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Foreward

This paper is the culmination of an effort to learn about South Carolina
politics. I may not have learned or written anything new, different, or creative,
but I have learned a great deal about my home state. Some things I learned
through research, some are only theories that I have developed from items that
appeared in several sources. For a South Carolinian, these things should probably
be important. For a political scientist in the United States, pe—~haps South
Carolina is an example of forces that shaped the South as a whole.

I owe a debt of thanks to several people. First, to Professors Buchanan and
Merchant I am grateful for their guidance in the editing and formation of the paper.
I would also like to thank Carolyn Leech for enabling me to finish this on time.
Also, I would like to thank my friends that helped me keep the paper straight and
do so without losing my sanity. Finally, I would like to thank my father for
giving me pride for my state and her leaders.



Introduction

In 1949, V.0. Key:Jr.'s Southern Politics in State and Nation was

published. This work soon became the classic work in the study of
Southern politics. Key described in detail the government and political
situation in each state of the South. He predicted that when the South
overcame the forces which kept it primarily rural, oppressive to blacks,
impoverished, and illiterate, it would join the mainstream of American
politics. KXey entitled his chapter on South Carolina "fThe Politics of
Color." He perceived that South Carolina politicians and voters were,
in 1948, preoccupied with the gquestion of race. This issue, according
to Key, aided state leaders in maintaining the state's all-white, one-
varty political organization. He also noted that the South Carolina
Democratic Party had no long lasting factions and that individuals
competing for the Democratic nomination in primary elections were
supported by transient factions that changed from election to election.
The factions which Key described fit into-a pattern which he labeled
"friends and neighbors" politics. In this pattern,® candidate received a
large percentage of the vote in and around his home county and hoped to
secure enough votes 1n other areas of the state to secure the election.
For Key, "friends and neighbors" localism appeared to be the oprimary
electoral force in the state, but he recognized the possibility of change?
Hoting that in a state as small as South Carolina,localism was only
a short step from sectionalism, Key pointed out that major differences
already existed between the aristocratic low-country with its large
black population and the up-country with its predominantly white population
of mill workers and small farmers. He believed that with the end of the

"politics of color", a bipartisan split could take place, and that it might



occur along up-country versus low-country lines. Finally, Key pointed out *
that South Carolina had a legislative form of government with a weak governor
and an almost "all powerful" legislature which was under the control of a
group of conservative low-country legislators. Rarely, if ever did these
legislators lose their re-election bids, and they voted alike on most legislative
issues. Dubbed the "Barnwell Ring" and led by Stdte Senator Edgar Brown of
Barnwell, this group devoted itself to the maintenance of the status ‘quo
which included a balanced budget and the preservation of a government
leadership that was greatly influenced by business interests? ‘Although

the account was often criticized by South Carolina politicians, XKey's
description of South Carolina politics was long considered accurate;

however, after thirty-four years, the situation should have changed

somewhat. The purpose of this paper is to analyze the changes in the

-

structure which Xey described.

The changes have been many. The politics of color is gone. Issues
can no longer be smothered by racial rhetoric. Blacks have become a
viable and influential segment of the political community, and candidates
as well as parties compete for their support. As Key predicted,
bipartisan&hin has come about in South Carolina. The Democratic Party
has been increasingly challenged by the: Republicans. = Despite
Republican victories in all areas of the political spectrum, the Democrats
are still firmly in control of the state government. With the rise of the
Republican Party, facttional politics dlong "friends and neighbors" lines is
becoming less visible, but its existence is still undeniable. The new two-
varty system developed for several years along up-state versus low-state

lines, much as Key predicted. More recently, however, this difference has

diminished, and the main strength of the Republican Party seems to be



rooted in the cities. Legislative government is still a fact in South
Carolina, although the powers of the legislature have diminished somewhat,

and the influence of the governor appears to have been enhanced. "The
Barnwell Ring" has disappeared,and its power has fragmented, even though

a small group appears to retain a preponderance of power in the Senate.
Finally, the business interests still seem to have a great deal of influence
in state affairs. The state's efforts to attract industry have been very
successful, increasing the governmeht's pro-business image.

This alliance with business appears to have both advantages and disadvantages
for the people of the state.

