmondson cited his support of the nuclear test
ban treaty and the reduction of foreign aid "without wholesale

slashing™ and given only to our allies and not "our communist

15pulsa World, January 7, 1963.

16pulsa World, February 26, 1964,
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enemies."l” He also emphasized the importance of his assign-
ment of the Aeronautical and Space Sciences Committee and the
fact that he had galned one year's seniority on that committee.

Edmondson stated that he oppeosed needless centralization
of governmental function but doubted that there had been

any conscientious effort by any President or
Congress to centralize the government in
Washington., The fault has resulted from the
failure of local governments, in states,
counties, cities, and school districts to
provide for thelr needs themselves. When
they fail to aet, pressure to resolve that
need is made in Washington.l8

With respect to federal aid to education, Edmondson stated
that he believed that schools should be financed by local
districts of the state.

I have pointed out on many occasions that
states In general are causing the demand
for more federal aid to education by
failing to meet their responsibilities.
I'm for the best education we can get.

In the final analysis, if the choice is
between poor education or federal aid to
insure a good education, then I would be
forced to see to it that_we do have a
good educational systemolg

Raymond Gary. Gary owned a farm in Madill, Oklahoma and was

president of the Sooner 0il Company. He had served as Pres-

ident of the Oklahoma Baptist Convention Board of Trustees

171p14d,

18$ulsa Tribune, January 25, 1963,

19pu1sa World, March 25, 1964,




and for four years as county school superintendent in Marshall
County. For fourteen years Gary was state Ssenator for Marshall
County. In 1954 he was elected governor of the state, and in
1962 he was an unsuccessful candidate for a second term as
governor, losing the run-off primary to W.P. Bill Atkinson.
In filing for the post of United States Senator, Gary
made the following statements
I regard the race as a crusade to get rid of the
free-loaders, left-wingers, and free spenders in
government, They will lead us down the road the
Communists want us to follow, which is bankruptcy
and a complete breakdown of our way of life. We
should begin by bringing about a balance in our
national budget and by eliminating the expendi-
ture of our money to every little dictator who
flies to Washington in Amegican jets and asks
for a few million dollars,<0 |
Gary, however, concentrated the bulk of his attack against
J. Howard Edmondson and contrasted his own gubernatorial
administration to that of Edmondson, especially the latter's
financial activies, 1In particular, Gary accused Edmondson
of using Democratic party funds for a trip to the Orange
Bowl in 1959,°1 He also accused him of selling toll road
bonds "behind closed doors to New York bankers at 43% inter-
est, not the 2% interest as the 1955 bond issue was, "2  His

charges against Fred Harris centered around a bill, proposed

in the Oklahoma State Senate, which would have required the

20mylsa World, January 8, 1963,

2lpulsa World, April 17, 1964.

22py1sa World, April 30, 1964,
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OklaHoma Turnpike Authority to ask for bids on bonds. Gary
éon&emnedearris‘for publicly oppesing and working to defeat
the b111.25 Gary joined with the other Democratic candidates
in opposing State Question 409, right-to-work, which was.to
appear on the ballot May 5, 1964,

In addition, Gary emphasized his experience in public
life. |

In almost fifteen years in the Senate, I authored

almost every type of legislation that affects the

people of this state. I belleve that my broad

experience in government and business helps qualify

me for the office. I belleve that I ean present a

more effective_voice in representing the people

of this state.24 ‘
Gary also indicated disapproval of Edmondson's absences from
the U.S3. Seéenate, in particular_duqﬁng the civil rights debates,
and stated that he would represent the people of Oklahoma by
attending the sessions of the Senate. Gary stated that his

entire campaign would be financed by private contributions,

rather than by Kerr-McGee or any other organiza‘tidn°

Fred Har‘ris° Harris was born in Qotton County in southern

Oklahomanghefe he was active in the Future Farmer of America.,
He attended the University of Oklahoma, where he received a
B.A. in Government énd History and an LL.B. He became a mem-

ber of a law firm in Lawton, and one year later, in 1956, he

231pid,

24Tulsa World, April 24, 1964,



was elected State Senator from Cotton -and Camanche counties,
Harris was a member of the First Baptist Church in Lawton,
the Chamber of commerce,.the Masonic Lodge, and also served
as a member of the Board of the Salvation Army, the Great
Plains Historical Society, and the Oklahoma University Alumni
Association, 1In 1962 he made an unsuccessful bid for gover-
nor, finishing fifth in a field of twelve Democratic candidates,

Harris said that he intended to run as a Democrat but as
a "independent" Democrat, neither pro nor anti-Kennedy. "I'll
run on the question of who over the long run would be the hard-
est working and the most effective voice for Oklahoma in the
United States Senate,"25 He also said that he would campaign
as an unscarred Democrat who could unite the party for vie-
tory in November,

I will stress the importance of electing a Demo-

cratic United States Senator to work with a Demo-

cratic President and Democratic Senate, I will

campaign as the Democrat who, because of a

strong program and a lack of scars and bitter

enemies, can unite the Democratic party for a

successful campaign next fall., I will run as

the Democrat who can win ard keep winning. I

will stress that I an young enough (33) to

serve in the United States Senate for 30 or

35 years, I will stress by demonstrated

capacity for hard work and will _ campaign on
good old Qklahoma common sense,

Harrist! main emphaSis centered, therefore on the idea that he

was hard working and politically unsecarred.

257ulsa Tribune, July 10, 1963,

26pylsa World, February 24, 1964,




In particular, Harris stressed the need for the{creatiQn
of new jobs in the nation through a federal tax cut and an
economic program which could create a more favorable climate
for private enterprise. He condemned America's foreign aid
program as M“an insult to our taxpayers™ and suggested that
the United States concentrate on "less costly and more gffggw
tive programston the people's level, rather than huge pﬁélic

n27 The United

works pro jects desired by their rulers.
States, he said, should encourage self-help and ihdepéﬁdence
rather than continuing dependence,

| Harris aiso lashed out as Edmondson's self-aﬁpointment,
pointing out that hthe people are going po prove that he
(Edmondson) selected’thewmrong man."28 Like the other Demo-
crats, Harris opposed the adoption of the right-to-work law

in Oklahoma.

Willard Owens., Also a native of QOklahoma, Owens graduated

from Muldrbw High School. He was a member of the Baptist
Church and the Oklahoma Farm Bureau and lived on a 300 acre
farm iﬁ Sequoyah county. He served on an Oklahoma agricultur-
al delegation to the Soviét Union in 1962, Although he had
served as & Justice of the peace aﬁd had run for county

commissioner, this was his first venﬁure into state-wide

271vid,

28pylsa Tribune, May 27, 1964,
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| Owens ran on a theme of "honesty and hard work" and

condemned Edmondson "for stealing the Senate seat and then

not staying on the job in Waéﬁington."go He supported the

Arkansas River Development program but desired é modifica~

tion of it so that fertile land would not be flooded. "pParms,"

he stated, "are our moét valuable natural resources, and there

i1s no need to sacrifice th?m for industrialization,"51 He

be}iéved that civil rights was the major problem facing the

nation. He emphasized that he had worked with Negroes and

did not believe in diserimination, but that hé could not

.vote for the civil fights bill {then pending before the Sen-

ate) becaﬁée it put too much power in the hénds of too few,

"I don't want Bobby Kennedy sending his federal agents down:

to tell me what to do or who to hire, "52 ;
According to Owens, he campaigned in about twenty counties

but returned;to his farm when he saw that the news media*yere

ignoring him.

29Tulsa World, January 13, 1964,

O0py1sa World, April 29, 1964,

31Tulsa‘W0rld, January 13, 1964,

32rulsa World, April 29, 1964.




Republicans

Forest Beall, Beall was born in Grant county and attended

6k1ahoma A&M College, where he graduated with & B.S. in
animal husbandry in 1931, He was livestock editor of the

Farmer Stockman in Oklahoma €City and assocliated editor of the

Record Stockman and Westerner in Denver, Colorado, In 1953

he was appointed direétor of the price support program in
Washington; D. C. under the Eisenhowér administration. He
remained in this capacity until 1961 and was a representative
for the Department of Agriculture aﬁ an international trade
con?erence° He was a rancher in Nash, Oklahoma and a former
Republican party state chairman,35

Beall stated that he would campaign on his conservative
views and his eiperience in government and politics, "My
position follows the Republican principles as I understand
them, I think any good Republican is a tohservative, ard T
consider myself a good' Republican, n34  p strong suppfo"f“t‘er of
Barry Goldwater and an official in the Goldwater in '64
Club, Beall stated that he had entered the race with the firm
belief that the majority of Oklahomans are concerned with the
ever-growing authority of the federal government.. "The cit-
izens of Oklahoma are seeking candidates who have the exper-
ience, the integrity, and the convietion to réstofe individual

responsibilities and rights that are essential for the self-

S5pulsa World, April 16, 1964,

34Tulsa World, November 14, 1964,
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government of a free peoplen"55 He emphasized his belief
that the government should serve only as a referee in a
freely competlive buslness economy and that it should not
subsidize or control any economic or sectional interest,
"These are the tools of the super-welfare state, 96 "The
function of government is to maintain an environment in which
each individual can freely develop his own abilities and

resourcesonsv

Thomas J. Harris. A native of Chicago, Illinois, Harris at-
tended Northwestern University. He moved to Oklahoma €lty in
1957 as an executive with Aero-Commander and later became
vice-president and general manager. He was a member of the
Board of Directors of the United Fund, the Chamber of Commeroce,
the West Side YMCA, The Last Prontier of Boy Scouts, the Aero
Club of Oklashoma City, and a member and trustee of thé Pilgrim
Congregational Church of Oklahoma City. In addition, he was

a member of the Industry Advisory Beoard of Oklahoma State
University and Oklahoma City University Research Institute and
was appointed by Governor Henry Bellmon to serve as a member
of the State Economic Development CommiSSioQo Although he had
never held an elective public office, Harris had been active
in the Republican party as an organizational fund raiser and

campaign worker and was a member of the State Republican

3S1pid,
36pulsa World, April 16, 1964,
7Pulsa World, March 23, 1964,




Budget Committee, o8
" In annocuncing his intentionitdvrun for the Republican
nemination for the United States Senate, Harris described
himself as antﬂtra-conservative?nd stated that he wished to
be known as Mthe candidate who takes a stand on issues,"39
A strong supporter for Barry Goldwater for the presidency,
Harris emphasized his belief that Americans were losing
their freedom,

Free markets, private property, and limited govern-

- ment as a philosophy for Americans have been losing

ground in this country. Like many other Americans,

I am deeply disturbed by this--by the stampede of

the New Frontier toward political cellectivism,

and the erosion of our constitutional liberties...

I share with Oklahomans the concept of federal

government, limited by the voters, that would

leave us free at the local and state levels to

do these things for ourselves which we can

best do,40
He also condemned governmental interference in transportation,
utilities, power, 011 and other industries and expressed
the belief that its involvement was beyond that required. by
the public ‘interest. In addition, he opposed a compulsory
medical program (Medicare) financed through social security,
an extension of federal aid to education, and the ecivil rights
bill then before the U.S. Senate which he contended would
establish a police state over the lives of U.8., citizens,

He suggested that the way to redress these wrongs was not

58pulsa World, April 14, 1964,

39pulsa World, May 12, 1963,

40Tuﬁsa World, November 11, 1963,
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through federal legislation but through education and
Chrisﬁian understanding@41

Harris favored increased jobs and prosperity in Oklahoma
through industrial development, the sdoption of the right-to-
work amendment; a balanced federal budget, tax reforms to
reduce and eventually eliminate the Mconfiscatory results of
the progressive income tax laws," recognition of the oil
depletion allowance as an incentive to "provide risk capital
for exploration and to build industries upon which jobs
depend,™ and the elimination of government in a.griculture.42
In the érea of foreign policy, Harris-advoecated United States
alr and sea support of an anti-Castro Cuban liberation force
and the use of foreign aid only for allies of the United
States, rather than Communist nations, He also stated his
support for the so-called Bricker I-Xmem'lment.,"q*"5 Harris empha~
sized his belief in states? rightss

The ever expanding role of the central.government

must be reversed and state and local communities

must forestall this trend by taking responsible

actions to provide for legitimate needs and aspira-

tions in programs for health, education, welfare,

and civil rights, %4

Harris announced the formation of & campaign organization,

headed by Vernon Beals of Oklahoma City, while Larry J. Wolf,

41 ool .
Harris For Senate, campaign pamphlet.
427b1d,
43The Bricker Amendment would give Congress the power
to regulate all executive agreements, in addition to-its power

over treaties, Alexander Defonde, A History of American
Foreign Poliey, p. 778,

44Harris for Senate,




Oklahoma City advertising executive served as his finance
chairman, and Hardin Masters of Oklahoma City served as

treasursr,

Bud Wilkinson, Born Charles Burnham Wilkinson in Minneapolis,

Minnesotag he attended the University of Minnesota from which
hé obtained a B.A. in English in 1937. In 1940 he received
+his M.A. in English Education from Syracuse University. He
moved to Oklahoma in 1946 to become assistant football coach
at the University of Oklahoma, and the following year he was
elevated to head football coach and athletic director. In
1961 he was appointed by President John F. Kennedy as\Special
Assistant to the President on Youth Fitness. He resigned
the latter post and his position with the University of Okla-
‘homa in order to become a candidate for the United States
;Senatqc véhortly before filing for office, Wilkinson legally
changed his name from Charles Burnham to the more familiar
"Eud", and in January, 1964 he changed his party affiliation
from that of Democrat to Republican,

‘Wilkinson statédvthaé he changed his voter registiration
because "I believe the principles of the Reﬁublican party
more closely matech my own personal philosophyo“45 He express-
ed conéern over/the "eontinued drift .toward socialism, collec-
tivism, and,ééntralization",xwhich prompted his entry into

politicso46 He emphasized his belief that such a trend was

45Tulsa Tribune, January 29, 1964,

46pyisa Tribune, April 28, 1964,




taking freedom and Iiberty from the people and suggested
that the balance of power in the constitution bs restored.

It i8 my conviction that this constitution-of the

people; by the people, and for the people--rests

on the foundation of individual responsibility

and participation...the federal government should

be strong, but limited, with state and loecal

governments in control of their own defined areas

of responsibilityo47 :

Wilkinson expressed discontent with Federal fiscal policy
and a desire to see the budget balance; "until we do, we
will continue to pay the cruelest tax of all--inflation,"48
Wilkinson refused to take a stand on the right-to-work issue
which was to appear on the ballot on May 5, stating-ﬁﬁht he
did not consider this question to be of significance to the
United Btates Benate campaign.

He indicated that his seventeen years as football ecoach
had helped him to prepare for a political career- "All my
life I've dealt with young people, and I'm concerned about
conserving the opportunities for the younger generation
which I had as a youngster,"4°

Whiie Wilkinson did not outline a platform in the early
part of his campaign, and although he refused to endorse

Barry Goldwater for the presidency, he made the following

statement: "By and large I find I agree on most issues with

?7Tulsa Tribune, February &5, 1964,
48Why Bud-“is Best, (campaign pamphlet).

49'I'.ulsa Tribune, February 5, 1964,
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Senator Goldwater,"®0

The Republican and Democratle primaries were held May
5, 1964, and resulted in Wilkinson's vietory in the Repub-
lican party and the necessity for a run-off between Edmond-

son and Fred Harris in the Democratilc partyo51

Primary Vote, May 5, 1964

Republicans Democrats _
Wilkinson 100,544 Edmondson 215,455
T. Harris 19,170 F, Harris 190,868
Beall 7,211 Gary 170, 869
Owens 14,134

. Wilkinson won the Republican primary overwhelmingly,
receiving 80% of the GOP‘vote, and, therefore, was not required
to face a run-off primary. The Wilkinson victory may be large-
ly attributed to the personal popularity he had gaiQQd in his
many years as football coach at the University of QOklahoma,
However, Wilkinson did not rély.upon his reputation alone to
win the primary. He established a campaign organization with
Dick Snider, former Topeka newspaperman, as his campaign co-
ordinatorfan@ Ed Turner, former Oklahoma City television
newsman, as his press secretary. W}iki@son described his pri-
mary strategy as follows: | h

We took the number of days from the end of the

state conventlon to May &, then related that to
the percentage of registered Republicans in a

county;.and then planned to spend & proportion-
‘ate amount of time in each county,*

50Tul§é,Tribune, March 7, 1964,

5loklahoma State Election Board, 1964 Election Results
and 8tatisties,

52Kansas City Star, May 17, 1964,




He established campaign committees only in those counties
where there was a promising number of registered Republiecan
voters, Generally, these were the thirty or so counties
found in northern Oklahoma, He and his wife then traveled
8ix days a week té these areas, making speeches, attending
coffees, teas, receptions, and meeting -the vot;ers,55

With respect to the Democratic primary, no candidate
received a majority, thus creating the need for a run-off
primary between fhe top two candidatéé, Edmondson and Harris,
The run-off primary was scheduled“to take place three weéks
éfter the first primary. Edmondson and Harris, therefore,
renewed their campaigns for the'Démocratic nomination.,

FEdmondson sﬁid that he would not voté.fgr the civil
rights bill unless it were amended to include jury trials.,
"I think we must have a substantial civil rights bill, but
I think it will and must be amended, particularly regarding
that section having to do with public accomodations, con-
cerning which I have both practical and legal objections, "4
He charged that Harris would vote for the bill without these
changes,

This means that Harris would be willing to deny

to any honest, lawabiding citizen who runs a

restaurant of a motel, the same right a person
gets who 1s charged with murder, rape, or even

531p1d.

54py1sa World, May 12, 1964,
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" treason. I will not vote for the eivil rights

bill unless the right to a jury trial is put

in 1t.5%
Edmondson expressed the belief that he was the more qualified
for the United States Senate and quoted a statement which Bud
Wilkinson had made to him in 1963 at the Orange Bowl game,
upon hearing\o? the death of Kerr., "You're the only man in
Oklehoma qualified to step into that seat in the Senate."®
In addition, Edmondson chose fo attack Harris! theme of being
a hard worker: "He says he's a hard worker. I don't think
people who really are hard workers have to go around bragging
about it to prove 1t,n57

Harris, on the other hand, attgcked Edmondson for his
repeated absencss from the Senate and again emphaéized his
belief that "he (Edmondson) had-appointed the wrong man, "58
Moreover, Harris stressed the theme that he was & "winner,"
that he was the man to nominate so that the party could win
in Novgmberosg

- The run-off primary was held on May 26, 1964 with

Edmon&spn recsiving 177, 283 votes and Harris receiving 275,

440 votgsoso

591p1d.

56pulsa World, May 18, 1964,
971bid, |
S8pylsa Tribune, May 27, 1964,
91pid, )

%0ruisa World, Mey 28, 1964.
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An analysis of Harris! 100,000 vote mergin could lead
to sevefalﬁnanhluainns.regarding,thewfaetofs which contri-
buted to his primarﬁ viectory. Harris had established the
nucleus of an organization in every county, and he visited
every town in the state, meeting, shaking hands with its
residents, and giving speeches. . Both before and after each
visit he sent thousands of letters, In every town he wvis-
ited Harris sought individuals who "™would be committed mem-

bers of the team.“61

These names were filed and were sent
a campalgn neWSpaper”which he published periodicaliy. Ex-
tremely important in the Harris victory were the rural forces
of Oklahoma. Harris himself had a rural background, and when

kGary was defeated in the first primary, although he remained

- publicly neutral, most of the rurallyvorienteu switched to

Harris. Also on the May 26 ballot was a8 rural-reapportion-
-ment plan, strongly supported by the rural foreesq This was
actually built-1in support for Harris, for these 1nd1viduals
were the same ones who bitterly fought Edmondson's reform
petitions during his administration.
(seerabOVe, P. 6), |

Harris was also able to pick up support of several other
binterest“groups; Many of the labor unions supported Harris
due to his stand against State Question 409; uright -to-work,
‘and because of his suppert for labor In the legislature,
Hanrisrwon the support_of the Negroes for ‘his stand on the

civil rights bi1ll, Harris received the endorsement of the

61 - ’ :
-Tulsa Tribune, November 24, 1963,
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two major Negro newspapers, The Black Dispatch of Oklahoma
62

City and the QOklahoma Eagle of Tulsa,

Harris also drew »
the endorsement of Senator Robeft S. Kerr's widow,‘and many
of Kerr's former Senate staff members formed the core of his
campaign organization.

Harris ran & positive campaign of nominating the "man
who could more éffectively unite the Democratic party”for a
victory in Noﬁember,“ whereas Edmohdson attacked Harris in
the final two weeks of the campaign@65 This may have back-
fired on Edmondson, for the Democrats were greatly concerned
over winning the election in November against the personally
popular and well-know Bud Wilkinson, and, in addition, may
ha&e recalled the outcome of the intra-party bickering and
strife in the 1962 gubernatorial election., Many persons
resented Edmondson for having himself appointed to the
Senate and may have conéidered a vote for Harris as a vote
against Edmondson., Harris may also have possessed a psy-
chological édvantage in that Edmondson had made a poorer~than-
expectied éhowing in the first pri@aryo

With the final selection of the Democratic candidate,
Fred Harris, to oppose Republican Bud Wilkinson in the
United States Senatorial election, uncertainty prevailed as
to what the final outcome of the general election in November
would be, Thé expected bitter split which the Republicans
had hoped to capitalize upon had falled to materialize, Harris

had run on the platformrof being the only Democrat who could

520u1sa World, May 27, 1964,
851p1q,
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unite‘the Democratic party for vietory in November. This was,
no doubt, true, for Edmondson had alienated the rural faction,
while Gary was unpopular in urban areas, Moreover, Harris

had not made bitter pélitical enemies within the party.
Republican expectations that a Catholic would head the Demo-
cratic national ticket, thereby weakening its appeal in
Protestant Oklahoma, were shaken by the sudden death of
Presideht John F. Kennedy and the succession to office of
Lyndon B. Johnson, a Protestant from the neighboring state

of Texas. However, the Republicans still possessed one major
advantage, that of haﬁing Bud Wilkinson, a popular and extrem-
ly well-known individual, as their candidate for the United
States Senate. Past elections had indicated that the Demo-
cratic nomination was taﬁtamount td election to the United
States Senate, The Dklahoma Republican party was tradition-
1y weak and had only begun to become active on a state-wide
scale, The 1964 election, however, gave all indications of
running contrary to the established norm. With & well-known
and popular candidate and growing strength, the Republicans
appeared to be capable of waging an extremely strong and close

campaign foé the United States Senate,



CHAPTER TII
CONDUCT OF THE CAMPAIGN

Interest in the 1964 senatorial election was high, as
it promised to be a spirited campaign. Oklahoma is a tradi-
tionally one-party state, but in 1962 Henry Bellmon became
the first Republican to win the gubernatorial election in
Oklahoma. Such a victory gave hope to the Republican party,
and when Bud Wilkinson switched party registration to run on
the Republican ticket, Republican expectations soared.

Wilkinson was a nationally known figure, and his entry
into polities prompted national interest in the campaign.
Stories concerning the Okléﬁéma senatorial race appeared in

the New York Times, the Kansas City Star, the Des Moines Regis- .

ter, the 8t. Louls Post Dispatch, the Chicago Tribune, the

Denver Post, the Omaha World-Herald, the Catholic Commentator,

the Wall Street Journal, and Time magazine. Wilkinson did

not face the usual Republican disadvantage of having to make
himself known iﬁ all parts of the stéte° His foremost task
appeared to be that of convineing the voters that he was as
knowledgeable on the issues and the workings of‘géﬁernment
as his oppénent, Fred'Harriso

The outgome of the election appgéfbd to depend upon

whether Wilkinson's persohal appeal would outweigh the strength

30



of Harris' party affiliation., Immediately following the
run-off primary, the candidates began to maké preparations
for the general election, strengthening their campaigh or-
ganizations and mapping out campaign strategy.