Almost everyone would agree that these changes have occurred in South
Carolina, but rarely have the overall changes in the picture which Key
presented been discussed and documentea. This paper is divided into four
chapters. TFirst, there is a brief description of the civil rights
movement in South Carolina and the rise of black political participation
which has made this group an important part of the state political
community. Second, there is a description of the rise of the Republican
Party and the role Republicans play in state politics today, and a study
of the new voting patterns which have developed with the rise of two-
varty politics in the state. Third.comes a description of the legislative
form of government and major changes that have taken place over the last
three decades. TFinally, the state government's relationship with the business
community is described. The changes detailed below are by no means the only
ones that have come to South Carolina over the past thirty-four years,
however, it 1s hoped that they illustrate both the internal and external

forces which have, and will continue, to shape South Carolina politics

for years to come.



Footnotes
1V.O. Key Jr., Southern Politics in State and Nation. (New York: Alfred
A. Knopf, 1949), pp. 130-135.

2Ibid., pp. 135-155.




The Rise of Black Political Influence
The change 1in the position of blacks in South Carolina was a

crucial part of the state's overall political development. Between the end

1
}

of radical reconstruction in 1877 and the onset of World War II, there
was 1little significant change in the all-white, one-party politics of
South Carolina? When changes came, they were tied inextricably to

the position of blacks in South Carolina society. The first major
changes came in the area of civil rights. As Xey predicted, the changes

in the "politics of color" altered the state greatly. The rise of blacks

politically, induced as it was by both internal state forces and external
Federal forces, changed the party alignments, the candidate attitudes, and
the political power structure of South Garolina in a remarkable manner.
A brief documentation of the changes in the black position since 1944 is
necessary to understand the alterations that came to the overall political
situation.

Arguably, the civil rights movement began to cause changes in the
overall situation well before the beginning of World War II, but. it
was only in 1944 that the first assaults were made on the all-white
armor of South Caroliné's government or its segregationist policies.
In 1944, the United States Supreme Court found in the case of Smith vs.
Allwright that the all-white Texas Democratic Primary was illegal%
Within weeks, South Carolina Governor 0lin D. Johnston promised that
"white supremacy will be maintained..., let the chips fall where they may."
In a special session of the legislature, more than 200 laws were repealed in

an effort to dissociate the all-white Democratic Primary from the state and

. i . .
oreserve its segregated formT In 1947, this tactic was also declared



illegal. Judge J. Waties Waring, a South Carolinian on the bench of the

United States Fourth Circuit Court, found in ZFlmore vs. Rice that blacks could

not be excluded from the South Carolina Democratic Primaryé Later, Waring
told Democratic Party officials that efforts to violate his decisions would
result in imprisonment? Thus, in 1948, blacks were, for the first tinme,
allowed to vote in the South Carolina Democratic Primary. Over 35,000 of
the 215,000 voters in this election were blacké Oné source credited
Judge Waring, whose decisions had caused this breakthrough, with
having probably "done more thah any other Southern white man to shatter
the South's traditional racial patterns.“7 Over the next decade, progress
in the area of black voter registration was limited in South Carolina.
By 1960, only 58,122 blacks representing 15.6% of the black voting age
population were registered to vote; however, as will be seen later, these
voters had some influence on election results?

Progress was also being made by civil:rights leaders in other areas.
In the area of education, civil rights progress is usually credited with
providing the threat of integration which prodded South Carolina's
government into beginning one of the most innovative programs in the
history of the state. 1In 1951, the same year that a three-judge panel
of the U.S. Fourth Circuit Court found the doctrine of "separate but equal"
to be acceptable in the "Clarendon Case", Governor James F. Byrnes called
for a $75 million bond issue to be paid for by a 3% sales tax. This bond
would be spent entirely on improving the state's educational facilities
and would, it was hoped, insure that school facilities for blacks and
whites were equal? In the eyes of South Carolinians, the program was a
success. Over 1,200 school districts were consolidated into 102. By
1960, "Jimmie's tax" had provided over $200 million for the state schools?