Wilkinson created a rather eleborate organization out-
side the regular Republican state party organization. This
was the first state-wide Republican campaign organization in
Oklahoma.l His state headquarters was located in Oklahoma
City, the headquarters staff consisting of Goodwin Broaddua,
campaign chairman, Ed Turner, press secretary, and Dick Snider,
campalgn coofdinator.z

SWilkinson's state campaign headquarters machinery con-
sisted of six committees which were organized on a function-
al basis, These comnittees were as follows:d

1. Finance headed by Tony Calvert

2, Advertlising and Public Relations coordinated

by Doc Jordan
» Candidate's scheduling headed by Pat Jones
. Research and Writing headed by Luther Williams

» Women's Division coordinated by Jerry Mash
. Campaign Organization chaired by Goodwin Broaddus

e N -

Each of these six major committees was in furn sub-divided
into various functional units. The activities of each of
these sub-units were supervised and coordinated by the state

committee chairman,

lwall Street Journal, October 26, 1964, p. 10,

2Bud Wilkinson's Background Informatiéh

3Campaign Organization Sheet for Bud Wilkinson.
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The Finance Committee was structured on a county basis
with each of Oklahoma's 77 counties having a finance -chairman,
This county chairman coordinated all financial activities
throughout his county. There were, in addition, some groups,
..independent of the county organizations; which assisped in
campaign financial activities, These were such groups as
the "Beef for Bud®™ and "Wheat for Bud® which concentfated on
financial contributions from cattle ranchers and wheat farmers.
The "Bucks for BudM" headed by.Claude Arnoid, former University
of Oklahpma football piayer, concentrated on the one dollar te
to twenty-five dollar contributions throughout the state,4

'Adyertising and Public Relations included the,pfinting
of bumper stickers and the coordination of the work done by
the adverﬁising agencies and the various writers who drew up
the campaign advertisements which Qppeared in newspapers. In
addition, this committee's functions extended to advertisements
and publicity concerning rallies and other special events for
the candidate. One division of this committee dealt exclusive-
ly as a consultant and adviser for radio and television, i.,e.,
prime exposure time, type of advertisement ete. The Research
and Writing Committee was in charge of the compilation aﬁ&
diétribution of the campaign literature, such as bfochures or
campalign newspapers which were published periodicallj°

Thdfe. organizations o groups throughouﬁ the ‘'state which
were interested in having Wilkinson speak cOntacted Pat Jones

who was in charge of the scheduling of all speaking engagements

%BudTWilkinson?s Citizen Volunteer, July, 1964.



by Wilkinson during the campaign.

The Women's Division included the work done by the
"Brigadears® and other women volunteers. The "Brigadears®
were perhaps Wilkinson's strongest organization with more.
than 6000 membersos Active in. all 77 counties, the "Briga-
dears™ were a red, white, and bluéwuﬁiformed corps of women
who helped conduet Wilkinson's campaign by soliticing voter
registration, distributing campaign literature, and pro=- .
viding rides to the polls on election day,.6

The Auxiliary Organlizations were coordinated by Jerry
Mash and consisted of VOlunteé}s groups, such as ﬂFarmers
and Ranchers for Bud," "Car Dealers for Bud," etc. These
were ordinarily groups on an occupational basis which attemp-
ted to persuade interested groups to join and work actively
in Wilkinson's campaign. Many auxiliary organizations had
counéy chairmeh, and their activities were coordinated by a
state chairman.

The Campaign Organization Committee was the most highly
organized of all committees. It was chaired by Goodwin
Broaddus with the Field Man being Bronko McGugan. The state
was divided iInto ten regionsy; each having a chairmang

| Region i - G.T. Blankenship, Oklahoma ceunty
Region 2 - Dewey Bartlett, Tulsa county

Region 3 - Reuben Sparks, Cimarron, Texas, Beaver,
Harper, Woods, Woodward, and Ellis counties

SBud Wilkinson's Citizen Volunteer, October, 1964,
6

Ibid.



Region 4 =~ Goodwin Broaddus, Alfalfa, Grant,
Garfield, Kay, Noble, Payne, Pawnee,
and Osage counties

Region & - Dorothy Stanislaus, Washington, Nowata,
Craig, Ottawa, Delaware, Mayes, Rogers,
Wagoner, Cherokee, and Adair counties

Region 6 = Robert Kershaw, Muskogee, Okmulgee,
Sequoyah, McIntosh, Haskell, LeFlors,
Latimer, and Pittsburg counties

Region 7 - Jim Evans, McCurtain, Pushmataha,
Choctaw, Bryan, Atoka, Coal;, Johnston,
Marshall, Love, Carter, Murray, and
Pontotoc counties

Region 8 = Frank Sneed, Garvin, Jefferson, Stephens,
Cotton, Comanche, Tillman, Jackson, Kiowa,
Greer, and Harmon counties

Region 9 - Charles Baker, Creek, Lincoln, Okfuskee,
Hughes, Seminole, Pottawatomie, Cleve-
land, and McClain counties

Region 10 - Cooper West, Roger Mills, Beckham,
Washita, Custer, Dewey, Major, Blaine,
Caddo, Grady, Canagian, Kingfisher,
and Logan counties

Each regional chairmaﬁ ﬁhen céordinated and directed the
activities of the various county chailrman chairmen. In
addition to a chairman, each county had a co-chairman and
a finance chairman,

The céunty chairmen served as coordinators of the
activities of the county Volunter Chairman, the Brigadear
Chairman, the Special Events Chairman, the Coffee Chairmaﬁ,
the Advertising Chairman, the Letter Chalirman, and the
Precinct Organization Chairman., Each of these individuals
in turn directed the work faliing under his jurisdietion
within the county. |

Next in the hierarchy were the city chairman who were

\

in charge of all campaign actiﬁities in their particular city.

7Bud Wilkinson's Citizen Volunteer, June, 1964,
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Fach city in turn had a city precinct chairman who directed
the Wilkinson campaign activities in all ecity precinets,
Each c¢ity then was divided into areas with an area chairman
and each precinct in the area contained a precinct captain
and several block workers, TFurther, in each city there were
poll watchers who workéd through the regular Republican
organization, and individuals who were in charge of voter
registration and seeing that a voter planning to be out of
town on election day made application for an absentee ballot,
The state headquarters periodically sent the county chairmen,
the precinct workers, and the block workers letters of instruc-
tion and schedules of Wilkinson'!s campaign appearances,
Wilkinson's campaign literature included, in addition to
the usual brochures, several newsletters which were published

periodically: Bud Wilkinson's Band Wagon, Bud .Wilkinson's

Citizen Volunteer, and Bud Wilkinson's Winner, Fach contain-

ed news of the campaign and appeals for volunteer services.
Individuals were encouraged to send in names of persons who
might be interested in receiving the newspapers and other
campaign literature, They were further encouraged to begin
a chaih=letfér with the newspapers by sending it on to a
friend and requesting him to do likewise. ®€irculation of

the Citizen Volunteer, according to Wilkinson' state head-

quarters, was over 18,0‘00,8

'BBud Wilkinson's Citizen Volunteer, August, 1964,
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Approximately four times a week during Octcber, Wilkinson
appeared on a half hour television program, covering a diff-
erent area of the state each time. These appearances were
known as "Bud's Television Goffee Broadcasts,%? The tele-
vision appearances were to give Wilkinson an opporfunity to
discuss the issues of the campalgn, e.g., fiscal policy,
Communist China, the United States Supreme Court, in an
attempt to convince the voters that he was knowledgeable on
these issues. The "Brigadear® groups were encouraged to hold
coffee‘parties simultaneously with the programsolo,

Wilkinson, therefore, had created tight, thorough, effic-
ient political machinery which began functioning when he won
the Republican primary and which continued to function through
thggeneral.election° It was a highly centralized campaign
organization,with all campaign strategy and activities being
coordinated and directed by his state headguarters. Wilkin-
son, through his many county, town, and city workers, was
able to contact the voters at every level, However, contact
with voters at the precilnct level was particularly emphasized,
for this was the level at which the voter would cast his
ballot. Absentee ballot campaigns, voter registration sol-
iecitation, and dooerOwdoor.canvassing were employed, each

involving personal contact with the voters by a Wilkinson

gBudMﬁlkinson's Citizen Volunteer, October, 1964,

10wa11l Street Journal, October 26, 1964, p.l0,
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campaign worker., It was reported that Wilkinson had over
10,000 workers throughout the state., t The candidate hime
self stressed the necessity of personalvéontact with the
voters, and with his wife trgveled over the state, as they
had dgne during the primar&? attending coffees, teas, and
receptions, or giving speeches to local civib groﬁpé.
Wilkinson hopé& to acquaint himself with the voteré,.as the
man who was capable and willing to represent the desires of
the people of Oklahoms.,

Wilkinson's opponent, Fred Harris, had been an unsuccess-
ful céndidate for governor in 1962, but attributed his loss
to several factors--he lacked a state-wide name; he lacked
a state-wide organization; and, finally he lacked adequate

financesolz

In an effort to avold the recurrence of these
problems, Harris began to organize his campaign for the United
States Senate one full year before the election. He toured
all 563 towns and cities in the state, completing the tour

in five and one half months. As he intiated his tour, he
procured the names of individuals who were "pledged suppore-
ters," i.e., persons who were actually willing to work for
him,15 These individuals served as his contacts in their

particulér téﬁn or area., Harrig went from town to town on

his tour, mindful of the need for personal contact with the

1lypsaq,

12Interview with Burl Hays, Administrative Assistant to
Harris, Oklahoma City, Oklahoma, June 18, 1965,

137bid,
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voters. *“In the larger cities, coffees were held, or he
arranged to address one of the local civic clubs or other
local organizations. In the smaller cities, Harris would
begin at one end of town and work ﬁis way to the other end
by'entering stores, shaking hands and introdﬁcing himselfl
to the voters. Before his arrival, press releases were
given to the newspapers announcing the exact time that he
would ‘be in a given area, If a city had a radio station,
it was notified of his~arr1§al and an interview with the
candidate was arranged, if thévstation;desired. As Harris
left each city, a second press reiease was presented to the
newspaper, containing a brief summary of Harris' statements,
This type of campaigning, which began one year‘before the
primary and which was actuaily orgaﬁiied for the primary
alone, continued to function thr§ughthe general election,

| Immediately after receiving the Democratic party nomi-
nation for the United States Senaté, Harris condicted a thank-
you tour of the state, thus reinforceing his personél‘contact
with the voters, This tour was arrahged on a schedule with
approximately two to three hours allocated to each of the
cities. Press releases were ggéin distributed before and
after his arrival.

Harris had devélbped an organization even before he won
the run-off primary on May 26, 1964, There were 212 town and
city coordinators who supervised and directed campaign activ-
ities on behalf of Harris. There were aléo'Harris county

coordinétofs in each of the 77 counties, and finally the state



was divided into nine areas with a Harris coordinator in
each area, Some counties were not included in an area if
Harris felt there was not the necessity for a coordinator

over and above the local county chairman. The areas were

as follows:14
Area 1 - John 8. Gilkeson, Rogers, Mayes, Nowata,
Craig, Ottawa, Adair, and Cherokee counties
Area 2 - Bob Wilson, '‘Stephens, Grady, Jefferson,
B Cotton, and Comanche counties
Area 3 - Vance Womack, Pushmataha, McCurtain, and
Choctaw counties
Area 4 - Anthony Massad, Tillman, Jackson, Kiowa,
‘ Harmon, and Greer counties
Area 5 - M.A. Lilly, Washington, Osage, Pawnee,
- - --Creek, Noble . and Kay countles
Ares 6 - Holland Meacham “Beckham, Roger Mills,"
.7 ' Dewey, custer, ‘irid Washita countiles
~-Area 7 - Ben Benson, Wooaward, Texas, Beaver, .
. Harper, Cimarron, Major, Woods, and
L ; Alfalfa counties.
'Area 8 - W,H. Balley, Atoka, Bryan, Coal, and

L ‘Johnston counties
Area 9 - Ancel. Simpson, Kingfisher, Logan,

Canadian and ‘Blaine counties
These'individuals rémained in close personal contact with
Harris' state headquarters and. coordinated the work in their
particular areas._ﬂi |
- Harris had created this machinery for the primary elec-
tion, but after his victory in the run-off primary, he began
to use it 1in conjunction with the regular Democraticdparty
orgainzation. HarrisdestabliShed-his‘official state head-
quarters in the Sheraton Hotel in Oklahoma City° 'His state

campaign coordinator wa's Burl Hays, the administrative

a581stant to the late Senator Kerr.’ His campaign manager and

1¢Ibido '
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treasurer was William McCandless, and Charles Cooper served
as press secretary. Harris and hiﬁfheadquarters staff worked
closely with the Democratic State Central Committee. Very
active in hls campaign were Martin Hauan, who did public re=
lations work for the committees, and Jim Monroe, who was the
Executive Director of the Democratic State Central Committee,
Harris possessed two sets of campaign workers in a county,
the Democratic party county chalrman and the Harrls county
chairman, in addition to the many:city and town workers.,
Their activities in behalf of Harris were coordinated by his
state headquarters.