This program greatly improved the state school facilities for both races,



but particularly for blacks. The number of accredited black high schools
increased from 80 to 147 in just five years, and the property value of black
schools went up from $29.2 million to $107.4 million. Admittedly, the
education of blacks still lagged behind that of whites, but the material
s £ 1 1 17 3 1 5 s £
progress was heartening for black leaders. Ironically, the equalization of
facilities, due in large part to pressure to preserve '"geparate but
equal" schools, is often cited as a factor which eased the difficulties of
the desegration process when it came. It would be unfair to attribute the
entire educational improvement program to efforts to avoid integration.
Governor Byrnes seemed to have a genuine interest in the quality of
South Carolina educationy but, as one black leader noted, Byrnes "accepted
: . : . .
cheerfully the notion that what he was doing slowed down integration.”
Also during the 1950's, South Carolina's leaders were expending a
great deal of effort in attempts to avoid school integration. 4 constitutional
amendment passed in 1952 which made it possible to shut down the state's schools
. - s . 13 , e o
in the event of court ordered desegregation.” In 1955, ‘the Legislature -established
the State Segregation Committee to consolidate efforts to preserve segregation.
This committee, composed of ten state legislators and five private
citizens, made policy recommendations to the legislature. Over-the next
several years, all of its recommendations were approved. These new laws
orovided South Carolina with a "hard-line" stance against integration. and
included the abolition of the compulsory attendance law, a limit of one
year on all contracts for teachers, and a law that if whites and blacks were
assigned to the same schools, then state funds, which provided 75% of all
. - . e ; ; 14
school funds, would be denied to the newly integrated school.” Also, efforts
were made to stifle opposition to segregation from internal sources.

For example, the Dean of Zducation at the University of South Carolina



was fired for espousing intesrationist beliefs?S Thus, as the 1950's
ended, South Carolina blacks had‘some voting power and improved school
facilities, but on the surface little avpears to have actually changed.
The 1960's would‘provide the majority of the changes which would greatly
influence the state political scene.

In 1960, South Carolina leaders were still opposed to the integration
of the schools on the grounds that their state was "not prepared to integrate.!
In addition, events such as those that occurred in Little Rock had created
a distrust of the Federal Government's way of handling racial unrest?é
Slowly, outward changes were beginning to occur. TFor example, the new
state technical education program was integrated at its inception, and the
State Law Enforcement Division (SLED) received two gubernatorially appointed
black,advisersj7 In addition, beginning with a rash of "sit-ins" in February
of 1960, and lasting for the next few years, events which one black
historian described as "difficult and not summarizable" took place which
caused lunch counters and many other public places to become integrated with
"mo loss of life, minimal property damage and little increase in overd
racial animositiest18The situation was far from ideal, but progress was
being made.

By 1963, however, South Carolina was the only Southern state that had
not complied, even.in part, with the U.S. Supreme Court's decision in

Brown vs. The Board of Education. The year 1963 marked a dramatic turning

point for the state civil rights effort, but several state leaders had begun
to lay the groundwork for this changze over a year before. In 1961, a group
of the most prominent business and political leaders in the state met and
concluded that as South Carolina's legal efforts to avoid integration failed,

oreparations had to be made to accept it peacefully. Efforts were made to



publicize the fact that should the pending lawsuit demanding the admission
of a young black man, Harvey Gantt, to Clemson University be successful,
integration at the’ school would occur peacefully. Several influential business
groups made statements that they would support the laws as interpreted by
the courts, and the Board of Trustees at Clemson made a similar statement as
well as stating that it would not "tolerate violence on the Clemson campus;ﬂTg
Then, on Jsnuary 9, 1963, in his farewell address, Governor Ernest F.
Hollings made perhaps his most memorable address to the General Assembly.
His final remarks express an attitude that seems to have taken hold in
South Carolina at this time. Hollings said:
Mle have all argued that the Supreme Court decision of lay, 1954,is
not the law of the land. But everyone must agree that it is the fact
, of the land. Interposition, sovereignty, legal motions, personal
. ' defiance have all been applied to constitutionalize the law of the
land. And all attempts have failed. As we meet, South Carolina is
running out of courts. If and when every legal remedy has been exhausted,
this General Agsembly must make clear South Caroling's choice, a
government of laws rather than a government of men. As determined as
we are, we of today must realize the lesson of one hundred years ago,
and move on for the good of South Carolina and our United States.
This should be done with dignity. It must be done with law and order.
It is a hurdle that brings 1little progress to either side. But the
failure to clear it will do us irreparable harn. "20
Later in January, the court order to admit Harvey Gantt to Clemson was
issued. BEfforts in the legislature to oppose the court order were defeated
with the support of the influential State Segregation Committee on the
e . . . 21 -
gide of peaceful integration. The state refused offers from U.S. Attorney
General Robert Kennedy to send Federal officers, and,with memories of James
Meredith's violent entrance into the University of Mississiopi, devised what
one newsman called "probably the most complete and carefully thought out
= 7 . . - ; , - . . N22
/plan/ ever drawn up in the U.S. to meet the threat of racial violence.
The plan was carried out without incident and the integration of South

Carolina schools was begun.

In the fall of 1963, three blacks enrolled in the University of
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South Carolina, and,by 1963, 27 of the state's 30 colleges had at least
one black student. In the state public schools, progress took place very
slowly. In May of 1964, only ten blacks, representing .004% of the total
enrollment were in previously all-white schools. By the fall of 1964, 1% of
all students enrolled in previously all-white schools were black. In 1967,
this figure had risen to 6.4%. Finally, in 1969, due to pressure from both
the Federal government and the Governor's office, widespread desegregation
23 : .

began to take place. In January of 1970, Greenville County, the state's

: . - - /. oy . .
largest schoocl district, became_lntegrateéi With this act, and the integration
of the rest of the state's schools which rapidly followed, the longest fight
of the civil rights effort in South Carolina ended.

As the fight for school integration continued, blacks had been making
important inroads in other areas. State agencies receiving federal funds
became integrated and Governor Robert licNair, who served from 1964 to 1971,

. : . . a g 25
appointed more blacks to public positions thah did any of his predecessors.
Still, most of the progress that was made was considered "tokenism" by many

. 26 , . . . : . N .
blacks.  After school integration became widespread in 1970 and 1971, it
seemed that a barrier of sorts had been broken and future social gains for

: . . 27 S "
blacks seemed easier to attain. Blacks began to appear regularly on
congressional and campaign staffs, and Matthew Perry of ‘the NAACP was

; . Y 2
appointed to a federal judgeship.

Other forces were also at work inside the state. The Civil Rights
Acts of 196/ and 1965 were greeted with enthusiasm by industrial leaders that
needed workers in areas where blacks had not previously been allowed to work.
This transition was aided by a series of seminars for textile plant managers
in which John Cauthen, ZIxecutive Vice-President of the South Carolina
Textile Manufacturers Association, and Dan Mcleod, the State Attorney General,

explained the requirements of the new laws and provided suggestions for
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the avoidance of racial confrontations?9

It would be inaeccurate to believe that South Carolina's racial
changes came about in an entirely peaceful, though reluctant, manner.
Three incidents occurred which will forever mar the civil rights history of
the state. The first occurred in 1968 when three students were killed and 27
wounded by state officers in a disturbance in Orangeburg at South Carclina
State College. The event was referred to by Governor lMcX¥air as "one of
the saddest days in the history of South Carolina."ao The incident has
never been completely explained, but it is sufficient to say that officers
nrobably reacted rashly in a volatile situation. The second incident
occurred in 1969 when a 100 day strike took place among black hospital
workers in Charleston. After over 900 arrests, the imposition of a curfew,
and the arrival of 5,000 National Guardsmen, the black demands were accepnted
and order was restored?1 In 1975, a series of demonstrations and boycotts
occurred after five blacks were slain in separate incidents by white
law officers. Little was actually accomplished. Few demands were met,
but the NAACP's 10,000 person demonstration was the largest of its kind
to ever take place in South Carolina?2 These events showed South Carolina
leaders that the state's blacks could become involved in situatione just
as volatile as those that occurred elsewhere. Black positions on
controversial issues became more respected with each incident.

Perhaps the greatest and most influential change which occurred in the
black political situation came with the Voting Rights Act. As is shown
in the following chart, the number of black registered voters went from
58,122 in 1960 to 200,778 in 1968. The number of black voters continued
to rise as did the percentage of eligible blacks that registered to vote.