Harris relied greatly An his pledged supporters in con-
ducting his campaign. Periodically he published progress
reports which were sent only ﬁo these individuals. These
reports, which were sent out every: two~or three weeks and
which were not for publication, contained information on the
activities of the candidate and what particular points should
be stressed by Harris!' campalgn workers.1% Certain times
were established for billboard advertisementé, the bumper
sticker campaign, and fence stringing. These supporters,
then, were active 1n helping the candidate accompllish these
tasks,

| ‘Among the volunteers working for Harris were such groups
as "Higher Education for Harris," "Doctors for HarrigM "Law-

yers for Harris," etc,16

151bid,
161p14.
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Thege groups were encouraged to undertake letter-writing
éampaigns to insure support for the Democratic candidate,
As in Wilkinson's campaign, women were active in Harris'
behalf in door-to-door canvassing and voter registration
solicitation. Many of them wore dresses made out of the
"Harris Headliner™ material, which were headlines concern=
ed with Harris' campaign activities reproduced in cloth.
Throughout the entire campaign, Harris and his wife travel-
ed across the state attending meetings with the voting
public,

Harrist! campaign literature consisted of campaign bro-

chures and a periodical entitled the Common Sense News., The

Democratic Central Committee publication, The Dklahoma Demo-

crat, also contained news of the Harris campaign.,l7 In
contrast to Wilkinson's éampaign literature, Harris' empha=
sized a close association with his political party and the
partyt's presidential candidate.

Harris campaign strategy was to meet the voters person~
aliy and become well-known as he had failed to do in the 1962
gubernatorial campaign. His senatorial campaign was pitched
to reach its peak in the last eight weeks of the campaign.l8

Emphasis was placed on radio and television advertise-

ments, bumper sticker drives, etc..during the last eight weeks,

17Democratic State Central Committee, The Oklahoma
Democrat, July, 1964, '

18Burl Hays, Personal Interview,




Also during this time Harris made public appearances at
twenty-one area rallies which were sponsored by the Demo-

cratie State Central Committeeol9

In the last few days of
the campaign, the Democrats instituted a new typs of:came
paign technique, the "Victory Trains™ There were two Demo-
cratic "Victory Specials," one in the eastern part of the
gstate and the other in western Oklahoma; The first trip
began at Welch, Oklahoma near the Kansas border and wenﬁ
south 267 miles to Colbert, Oklahoma, near the Texas border, =<0
The second train began in Weatherford, Oklahoma‘and contin-
ued 245 miles to Enid, Oklahoma.?l The train carried Harris;
other Democratic‘candidates, and prominent state Demoecrats,
The train stopped in towns along the route for short speeches
by the carididates and the singing of campaign songs by the
"Democratic Dolls," a twelve-woman group from Okmulgee.Z? The
candidates termed the "whistle-stops™ successful, and the
turnout was remarkablely high.25 This techniques allowed the
qandidates to stump the state in the crueial few days before
the elecﬁion in a final effort to convince the voters to

support-the Democratic party at the polls,

191p14,

20%,1sa World, October 89, 1964,

2lpylsa World, Novembér 3; 1964,

22$uls§”World, October 29, 1964,
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The strategies of the two candidates were remarkably similar,
each emphasizing the need to meet voters personally. Harris,
however,fformed a rather uncomplicated campaign ofgénization,
and after-winning the Democratic run-off priméry, workea pri-
marily through the state Democfatic party machinery, although
he 'did continue to rely on his volunteer workers also,
Wilkinson, on the other hand, created a more complicated cam-
paeign structure which worked independently of the state Repub-
lican party organization, However, there was Iittle practi-
cal difference in the type of campaigns each candidate waged.
Each candidate, by discussing the issues of the éampaign and
expiﬁ;gingﬂhié political philesophy, attempted to convince
the votérs that he was the best person:tovrepresent them in
the United States Senate, |

Each of the candidates chose a major theme for his cam-
paign. Wilkinson, in his kickaoff rally in Oklahoma City on
September 12, 1964, expressed his theme as "Put Oklahomé
First,"24 Harris, on the other hand, selected the theme of
"Peace and Paychecks" for his campaign,Z®

Wilkinson's entire campaign re#olved around his slogan,
He accused Harris of neglectingvhis duties and responsibilities
as a state senator by continued absences from the sessions of
the legislature., Wilkinson claimed that an independent audit

by Arthur Young and Co., certified public accountants, revealed

v24Wilk;naon's Winner, October, 1964,

25rylsa World, October 11, 1964,
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that Fred Harris

1s 39th or fifth from the bottom in the listing

of senators present to transact official state

business. He sinks to 41lst (out of 44) on the

‘not-voting, all roll call votes!' and also 4lst

in the 'voting record, roll call votes, execluding

emergency clauses,’ :

Wilkinson, then, pledged to "put Oklahoma first, not 41st, "7
Wilkinson continued by stating that he believed that he was
qualified to represent Oklahoma's wishes and that he did not
intend to be a rubber-stamp to any administration.28 He re-
peatly referred to the “Harris-LBJ package ticket," stéting:

Harris' position on most issues 1s identical with

those of a majority of Oklahomans, yet he campalgns

on sending him to Washington to support the admin-

istration. Do you really belleve thisg 33 year old

‘man can go up there and tell LBJ he can't vote with

him?29 ' '

Wilkinson also expressd the belief that all Oklahomans
must be represented by the new United States Senator, and
that this entailed bringing more jobs and economic growth
to the state. He contended that he could best represent
Oklahoma, not only in the Senate, but also in the "halls
of Industry,“so To bring more jobs and economic growth to
Oklahoma required the attraction of new industry to the
state: -

Oklahoma has abundant material ‘'resources and the

best labor force in the country. I know that I
can get in to see the leaders of industry, and I

)

26Wilkinson's Winner, Octobér; 1964,
271Ibid.
28

Tulsa World, October 18, 1964.
291b14, |
30Pulsa World, October 14, 1964,
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know that I can sell them on Oklahoma, 9l

I know thégg people personally and have for a
long time,

Wilkinson, in many of his speeches, 'declared his con-
cern over the increasing size and growth of the national
government and the influence of the Americans for Democratie
Action (ADA) on both foreign and domestic policies,

I will restore the proper balances to'our government

--~-strong local government, sovereign states; and a

limited federal establishment. And, within the fed-

eral government, we must have a restoration of the
constitutional balances, We must turn again to our
heritage of a government which protects equal rights

and privileges of all--and gxpects in return equal

responsibilities from a11,5
In speaking of the ADA, Wilkinson expressed the belief that
it controlled the Democratic party, and, as a result, controll-
ed American foreign and domestic policy. He condemned the
organization for supporting a "suicidal‘program" which included
the recognition of Red China, surrendering control of the
Panama Canal, abolishing the House Un-American Activitiés
Committee, increasing aid to Communist countries, and admit-
ting Castro's Cuba as a member of the Organization of Amer-
ican States.%? He quoted Arthur Schlesinger as outlining the

ADA aims when he (Schlesinger) said, "Their is no reason why

we can't make a socialist American through a series of new

31
32
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A considerable number of the issues in the campaign were
of direet interest to particular voting bloes in Oklahoma.
These lissues includeé’phe o1l depletion allowance, curbs on
beef and oil imports, the development of water resource pro-
grams, right-to-work, and the Rural»Electrification Adminis-
tration (REA). |

A large percentage of Oklahoma's total personal income
is from oll or oil-connected industries, therefore, the oil
depletion allowance and a curb on oil imports is of vital
importance to many dklahomans. Wilkinson stressed that in
Qrder to retgin and strengthen Oklahoma's economic base, the
01l industry must remain healthy:

There are positive steps which must be tgken to

accomplish this. It can be done by maintalning

the 27% oil depletion allowance, by curbing ex-

cessive forexgn oil imports which jeopardize the

future of our domestic industry, and by repeal-

ing the unfair and badly administered natural

gas act,36

Agriculture 1s ‘also of ‘ma Jor concern to Oklahomans, with
11% of the state's population living on farms.®’ With rising
beef imports, the prlce for domestic meat lowers., Wllkinson,
in an appeal for the support of the agricultural bloc, made
the follgwing statement:

Whilé maintaining farm income, we should work toward

a gradual systematic elimination of government con-
trols over the farmers, It is vitally important to

351p14,
§6Wi1kinson's Winner, Oc¢tober, 1964,
37Jonn J. Kleim et.al., The Oklahoma Economy, p. 27.
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Oklahoma's beef industry to limit imports. By

limiting imports, we will provide fori the con-

tinued growtggand economic well-being of beef

producers,..
In a stronger statement he accused the federal government
and Orville Freeman, Secretary of Agriculture, of "doing
more to invade the privacy and freedom of action of Amer-
ican farmers_than had been done in the history of the Repub-
1ic."3® According to Wilkinson, Freeman proposed jaii“sen-
tences for farmers who did not keep proper records and sent
"spy planes" over 80% of the fafm lands to photograph the
acreage allotmenta;4o

Concerning the development offthe water resomrce>pro-
grams and the Arkansas River projecé, wilkinson said,

The state's ma jor watér programs must be planned

and completed... the Arkansas Basin and Deep Fork

projects must be funded and completed on schedule.41
He also praised these projects as improving Oklahoma's econ-
6my by adding thousands of acres of productive farm land
which was usually subject to frequent flooding.42

Wilkinson refused t6 take a speéific stand on the right-

to-work issue, declaring his personal views on the matter

were not significant to the senatorial race. However, he did

38

Vote for'Bud9 (campaign pamphlet)
397ulsa World, October 18, 1964.

401p1 4.

*l7uisa World, October, 1964,
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favor the rentention of Section 14-B of the Tafthartley_
Act whichs permits states to vote on a right-to-work lavi.45

With respect to the Rural Electrification Administra-
tion (REA), Wilkinson stated that he was in favor of the
basic aims of the REA. However, he added that he did not
believe that "electric co-ops should be alloﬁed to borrow
governmental money to lend,"%44

The above issued may be congidered to be of significance
to certain-sizeable voting blocs in Oklahoma, i.e., agricul-
tdre, labor, and the petroleum industries“v There were, how-
ever, other national issues vhiéh'were of interest to Okla-
homans. These 1lncluded federal aid.to education, civil rights,
fiscal policy, foreign policy, the Meaicare'program, and the
anti-poverty program,

Wilkinson stated that he was in favor of the continua-
tion of federal a;d to education for impacted schools but
did not belleve that such alid should be given to parachial
schools.%® 0On the National Defense Education Act, Wilkin-
son declared: "I'm in favor of anything that helps the stu-
dents get a better education,"4§

During‘an“appearance at Oklahoma State University, Wil-
kinson wés asked how he wgﬁld have voted on the recently

passed civil rightshill° His response was that it would

43
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not enhance his campaign for him to say, no matter which
way he would have voted.4”7 He did add, however, that he
had had certain reservation but that the act was part of

the law of the land, so his reservations were unimportanto48

Wilkinson pointed out that the University of Oklahoma was
the first southern school to desegregaﬁe its athletic teams,
and he was optimistic about getting‘the Negro vote.49
Wilkinson often expressed concern over United States
fiscal policy and its effect on the‘economy. ﬁe suggested
that the unbalanced budgets were weaklening the purchasing
power of the American dollar and that;the individualé who
suffered the most,frombthis inflation were those who lived
on a fixed income, such as those on social security.so He
stated that American gold stocks were $15 billion, while due
bills held by other countries totaled $24 billion. This, he
suggested, was caused by the "badly managed foreign aid pro-
gram" and he contended that American'é financial problems
could never be solved until the United States discontinued
the habit of deficit financing.51. He condemned Presidents
Kennedy and Johnson for averaging a deficit of.approximate-

ly $36 billion a year,o<

47Kensas City Star, October 18, 1964,

481y 5 4,

49Tylsa World, October 6, 1964,
50
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Wilkinson accused the Democratic party and Fred Harris
of supporting a vague and vacillating foreign policy and
maintainedfthat America had been Maccomodating her enemies
and ﬁndercutﬁing her allies,"®® He 1llustrated this belief
by pointing our that the United States sold wheat to Russia,
built a nuclear poWer plant in Rumania, while at the.same
time it spent 54% of the budget for defense and condemned
Great Briﬁain for selliné buses fo Cuba, 24 Wilkinson, then,
outlined three alternatives which were open to the United
States in her foreign policy toward the coﬁmunist nations-
-=that of accoﬁedatingAﬁeriéa's enemles anavby-passing her
allies; that of tading with the éommunist nations and at the
same time demanding political conecessions; or, finally,.
that of instituting a complete enbarg®w55 Wilkinson stated
that he favored the second choice., He further emphasized
that peace could come only through strength and alliances
with the free world, rather than appeasement of the comm-
unist countries,56

The Democratic administration had recommended the im-
pPlementation of medical care for the aged, financed through

social security. Wilkinson condemned the plan as a "beok

53Tulsa World, October 17, 1964,

54Speech in Okmulgee, Oklahoma, August 15, 1964,
55 '
Speech in Oklahoma State University, October 6, 1964,

56Vote for Bud.
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door approach to socialized medicine,™ and indicated his
support of the Kerr-Mills plan of medical care for the aged
"with appropriate adjustments.”57 Wilkinson likewise con-
demned another proposal of the Democratic administration,
the program to alleviate poverty in the Unlited Statea, He
stated, "The war on povefty program is a clever political
scheme designed to eapture votes.?58

The administration considers anyone with less

than $300 annual income poverty stricken, while

the average person on social security loses all

social security benefits before he can attain a

total income of $3000. More than one million

members of the armed forces have less than

$3000 & year income, including all allowances

for food, clothing, and shelter, 99

An evaluation of Wilkinson's campaign statements leads
to the discovery of two major points of‘emphasiso One was
his major theme of putting Oklshoma first and his belief
that his views were more representative of the beliefs of
the general public than those of the Democratic party. The
other was his continuous indictment of the growing size and
powers of the national government and of the policies of the
Democratic administration., He further pointed out that to
elect a Democratic senator would be to continue these pro-

grams and policies which, in his opinion, were destroying the

rights of the states and the freedoms of the individual

57Tulsa Tribune, April 28, 1964,

58Tulsa-World, October 29, 1964,

S91p1d,
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citizens, By emphasizing these two basic points, Wilkinson
sought to alienate enough voters from the Democratic party
to achieve victbry forwhimself.

Introducing the theme for his campaign, Fred Harris made
the following statement: "Paychecks and peace are the issues.
We must have a common sense program for American which will
provide new jobs at home and new security for our country
abroad,"60 Harris tied in his stands on the issues with this
_theme, coupled with his "common sense™ approach to polities.

Harris emphsasized that Oklahoma's economic health could
be nourished and expanded through the development of inde-
pendent strength in agriculture, oil, and mining.61 He
stressed the importance of maintaining the oil depletion
allowance and reducing foreign oil imports,

A stronger oil industry means more jobs at home

and new securlty abroad for the United States.

We must retain the 275% oil depletion allowance,

establish a common sense policy on imports and

expand world markets for crude 0il, 62
In addition, Harris pointed out that he had written and
supported legislation passed in the 1963 legislative session
which raised Oklahoma's oil depletion allowance from 20% to
274% to match the federal allowance, o0

In the area of agriculture and beef imports, Harris in-

dicated that his understanding of farm problems was due to

60Backing the Winning Democratic Team, (campaign pémphlet)
6lrylsa World, February 26, 1964,

621p1q.
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his having been raised on a farm, Furthermore, he pointed
out that he had co-authored farmers!' tax ekemption legis~
lation, legislation concerniggfschool land loans for farmers,
and legislation which established the Oklahoma Wheat Commis-
sion.,%% Harris voiced the need for healthy fafmvprices and
adequate price floors, expanded research,.curbing of beef
imports, and a lessening of governmental controls when
practical.65 |

Concerning the development of water resource programs
and the ArkansasRiver project, Harris said that Oklahoma was
ten years ahead of the natlion in water development programs
because of the foresight of the late Senator Kerr. "I want
to carry out the ‘dream Senator Kerr had for more jobs and
industry and better development for our soil and water re-
sources,”G6 Harris élso expressed coﬁfidence that the
House of Representatives and the Senate Appropriations
committees would increase the budget for the Arkanéésfﬁiver
projeet, 67 |

The right-to-work amendment appeared on the Cklahoma

ballot on May 5, 1964 and was defeated, - At the time Harris

64Backing the Winning Democratic Team.

651p1 4,

661.awton Morning,?ress,'September 23, 1964,
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personally opposed the passage of such an amendment, although
at a public forum in Enid, Oklahoma, he affirmed that he
favored the retention of Section 14-B of the Taft-Hartley Act,
which allows a state to vote on its own right-to-work amend-
ment, 68 Responding to Wilkinson's statements on the Rural
Electrification Administration, Harris stated that he fully
supported the REA program, including its loan program.ég
Harris favored the program of federal aid to education
then in existence, 1.e, land grént colleges, vocational
training, fedefal funds for impacted schools. However, he
did not favor additional federal aid to common schools
unless such aid could meet two very strict tests:
1. that the aid would be made on the basis of
demonstrated need :
2, that the aid be given in a lump sum to the
state to distribute, or by some other method
which wog%d Insure against improper federal
control,
If the aid could nof be given without federal control, he
could not support it.
Harris supported M™that portion of the Democratic plat-

form, which llke the Republican platform, calls for the

execution and enforcement of the civil rights law, "71

68pylsa World, October 14, 1964,

89Letter from Fred Harris, Unites States Senator, July
23, 1965, '

70pniq Sunday Morning News, October 11, 1964,

71l1vid,
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In addition, Harris called attention to his record of support
in the Oklahoma State Senate for equal opportunity legisla-
tion to end discrimination. He also pointed out that he was
the author of the state act creating the Human Rights
Commission,72 |
"Harris called for frugality and thrift in the fiscal
policy of the federal government and ericouraged the pass-
age of_further tax cuts which would provide additional
financial resources to private interests, thiuis creating the
neansffOr additional jobs. He also attacked the national
gorernment'for "pre-empting too many areas- 6f taxation, which
has.left the cities and states atrapped.for funds for neces-
sary growth n73  He opposed the repeal of the tax exemptions
of municipal bonds because such -"ras absolutely necessary to
cities.“74 In addition, Harris lashed out at Wilkinson for
lacklng "the neoessary knowledge to be a sponsor."’® He
referred in particular to statements Wilkinson had made con-
cerning foreign aid and America'a lack of protection for ‘Amer-
icaninvestors abroad against expropriation° Harris pointed
sut that various government ‘agencies "had been insuring Amer-
1can-owned'investments against expropriation, commercial and
ﬂonecoMmeroial, since 1948,"76 He repeated statements he had

72Letter from Fred Harris.

73Tulsa Tribune, September ll 1964,

174Ib1d
‘75Miami News Reécord, October 21, 1964,

76
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made during the primary that American foreign aid projects
were often insults to the taxpayers and that America should
encourage self-help and inde?endence of foreign nationsari'7

Harris called for the use of common sense in American
foreign policy and defense and the need for America to stand
as a firm ally of her friends, "We must stand alone, or in
concert, resolutely and with determination against communist
aggression, whever it occurs in the world."’8 He opposed
bgiving up control of the Panama Canal or allowing a commu-
nist take-over of South Viet-Nam and Southeast Asia. He
called for the tightening of the economic and political
isolation of Cuba and the halting of the spread of commu-
nism in Latin American,79

American foreign policy, based upon firm purpose

and strong character, will inspire respect. We

cannot buy love. America should be afriend to

the downtrodden people everywhere, but not a

collaborator with those who oppose them,80

Harris, like Wilkinson, opposed the passége of Medicare,
medical care for the aged, and called the strengthening of
the Kerr-Mills Plan. 1In contrast to Wilkinson, however, he
supported the Democratic administration's anti-poverty pro-

gram,

Harris stated that "a Democratic team rather than a

1

77 Let's Elect Fred Harris (campaign pamphlet)

78Enid Sunday Morning News, October 11, 1964,
79
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glamoﬁrous personality can sell industry on Oklahoma."8l He
added that "wining and dining would not get ﬁhe job done,"
that only facts would interest businessmenoeg Harris speci-
fied several areas in which he had authored or co-auﬁhored
legislation to aid in improving the position of industry. He
authored the Local Industrial Financing Act which created
the state industrial finance commission and allowed cities
énd towns to votekself-liquidating bonds as an aid toﬁindus-
trial finance.83 He also served as Chairman of the Indus-
trial Development Committee and WOrked to strengthen the
Department of Commerce and Industry.

In response to the Republican candidaﬁes' concern over
the increasing range of national governmentél activities,
Harris distributed four pages of mimeographed material in
which he listed over one hundred activities of the national
government in Oklahoma., The list included the military bases,
interstate highways, agricultural projects, flood control
programé\ etc. He then inquired of Wilkinson which of these
actlvities he proposed to reduce or eliminate.

Throughout his campaign, Harris continually emphasized
the merits of electing a Democratic senator from Oklahoma
who would serve in a Democratic Senate and work with a Deﬁeb
cratic House of Representatives apd President. Speaking for

Harris at his kick-off rally in Oklahoma City, Senator Mike

8lrylsa World, October 16, 1964,

821bid,
83Back the Winning Démocratic Team.




&8

Monroney stated: "If Oklahoma elects a Republican, the state
will lose 50% of its strength in the Senate. President
Johnson is building up to a landslide victory and nedds a
team in thp'Sehate°"84 Although Harris strongly endorsed
the election of Lyndon Johnson and Hubert Humphrey, he
Indicated that he had specific differences with the, e.g.,
Medicare,

vHarriS' entire campaign was permeated with his emphasis
on preparation for the job, His brochures and billboards
contained slogans such as "Prepared for the Job™ and "prepar-
ation is the difference," He oftenmade reference to the

fact that the Tulsa Tribune had called him "the busiest and

hardest working member of the legislature last session, "85
His brochures stated that he was thoroughly prepared to be
a United States Senator because of his Mexperience and tire-
less work" for eight years in the Oklahoma state senate, 86
In the United States Senate, I will be working under
Tules and in many situations which are just like the
ones ; have worked for eight years as a state sena-
toro8
Harris continued his theme of preparation and experierice by
recalling that the University oflOklahoma Board of Regents
did not suggest that Raymond Gary or Fred Harris take the

job as football coach "because they were searching for

841ulsa World, October 5, 1964,

85Let1s Elect Fred Harris.
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someone experienced and qualified@"BB

In ané@ering Wilkinson's charges of absenteeism in the
state senate, Hafris said that this was refuted by the Sen- -
ate Journal Clerk who showéd him present for 92% of the
attendence roll calls, and Harris went on to accuse Wilkin-
‘son of a "total and lifelong absenteeiSm from participation
in public affairs.%89

The Democratic candidate charged Wilkinson with run-
ning an essenﬁially negative campaign, while he himself
advocated a positive program of action,90 He asserted that
zthe polls showed Goldwater, the Republican presidential can-
didate, and Wilkinson were declining in popularity due to
thelr negé%ive philosophy. Harris' strategy included link-
ing Wilkinson as closely as possible with the Republican
presidential candidate, He charged Wilkinson with f;ilow-
ing Goldwater and his far-right approach to government and
referred to headlines in an Oklahoma City newspaper: "Bud
Says Democrats Want U.N. to Take Over World."9l . This, he
contended, was proof of Wilkinson's far-right attitude.