By 1978, 26% of South Carolina's registered voters were black.
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The Increase in Black Voters

1960-1978
Year # of Black Registered % of Black Voting % of Total Humber of
Voters Age Population Registered Voters

1960 58,122 15.6 -_—

1964 144,000 38.7 -——-

1968 200,778 541 -

1970 213,000 57.3 24.5

1978 mmeeee- -———- 26

Compiled From: Havard, William C.,The Changing Politics of the South,
(Baton Rouge:L.S.U. Press, 1972), pp. 20-21, 598. " ' .V, Man'" Ravenel
Trails a New O1' Strom," New Republic, 4 Hovember 1978, p. 28.

Politicglly,'it aopea#s that the blacks ofﬂSouth Carolina have arrived at a
point where they can influence state politics;

It could reasonably be argued that the civil rights movement and the
increase in black voter participation was the primary catalyst for most of
the major political changes of the past three decades. Three major areas of
change are assoclated directly with the influence of blacks and the civil
rights movement. These changes concern party alignments, candidate attitudes;
and the state political power structure.

Perhaps the most obvious place to see the effects of the civil
rights movement comes in an examination of the rise of the Republican
Party. Beginning in 1948, South Carolinians began to show an ever increasing
dislike for the relatively "liberal" policies of the United States Democratic
Party. Of key importance among - the issues was the Democratic position
on civil rights. In 1948,5trom Thurmond and the Dixiecrat Party were able to
carry South Carolina on a segregationist, states' rights platform. This
was the first Democratic loss in a national election in South Carolina
since 1877. Despite Thurmond's "favorite son" status, the loss marked
the end of the era of absolute Democratic control in South Carolina.elections.
In 1956, after winning a close race in 1952, the Democratic ticket was

outvoted by the combined votes of the Republican, Zisenhower, and an
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Independent, Herry Byrd., In 1960, Kennedy won by less than 10,000 votes.
In South Carolina, the central gquestion in each of these races concerned the
Negro issue. In 1964, after Barry Goldwater voted against the Civil
Rights Act of 1964, he Dbecame the first Republican presidential candidate
to win an election in South Carolina since 1876?3 By the 1968 election,
the Republicans had developed their "southern strategy" of conceding the
Negro votes to the Democrats and advocating a racially conservative attitude
which would attract white voters that were against the civil rights planks
of the Democratic platform. According to former-NAACP attorney Matthew Perry,
the attitude of state Republicans began to make clear the fact that blacks
were no longer welcome in the Republican 'party?4 In 1968, the "southern strategy"
was effective and Nixon carried South Carolina(See Chapter II). The gubernatorial
election of 1970 caused Republicans to rethink their position on race and
eventually caused them to alter it. In 1970, the Republican candidate for
governor, Albert 'atson, was defeated by the racially moderate Democrat,
John C. West. The election was marred by racial incidents and Watson is
now remembered as the last serious segregationist candidate in state history.

W n!
After“jfsogeieat, most Republican leaders began to think that a candidate
with a racist attitude could no longer win in South Carolina.

Zven as Republicans were making efforts to discourage the black voter,
the state Democrats were attempting to attract him.. Even before the

Voting Rights Act of 1965, Democratic leaders began to recognize that black

voters could be attracted into and provide important support for their party?S
As U.S. Senator 0lin D. Johnston pointed out in 1963, "Their vote counts as

36

much as anyone else's M The voting bloc which developed joined blacks with

white workingmen in a '"neo-populist" alliance which emerged behind the

37

Democrats as the "most powerful gingle force in South Carolina politics."

Although Republicans were winning presidential elections, Democrats remained

firmly in control of state politics. Slowly, blacks became more involved in
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the party machinery. In 1968, South Carolina sent the only unchallenged
integrated delegation from the South to the Democratic National ,Convention?8
In 1970, 200 of the 900 delegates to the State Democratic Convention were
black, as was tﬂe convention's vice-chairman. It is highly probable that
Democrats felt that black involvement was essential to theilr success at the
polls. In 1968, voter registration practices were eased by the state
legislature'in a move believed to have been caused by the dependency of
many lawmakers on the black Vote?9 Also in 1968, a clear correlation was
found between the percentage of Negroes registered and the vote for Hubert
Humphrey in the state's oountieséo Zven before the integration of the schools,
the Democratic Party of South Carolina had integrated itself, at least
vartly because of its need for Negro votes.