Harris also wished to link Wilkinson closely with Goldwater,

881ylsa World, October 5, 1964,
891p14,

90mpy1sa World, October 8, 19064,

91Kansas City Star, October 18, 1964.
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while linking himself with Johnson in order to capitalize
on Johnsons' popularity in Oklahoma. |

An analysis of Harris' position on issues reveals that
his major aim was to convinee the Oklahoma voters that his
experience would most qualify him to be a United State Sen-
ator° Realizing that Johnson, who'was from the neighboring
state of Texas, appeared‘to be quite popular in Oklahoma,
Harris continually emphasized the "Harris-LBJ team® and the
benefits of electing a Democratic senator to serve in a
Congress with a Democratic majority and that the election
of a Republican could only weaken Oklahoma'svposition. By
linking himself closely with Johnson and Wilkinson with Gold-
water, Harris hoped to benefit from an expected Johnson vie=-
tory in Oklahoma. |

A comparison of the candidates! positions on the oil
depletion allowance, o0il imports, agriculture and beef im-
ports, medical care for the aged financed through social
security, water resource programs, the Arkansas River pro-
Ject, and the restoration of Section 14-B in the Taft-Hart-
ley Act reveals that there was little practical difference,
Both candidates obviously were concerned with presenting
a favorable image to the public, while at the same yime
appealing to particular voting blocs. Because oll and agri-
culture are important industries in Oklshoma, a candidate for
office must necessarily be interested in the support of these

groups, In this election both candidates favored policies
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which were of benefit to these blocs, e.g., oil depletion
allowahce, curbs on beef and oil imports. The welfare bloc
in Oklahoma was also significant, with over 7% of the civil-
ian population receiving some type of publiec assistanceogg
Wilkinson, therefore, voiced his desire to adjust welfare
payments so that they>wou1d keep up with the increésing costs
of medicine and commodities.93 Harris laid stress on the
fact that he had co-authored legislation which increased
assistance and whichfallowéd older ﬁeopie to earn $50 a
month.%4 Wilkinson appealed to the veterans by giving pﬁr-
ticular emphasis to the fact that he was the only combat
veteran in the senatorial race. Thus, one can find little
difference between the appeals of the two candidates° It

was primarily on the national i1ssues, which were discussed

in the broadest terms, that the candidates differed. Wilkin-
sonfs statements gonéerning the evils of big government and
communism were cloaked in conservative overtbnes, and Lyndon
Johnson. However, in the campaign there was a marked absence
of "mud-slinging" by the candidates, with the only personal
attacks concerning Harris' absences from the sessions of the

state senate and Wilkinson's lack of political experience,

920hn J. Klein et.al., The Oklahoma Economy, p.l0l.

9?’Bud Wilkinson, (campaign pamphlet).

94Let's Elect Fred Harris,




62

In October the candidates agreed to debate the campaign
issues on television. The debate originally was carried only
by one Tulsa televisioh station, but was taped and subsequent-
ly shown throughout the state. The rules of the debate were
agreed upon by the candidates. Each was giveh a designated
length of time to make an opening statement, and éfter each
had spoken the other was given rebuttal time,

Harris! strategy'for the television debate was to em-
phasize Wilkinson's lack of political experience and to
attempt to tie as closely together as possible Wilkinson's
candidacy with the Republican presiderntial candidate, Barry
Goldwater,“while linking himself with Lyndon Johnson. Wilkin-
son;‘ﬁn_ﬁge other hand, attacked Harris' absences from the
state éénate and highly endorsedvGoldwater's candidacy. The
debate was characterized by a lack of specific statements
on the part of both candidates and was merely a repetition
of earlier campaign statements. The debate 1tse1f”was re-
celved wifﬁout enthusiasm by the press and a large percen=-
tage Qf the general public.95

From time to time during the campaign, polls were taken
in the state by United Press International. Fifty ballots
were given to each particlipating newspaper, except in Tulsa
and Oklahoma City, whose newspapers each received one hundred

ballots apiece.96 The first poll, taken September 10, 1964,

e

950kmulgee Daily Times, October 17, 1964,

96paily Oklahoman, October 11, 1964,
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showed that Harris led in twenty communities, whilé Wilkin-
son led in thirteen, including Oklahoma City and Tulsa, 27
In the second poll Harris again led in twenty communities
and Wilkinson in thirteen. Although Wilkinson retained the
lead in Tulsa, Harris had captured Oklahoma Clty.98 The
polls were not intended to be scien$ifié'surveys but mere-
ly an attempt to indicate voter sehtiment. They provided
th¢ candidates with an indicatioﬂ of their weakest areas,
ahﬁ in some cgsesrindicated a great deal of voté switch-
Fihg from the previous poll;

The election was held November 4, 1964, with Harris
receiving 466,782 votes and Wilkinson 445,392.%% Harris
ran & little over 53,00 votes behind the Democratic presi-
dénfi;l candidate, Lyndon Johnsbn, while Wilkinson recéived
32,000votes moré than did Barry Goldwater, the Republican.
pfesidential candidate, Harris' victory was a suprise to
many, including the Republican candidate who was. quoted by
4the press as saying he had not expécted to lose the elec-
itiono The element which were most significént in Harris'

‘isuccess will be of the major concern of the next chapter.

97United Press International Poll, September 10, 1964.
98ynited Press International Poll, October 10, 1964,

99rylsa World, November 7, 1964,




CHAPTER FOUR
ANALYSIS OF THE VOTING BEHAVIOR

The overwhelming majority of Oklahoma voters are
registered as either Democrats or Republicans and normally
tend to vote for candidates of their party in state and
national elections.l Most studies of Oklahoma voting reVéal
that party identification is the most important single fac}
tor in shaping Oklahoma voting patterns. Thus, in Oklahoma
elections the Democratic candidate has a decided advantége.

Straight party voting, however,; is frequehtly éoﬁdi-'
tioned by such factors as the personality of the candidates
and thelr stand on specific issues. It is not unusuai for
the minority party to select persons as candidates who pos-
sess a high degree of personal attractiveness and can offset
the obvious advantages of the majority party by inducing
cross party voting. Minority party candidates aré forced to
impress upon the ma jority party voters their superior per-
vsonal qualifications in order to induce a substantial num-

ber of these to bolt their party. They may also attempt to

1There are 953,243 people registered as Democrats, 231,
673 are registered as independents. ZLetter from Oklahoma State
Election Board, April 16, 1965, ,

64
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dissuade the voters from supporting their party by the skill-
ful manipulation of the public's attitude toward various is-
sues, Since voters turnout is likely to be higher if indi-
viduals feel a direct personal involvement and interest in
an electlion, it benefits the candidate to make such an in-
‘volvement or interest possible. Thlis is the point at which
the consideration of issues begins.

Issues are used to influence the voter and the way he
thinks, i.e., to induce the voter to support and, therefore,
cast his ballot for a particular candidate. Exéctly"how
specific the issues will be depends upon the candidates
themselves. A particularly explicit stand on an issue is

‘ .
bound to win the support of some groups in the electorate
but may, at the same time, cost the candidate support of
gfoups who have,opposed interests., Others maintain that
it is preferable to sﬁeak in generalities and ambiguities,
so that each individual is at liberty to interpret the
statement in terms satisfactory to himself. According to
Walter Lippman

ecoothe trickle of messages from the outside is

affected by the stored-up images, the preconcep-

tions, and the pre judices which interpret, fill

out, and in turn powerfully direct the play of

our attention and our vision itself...In the in-

dividual person, the limited messages from the

outside, formed into a pattern of stereotypes

. are identified with his own interests as he

Teels and conceives them,*

A candidate, therefore, will attempt to exploit this

2Walter Lippman, Public Opinion, p. 30.



phenomenon and, in so doing, hopefully gain the supporﬁ of
the greatest number possible.

Since registered Democrats outnumbered registered Repub-
licans by more than four to one, Wilkinson faced the task of
convincing the public that factors other than party affilia-
tion were of greater importance. Wilkinson attempted to
accomplish this primarily through the use of iésues, He
hoped to convince the voters that the views of the Demo-
cratic party and his opponent, Fred Harris, were not re-
presentative of the desires of the majority of Oklahomans.
"Oklahoma Democrats have been deserted; the Democratic
party is no longer the party of Thomas Jefferson," :said.
Wilkinson as he toured the state during the campaign.5
Harris, on the other hand, reminded the voters of the ad-
vantages of electing & Democratic senatof to a Democratic
Congress. However, Harris did not rely on this approach
alone; he, too, utilized issues in an effort to increase
his popularity.

Which factors were of major importance in determining
Harris! victory over Wilkinson? Was it party affiliation,
issues,; personality, or some other factor which was most
instrumental in Harris! success? This chapter will attempt
to discover which factors were of importance in determining
Harrist! victory. |

The technical task of estimatin the decisional
content. of elections involves essentially two

5speech by Bud Wilkinson in Okmulgee, Oklahoma, August
14, 1964,
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elements, First, one must establish some system of

categories of the elements of electoral decision,

such as the choice between parties, the element of

substantive policy decisions, and so forth. Second,

one must estimate the weights given these factors

by individual voters and sum the weights of each

factor in the entire electorate in order to srrive

at the relative significazce of the several elements

in a particular election.
The task of determining the decisional content of the Harris-
Wilkinson election was accomplished through the use of ques-
tionnaires which were sent to representatives of three large
interest groups in each Oklahoma county, viz., agriculture,
business, and labor. The questionnaires sought to deter-
mine the interest group support of the candidates and the
reasons for this support. A similar questionnaire was
sent to newspaper editors in each of the 77 counties in
the state, The newspaper editors were requested to respond
for thelr pagpticular county as a whole. Fach individual
representative was asked to assign weights and priorities
to the different categories for each candidate in order to
determine the’impqrtance of each in the voter's preference
of candidates, The general categories included party loy-
alty, the candidates! personality, the candidates' degree of
association or non-association with professional politics,
the candidates' degree of association or non-association
with his party's presidential candidate, the candidates!
general over-all political philosophy, the candidatea?

campaign organization, and finally the candidates' position

;
4V0Q° Key, Public Opinion and American Democracy, p.468,
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on issues, The latter category, beeauée of its all-encom-
passing nature, was sub-divided into specific stands of the
candidates in order to discover which, if any, of the issues
were of primary concern to the voters. For this reason, the
issues catégory was dealt with separately, i.e., weights were
assigned to the various issues rather than to the general
category of issues alone. In the assignment of weights and
prioritie% to the various categories, the representatives
were requested to designated their organization's or county's
order of preference, i.e., 1,2,3, etc., Therefore, the cate=-
gory with the least sum total would be the most important,
The responses given by the representatives of theAvarioﬁs’
interest groups and by the newspaper editors exhibi£ed a
pattern of support for one of the candidatés, and from this
pattern an énalysis of the election, from the staﬁdpoint of
the major contributing elements to Harris' success, has been
made,

The Chamber of Commerce was selected as representative
of thé businegs community in Oklahomév- It possessed chapters
througho@% Oklahoma, with the exception'of Delaware county.
Questioné&ifes were sent to the Executive S8eg¢retary of the
Chémber of Commerce in each county possessing a chapter, and
this individﬁal was requested to provide information con-
cerning the size of the membership, the average age and in-
cohe of the membership, and the approximate precentage of
support given to either Wilkinson.or Harris by the member-

ship. This individual was then requested to assign weights
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to the various categories (see above, p,S)'in order to
determine which factors were of a primary significance to his
organization. The total percentage of responses from the
questionnaires sent to business was 60.5%. Seventy-one per
cent of those responding had a membership of over one hundred,
while 57% reported an average income of $6000-10,000 per
ennum. The responses indicated that 46.8% favored Harris,
while 27,6% favored Wilkinson. The remainder either failed
to respond or indicated that the support for the two candi-
dates was fairly evenly divided within the organization,
0f the 60.5% who responded to the questionnaire, 93.1% answered
the questions of the first six categories for both Wilkinson
and Harris, However, with respect to the importance of
particular issues to the organization, many failed to respond,
The final category of issues, then, found only 56.8% replies
concerning Harris and 63.6% for Wilkinson.
An examination of the first six categories for Harris
obtalned the following results:
Category I Voting a straight Democratic ticket 97 points
Category II Harrist! personality 172 points
Category III Harris'! association with and sup- 134 points
port of Lyndon Johnson
€Category IV Harris!' previous experience in gov- 147 points
ernment and politics
Category V An effective campaing organization 162 points
Category VI Harris' general, over- -all political 159%points
philosophy ‘
Thus, the survey of the business community indicated that
Harris' affiliation with the Democratic pérty was the most
influential fdctor in its support for him. His association

with and support of Lyndon B. Johnson was ranked as the



70

second most important factor. The scores on the remaining
four categories did not indicate that business attached a
great value to these factors.

For Wilkinson, in the same six categories, the results

were as follows:

Category I  Voting a straight Republican ticket 175 points

Category 11 Wilkinson's personality 119 points

Category III Wilkinson's association with and 187%points
support of Barry Goldwater

Category IV Wilkinson's disassociation with 1874points

professional politics

Category V An effective campalgn organization 1554points
Category VI Wilkinson's general, over-all pol- 110 points

itical philosophy

The business community's support for Wilkinson, according to
the results of the questionnaires, revealed that the two ma jor
influencing factors were his overall political philosophy and
his personality, Wilkinson's philosophy of government, ale
though spoken oﬁ1y~in the broadest terms, was what might be
. labeled as conservative, 1.e., a belief that America was
drifting toward socialism and a centraiization of power in
Washington which has resulted in the deprivation of rights
and freedom for the states and its eitizens. According to
the reéponses, the remaining four categories were not impor-
tant déterminantsc

‘Consequently, it can be seen that the factbrs which were
important, in this case for the business community in its
support of Fred Harris for the United Statés Senate, were
tbe least important factors in its support for Bud Wilkinson.
'Tﬁus, it was possible to conclude that Wilkinson failled to |

gain’support for his candidacy because of his membership din
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" the Republican party, or 'his nénmemberﬁhip in thQ Democratic
party, coupled with hls association Qith and endorsement of
Barry Goldwater for the presidency. Harris, then, won the
ma jority of his support from his affiliation with the Demo-
cratic party and his close association with Lyndon B. Johnson.,
"For this conclusion to he further validated or strength-
ened, a similar examination of the issues category must be
made, The Tollowing were the results of the questionnaires
concerning the importance of the various issues of the cam-
paign, (Seé Chapter 3, p, 46 , for candidates' announced
positions on issues.)

Category VI} - Harris

A. Right-to-work 83% points
B. Civil rights 81 points
€. REA ' 80 points
"D. Ald to educati®n 90 points
E. The anti-poverty :
program 100+ points
F. Foreign aid 1023 points

Category VITI - Wilkinson

A. Right-to-work 53% points
B, €ivil rights 92 points
C. REA 86 points
D. Aid to Education 99% points
E. The anti-poverty

' program 106 points
P, PForelgn aid 117 points

The questionnaires indicated that the support the cahdidates
received from the business communityAbecause of their stands
on particular issues was for approximately the same factors,
Very few. points separated the rankings of preference for
both Wilkinsoh and Harrlis, and a comparison of the rankings

for the two candidates revealed that there was a high
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similarity. “Therefofe, it is possible to conclude that the
‘stand oh issues made very little differeﬁce in determining
the support Tor either of the candidates,

"Thus, the factor of party affiliation; supplemented by
association with the Democratic pfesidential candidate, was
the major determinant of the support given to Harris by the
- business sector. Wilkinson was unsuccessful in convincing;,
at least the portion of the pubiie surveyed, that other
“factors should be of greater significance than party loyalty.
As far as this survey went, issues played little, if any,
significant role in the preference of candidatéé°

:‘JSimiinrfsurveyS“were taken of the agricultural sector,
among particular representatives in each county of the Okla-
homa Farmers Unlon. The total percentage of response was
“48,6% with 80.5% of these indicating an organization of over
on hundred members and an average annual member income of less
than $6000. The replies disclosed that 72.,2% of the organi-
zation favored Harris! election, while 27,7% of the unions
were almost-evenly divided in their support for the two can-
didates., The results of the questionnaires for the first six
categories were as follows:

Harris .
Category 1 V§ting & stralight Democratic
ticket © 103% points

Category 11 Harris' personality 126 points
Category TII Harris' association with

C and support of Lyndon Johnson 102% points
Category IV Harris' previous experience ‘

- in government and politics 106 points

Category V An effective campaign organ-
ization 148% points



Category VI Harris! general, over-all polit-

ical philosophy 105 points
Wilkinson
Category I Voting a straight Republican
| Ticket 1063 points
Category II Wilkinson's personality 70% points

Category III Wilkinson's assoclation with
T and support of Barry Goldwater 1223 points
Category IV Wilkinson's disassociation with '

. professional politics 78% points
Category V An effective campaign organi- '
o zation ' ' 91% points
Category VI Wilkinson's general, over-all L
‘ political philosophy - 118% points

Agaln Harris' affiliation with the Democratic party and his
endorsgment”bf Lyndon Johnson for the presidency were the
ma jor determinants of support for his candidacy. For agri-
culture,‘howevér, his previous political experiencé and his
political philsophy were also termed important factors, fall-
ing only several points behind. Harris' personality and éam~
paign organization appeared to be the least important deter-
minants of support, theirvscores being much higher than the
other categories., For Wilkinson, his personality, coupled
with his complete disassociation from professional politics,
waé the prime determinant in gaining support from agriculture.
The remalning factors apparently were not considered to be of
impgrtance_in the campaign, according to the results of the
questionnaires.

However, it was necessary to examine the issues in the
canpaign in order to deterﬁine whether they played a signifi-
cant role with respect to the support given to a particular

candidate by the agricultural sector:



Category VII - Harris

A. Right-to-work 118% points
B. Civil rights 135 points
C. REA 61% points
D. Aid to Education 1213 points
E. The anti-poverty

program 109z points
F. Foreign aid 1565 points

Category VII - Wilkinson

A. Right-to-work 83 points
B. €ivil rights 58% points
€. REA 1053 points
D. Aid to Education 68 points
E. The anti-poverty

program 84% points
F. Foreign aid 64 points

In this case there was not a high degree of similarity between
the support given to the candidates becéuse of their stands on
issues? For the agricultural sector surveyed, it appeared
that iésues did make a difference, In this particular case,
the‘REA issue was given the highest priority. Wilkinson
had stated in his campaign that hefdid not favor the loan of
goverﬁment money through the RFA at only 2% interest rate.
(see above, Chapter 2, p.48). Harris, however, voiced his
approval of the REA and the benefits which accried from it
to the agricultural commﬁhi%y, The Rural Electric Co-opera-
- tives apparently construed Wilkinson's statements to be a
disapproval of the entire organization, and as a result, it
issued -severai papers attacking Wilkinson and his statements
of REAo

It was, however, impossible to calceculate accurately
which of the determinants, i.e., party affiliation and asso-

ciation with the presidential candidate or the issues, was
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givep_pyior;ty by this group. Therefore, it could only”be
concluded that a combination of the above determinants proved
to be the factors which éained‘Support for Harrist! candidacy.

Questionnaires were also supplied to members of various
labér: unions, e.g., teamsters, musicians, etc, throughout the
state, with 55.2% responding., The lack of response to the
questions concerning size and income of;the organization made
it impossible to calculate such accurately., No response in-
dicated a majority of the organization favoring Wilkinson,
but éé,?% expressed support for Harris.

For the first six categories for Harris the result was:

Category I  Voting a straight Democratic

_ ticket 62 points
Category II Harris' personality 142 points
Category III Harris'! association with and
' ' support of Lyndon Johnson 116 points
Category IV Harris' previous experience
' "7 . 7 in government and polities 154 points
Category V An effective campaign organi- )
_ ' zation ‘ 139 points
‘Category VI Harris?! general, over=-all .
political philosophy 193 points
For Wilkinson:
Category I  Voting a straight Republican
' ‘ ticket 177 points
Category II Wilkinson's personality 137 points

Category III Wilkinson's association with
’ and support of Barry Goldwater 166 points
Category IV Wilkinson's disassociation

‘ with professional politics © 152 points
Category V An Effective campaign organi-
zation 1493 points
Category VI Wilkinson's general, over-all
political philosophy ' 150% points

The factors which drew the support of labor on behalf of
Harris, were not identical with the determinants of Wilkinson's

support. Labor placed a very high priority on Harris' political
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affiliation, while Wilkinson was again hampered by his mem-
bership in the Republican party and support of Barry Goldwater.
The contention that the political affiliation of Harris
proved to be the major determinant of subport by labor was
further validated by the results of the questionnalres with
respect to the importance of the issues in the campaign.

Category VII - Harrils

“A. Right-to-work 142 points
B. €ivil rights 154 - points
C. REA 158 points
D. Aid to education 169 points
E. The anti-poverty ‘ ,
program 155 points
F., Forelgn aid 189 points

Category VII - Wilkinson

A. Right-to-work 149 points
B, €ivil rights 135 points
€. REA 147 points
D. Aid to education 159 points
E. The anti-poverty

program 190 points
F. Foreign aild _ 171 ©points

Agaln there was a,greatvdegl of similarity between the ranked
preferencés for the two éandidates, Indlcating that issues
play;;“an insignificant role in the determination of support
for the two candidates. Labor-dpparently attached a greater
priority to Harris' affiliation with the Democratic party
than 1t did to his stand on any partiecular issue;, including
the right-to-wérk issue, It was no secreti;hat the AFL-CIO
was displeased with Wilk;pson's candidacy, for it publiely
endorsed Harris and worked actively in his behalf during the

campalgn,
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By comparing the results of the questionnalres for the
interest groups, it was obvious that the prime determinants
of support for Fred Harris' candidacy were his membership in
the Democratic party and his association with Lyndon Johnson,
Wilkinson's personality appeared to be an important factor in
gaining support, but apparently it was not sufficeint to off-
set his membership in the Republican party or his support of
Bafry Goldwater, |

Issues played a role of very little importance in the
canpaign with the exception of the agricultural bloc. Here,
the results of the quesfionnaires revealed that there was a
definite difference in the support given to the candidates
because of their stand on issues. 1In particular, the REA
issue was probably a primary'factor in Wilkinson's lack of
support by the agricultural bloc.

Overall, therefore, in this election the factor of party
id@ntification outweighed other factors, such as personality
end issues, for the interest groups surveyed. Consequently,
Harris gained the endorsement of labor and won a sizeable
portion of support in the ranks of business and agriculture,

| County Support
In order to fully understand Harris! victory in the 1964
senatorial election, it was also necessary to study the elec-
toral results in each county.( See Map I) From this it was
then possiblé to observe from which areas the candidates

obtained support. An analysis of the electoral results also
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invelved the study of the relationship of selected independent
and dependent variablesmw

Of the guestionnaires sent to newspaper editors in each
county the total response wag 42,8%, and the results were as
follows:

Harris

Category I Voting a straight Democratic

Ticket 69 polnts
Category I1 Harris'! personality 123 points
‘Category III Harris' association with and

support of Lyndon Johnson 65 points
Category IV Harris'! previous experience in

government and politics 1004 points
Category V  An effective campaign organi- .

zation 138% points
Category VI Harris! general, over-all

political philosophy 122 points
Wilkinson
Category I Voting a straight Republican '

ticket 124 points
Category ITI Wilkinson's personality 49% points

Category III Wilkinson's association with
‘ and suppor of Barry Goldwater 126 points
Category IV Wilkinson's disassocliation with

professional politics 130% points
Category V  An effective campaign organi-—
: zation 94 points
Category VI Wilkinson's general, over-all o
political philosophy 114% points

The results again showed the importance of Lyndon Johnson and
the Democratic party as determinants of support for Harris,
while Wilkinson's personality ranked as the major influencing
factor of support. Wilkinson, again, appeared to lose support
because of his affiliation with the Repub}ican party and
agsociation with Barry Goldwater.

vIn order to strengthen this conclusion, ‘1t was necesaary

to ascertain the role and importance of the issues in determining



support.

Category VII - Harris

A, Right-to-work 675 points
B, ¢ivil rights 93% points
€. REA 80% points
D, Aid to education 613 points
E. The anti-poverty

program 60 points
F. Foreign aid 59 points

Category VII - Wilkinson

A. Right-to-work 70% points
B. C€ivil rights 61 points
C. REA 66 points
D. Aid to Education 61% points
B. The anti-poverty

program 51% points
F. Poreign aid 59% Points

“There wasg a high degree of similarity in -the support given

to the candidates for their staﬁa onﬂissé;s, Therefore, it
was possible to conclude from the qﬁéstiOnnaire re;ponses
that issues had very little effect in determining.the support
given to either candidate, and therefore, had litfle effect
~on the outcome of the el;lection° It was the factor of party
affiliation, combined with support given to the Democratic
presidential candidate, whigh was the deciding element in

the campaign.

The méjority of the surveys revealed a high degree of
party identification by the voters. Thus, it might be use-
“ful and informative to this study to analyze certain socio-
economic characteristies for each Oklahoma county in compar-
1son with the percentage of support given to a particular
political party. This comparison may be accomplished by

determining the relationship between two variable, i.e.,
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'independent and dependent? "In this study the dependent vari-
able 1s the percentage of support per county for the Republi=
can party, while the independent variables are the percentage
of non-white population per county, the percentage of the ci-
vilian population in a county receiving public assistance, the
percentage of urbanization of a county, and the median family
income per county.6

Since each unit of observation waé expressed as a numeri-
cdl vdalue, it was possible to plot these values on a graph
which is known as a scatter diagram, where the value of the
“independent variable is paired against the value of the
dependent variable, The manner in which the dots are scat-
tered gives an indication of the kind of relationship which
exists between the two variables, The path of the dots may
be defined by a line which describes oﬁly the average path
of the dots, i.e.;, the average change t§ be expected in one
variable with change in the other., This line is known as the
line df regression., If low values for one variable go with
low values for the other value, or ié high values of one go

with high values fof the ohter, the line will slope upward

5A variable is a quantity which may assume a succession
of values. The independent variable is the variable whose
changes cause varigstion in the dependent variable, The de-
pendent variable is that which is dependent upon the inde-
pendent. Allen L. Edwards, Statistical Analysis, p.23,

6Non-white is defined by the United States Census Bureau
as the Negro, Indian, Japanese, Chinese, Filipino, Xorean, Asian
Indian, and Malayan reaces. Urbanization is defined as an un-
incorporated or incorporated place of 2500 inhabitants or more,
U.S. Bureau of the Census, Eighteenth Census of the United
States: 1960. Population, I, p., XLII.
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and 1s termed positive correlation. On the other }:;_arid,’ if low
values of one variable go with high values of the other or vice
versa, the line will slope downward, and‘it is termed negative
correlation. In this study only the regression line has been
included on the graph in order to indicate the type of rela-
tionship which exists between the variables,

The non-white population in Oklahoma ranges from .1% to
25,4% per county, The regression line on Figure I indicates
thaﬁ in the Harris-Wilkinson senatorial election, there was
a negative relationship between the two variables, i.e, as
the non-white population increases in a county there 1s a
tendency for the Reﬁublican vote to decline. The non-white
population has been divided into five groups for the pur-
pose of this study. (See Map II). In the group with from
0»5% total non-white population in a county, 69% of the
couﬁties voted Republican, From this point on support for
the Democratic party tended to increase. Eighty-one per cent
of the counties with a non-white population of from 5,1-10%
supported the Democratic party. Only two counties of those
with a non-white populati;ﬁ of 10,1-15% supported the Repub-
lican party in the Harristilkinson elec?ion, while all of the
‘counties in the 15,1-20% group wemt Democratic. For those
counties with over 20% non-white population only two counties,
Logan and Adair, supported the Republican party, .Thus, it 1is
possible to see that the tendency for a county to sﬁpport the
Democratic party lncreases aé the peréent of the non-white

population in the ecounty increases.
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Approximately 7% of the civilién population in Oklahoma
receives some type of public assistance. (See Map IITI) It
is often suggested that individuals on welfare tend to sup-
port the Democratic party, therefore an examination has been
made to determine 1f such was the case in the Herris-Wilkin-
son election, Of the Bé counties with less than 6,2% of the
population receiving publiec assistan@e; only five counties=-
Comanche, Jackson, Noble, Osage, and Washita--supported
ngris in the general election., (Comanche county is Harris?
home county.,) Of the remal ning counties in which over 6.2%
Qf the total‘popﬁlation recelved public assistance, there
were but five counties which supported Wilkinson., Four of
these counties--Blaine, Logan, Nowata, and Pawnee--had only
8510% receiving public assistance. The remaining county
which supported the Rgpublican candidate was Adair county,
which had a county welfare roll of more than 19%., This:
county is a major exception to this tendency foé welfare
recipients to support the Democratie partyc-'The"regression
line on Filgure II indicates that in this election the ten-
dency was for the high welfare éounties to support the Demo-
cratic party.

The relationship between the median family income per
county and the support given to the Republican party was alseo
examined, (See Map IV) Only two counties in Oklashoma have
a median family income of less than $290®.a year, Adair and
Pushmataha., However, Adair county was again an exception to

the expected in that it supported the Republican candidate,
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Of the seventeen counties with a median family income of
$2000-3000 per year, gil supported the Democratic party.
Twenty-five counties fell between $3000-4000 per'year, and
81,5% of these supported the Democratic candidafe. The
counties with from $4Q@ﬁ§§poo median family income found
59% voting Republican, while only one county, Stephgﬁs, with
over $5000 median family income gave its support to‘Harris.
The regression line Sn{Figure TIITI, thus, glves evidence of
the positive relationéhip between income and support of the
Republican party, 1l.e., as the median family income incréases
the tendency to support the Republican party also increases,
The fourth factor in %his study was the percentage‘pf
urbanization of a cunty aﬁd the percentage of support given
to the Republican party. (See Map V) 1In the counties with
less than 25% urbanfiétién; 64% supported the Democratic
party in the Harrist1%ginson election. However, 81% of the
counties between 25;1%550% urbanization supported the Demo-
cratic.party. The pércefitage of support awarded the Demo-
cratie party by counties with 50-75% urbanization decreased
tb 67%, but all courties with over 75% urbanization supported
the Republican party; The”statistics do not appear to be very
rewarding, but upon ciésér examination one discovers that in
the areas of less théﬁ”ZB%'urbanizationmsuppﬁrﬁing'the”Répﬁb-
lican party, only oné coﬁn%y,.Pawnee, was recorded as having
any urbanization at gll; “In addition, for the most part these
counties were located in northern Oklahoma, near the Kansas

berder, which is traditionally Republican. The Republicans
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also drew the most highly urbanized counties in the state,
The regression line;, then, shows & slight slope indicating

g2 positive relationship between urbenization and support for
the Republican party. (See Figure IV)

‘Thus, it is possible to observe that there was a pos-
itive relationship between the-percentage of Republican
votes and the median family income and the percent of urbaﬁé
ization of a county, i.e., as the income and urbanization
inereases, the Republican vote increases. There was a nege-
ative relationship between the non-white population and the
percentage of civilians on public assistance in a county and
the Republican 6ote9 i.6., as the non-white population and
public assistance increased, the percent of Republican vote
decreased. Although statistically it is possible te define
this relationship, it is not possible to determine that it

is necessarily cause and effect.



CHAPTER V
CONCLUSION

The purpose of this study has been to provide a descrip-
tive aﬁalySis of a campaign for the United Btates Senate in
an éffort.to establish empirically the determinants of sup-
porﬁ for the candidaﬁes to that office. The Republican
eanﬁidatep Bud Wilkiﬁson, the personally attractive and wslle
kﬁoﬁn férmer Univeréity of Oklahoma football coach, chosgs to
emphasize issues and personal qualifications'rather than his
ﬁarfy affiliation. The Republican candidate attempted to
égpture;votes ffom reglstered Democrats by declaring that the
Deﬁoér9£i6'party had deserted Oklahomans snd no 1ongér repre=
éeﬁtedftheifviﬁterests; His Democratic opponent, Fred Harﬁis,
vdﬁ Ehe‘oﬁher hand,rrelied onn his membership in the Demoeratic
party and hia endor#ément of a strong presidential candidate
és a réllying point for his campaign. There have been many
reaéénsvédva#ced for Harris! defeat of one of the most pop-
ﬁlaf and @eliaknown-Republican candidates to have been pre-
sented to the Oklahoma voters.

The analysis of this campaign has been organized arocund
the hypothesis that Harris!® Democratic affiliation and hié
support of the Democratic presidential candidate, who pre-

vailed by a sizeable majority, were the primery determinsnts
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of this vietory, and that neither issues nor personaiity
wéréiinfluenciﬁg factoféo Té test this hypothesis a statis-
tigai analysis was éppliéd to the results of the questionnaires
thatxweré sént‘to representatives of agricuitural, labor, and
businéés organizations and to newspaper editors in each county,
The results of the questionnaires indicated that Wilkinson's
ﬁogt’imﬁéfﬁanﬁ attribute was his personaliﬁyg while at the

gé@e ﬁimév%ﬁer@ was;ag indication from the interest groups of
ﬁhé_impqrtaﬁce‘of Harfié“ polltiecal affiliation and associa-
fién ﬁith Johnson in gaining support for his candidacy. Ad-
ditionally9=£he-results of the gquestionnaires from labor and
bﬁsiness.groﬁps bresented evidence that the positions taken

by the candidates on the various issues were not influential
elements in determining support, while the sagricultural group
did place some emphasis on the issues, particularly the REA
issue,

Additional support for the hypothesis was gained from
the results of the questionnaires sent to newspaper éditorﬁ
in each county, who alsco indicated that Harris! party and
assoclation with the presidential candidate were instrumen-
tal in his victory. Since the results gave evidence that
party identification was such a significant factor in the
campaign, this identification was compared wiih cgr%ain
sociéweconomic characteristics for each county in an at=-
tempt tv discover whether an association existed between them,
This comparison revealed that those counties with a high

median family income and a high degree of urbanizstion tended
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to support the Republican candidate, while the Democratic
candidate drew his support primarily from counties with a
high percentage of the civiliam population receiving publice
assistance and from counties with a large non-white popula-=
tion. The fact that a high degree of correlation existed
between these socio-economic characteristics and the degree
of support for a political party does not assure an element
of causation between the factors, but merely shows that a
significant degree of association existed between these fac-
tors.

Although the 1964 Oklahoma senatorial election confirmed
the assumption concerning the association of particular socio-
economic characteristics with the support given to the polit-
1cal parties, the significance of the election derived from
the candidates party affiliation and their national party
tickets. During the presidential elections of the fifties
and in 1960, Oklahoma voters supported the Republican presi-
dential candidates, while consistenly returning the incum-
bent Democratic representatives and senatora to Washington.
The 1964 senatorial election differed in the sense that the
Democratic presidential candidate was returned overwhelmingly,
while Harris was engaged in a hard-fought campaign against
a highly personable and well-known Republican candidate over
whom a slight majority was achieved. The popular appeal of
Bud Wilkinson indicated that in another year, withouf.the
help of an immensely popular presidential candidate, Harris

would probably have gone down to defeat.
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In addition, Harris had been particularly successful in
uniting the Democratic party in Oklahoma to a degree not of'ten
achieved by other candidates for state-wilide office., Playing
the‘part of a compromise candidate of sorts, Harris had re-
frained from attacking the other Democratic primary candidates
and had managed to receive the endorsement of the defeatéd
Democratic primary candidates,

Thus, it is possible to observe three factors which were
of extreme importance in the election of Fred Harris to the
United States Senate in 1964, First, Harris'! affiliation
with the Democratic party in a state that is traditionally
Democratic appears to be of paramount inportance, Harris,
unlike some of hi§ predecessors, was able to command a
united effort from the Democratic party and was aided iﬁménsem
ly by the men he had defeated in the Democratic‘primaries;
'Se”eo_nrcii_‘,w Harris was on the ballot with a presidential gandiw
date who resoundly defeated the Republican candidate for pres-
ident, The effect of straight-ticket voting and the associa-
tion with such a popular candlidate were of extreme importance
to the election of Senator Harris. Finally, in spite of the
1mmens$ personal appeal of the Republican candidate, Bud
Wilkinson, the campaign was hampered by his affiliation with a
party that is traditionally weak in Oklahoma and by his assoccia-
tion with a presidential candidate who, in the state as well
as the nation, was defeated by a large margin. Therefore,

Harris' favorable political affiliation and association
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with the winning presidential candidate, coupled with Wilkin-
son's Republican affiliation and association with Goldwater,

were the significant factors in Harris® election,
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