Over the years since the Waring decision, the number of black voters
increased every year. With each increase, the black influence on candidates
avpeared to increase. Black input has not been strong enough to elect many
blacks to office, but there has often heen . sufficient black electoral
strength to determine the winner in a contest between two white candidates.
For example, when U.S. Senator 0lin D. Johnston defeated Strom Thurmond

in the Democratic Senatorial Primary of 1950, The Columbia Record reported

that it was the "final irony" that Senator Johnston WoWed7. his renomination,
more than anything else to the support of the negroes participating in the

: . : q . . NEe ,
primary for the first tlmeJﬁ‘ Also, blacks are credited with providing the

42

margin of victory for Stevenson in 19527 for Kennedy in 1960, and for
U.S. Senator ZErnest F. Hollings in 1966%3 These were all general elections
and it would be impossible to guess the outcome without the black vote,

In that case, South Carolina could well have remained a one-party. state.
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Blacks had begun to realize their influence. One Negro leader stated

gquite simply "race is no longer the campaign issue it once was. All sensible

b

politicians know they need our support to win statewide or national elections.
Another black leader pointed out that blacks were usually divided in their
support for candidates; however, he added that if they found a candidate that
was unacceptable to their interests as a group, they could and would vote
as a group against him%S Occasionally, in addition to the Republican
"southern strategy", a candidate would appear espousing traditional racist
doctrine and receive enough votes to win, despite the almost complete opposition
from black voters. Also, Senator Strom Thurmond, still not completely
"reformed" from his Dixiecrat days was the state's senior United States
Senator. In 1970, this situation was to be altered forever, although
whether it was caused by actual or imagined political necessity 1s impossible
to determine.

As previously mentioned, the 1970 gubernatorial race pitted Democrat
John West against Republican Albert Watson in a contest that revolved around
racial questions. Watson, a candidate '"handpicked" by Senator Strom
Thurmond and endorsed by President Nixon, railed against court ordered
desegration at every opportunity. A racial incident in Lamar was attributed
in part to a Watson speech. In November, West won by 29,915 votes,

- 46 .
receiving 52.1% of the vote to Watson's 45.8%. Weaknesses due to their
racial position had already become apparent to some Republican leaders

1968

who blamed theMloss of two-thirds of the Republican seats in the South

1

Carolina General Assembly to the alienation of the black vote caused by

47

Nixon's "southern stratesy.!"” 'State »nolitical observers concluded that
=17 &
Albert Watson could not win because of his reliance on a segregationist

platform. Black voters would not support this type of candidate and racial



rhetoric no longer appeared to attract sufficient white support to insure

a candidate's electionlf8 Twenty-one years after Key described it, the "politics
of color" was judged by most, if not all, knowledzeable observers to be
obsolete.

After Watson's defeat, racial extremism disappeared from the vocabulary
of serious South Carolina political candidates. Several of the state's most
ardent segregationists, notably Congressman lendel Rivers and State Senator
larion Gressette, began efforts around this time to attract black Votersé9
Republicans also began to make efforts to attract black voters, The most
obvious and effective effort of all was made by the former Dixiecrat
vresidential candidate, U.S. Senator 'Strom Thurmond. Among - other things,
Thurmond saw to it that the best known attorney for the South Carolina
NAACE . Matthew Perry, was appointed federal judge, saved Benedict College

o

from bankruptcy with a federal grant, and appointed blacks to his staff.
Bach of these actions and others w;re well publicized and Thurmond is now
relatively popular among blacks. One observer referred to this attitude
switch as "the smartest move Strom ever made."5OThe influence of black
voters has destroyed the effectiveness of the "politics of color" as

Xey described it, and it has forced candidates to listen carefully to
black interests.

In addition to influencing candidatesattitudes, blacks began to assert
influence as politicians. In 1970, three blacks were elected to the state
legislature. By 1974, largely as’a result of the U.S. Supreme Court's
"one man- one vote" decision and the court ordered reanportionment of

1972, thirteen of the state's 124 House lembers were black. A black caucus

was formed to support policies to aid the blacks of the state. Their
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influence appears to.exceed their numbers. One source credits this
phenomenon-to the .effect upon white legislators of seeing a black espouse

black interests. It seems to remind white legislators of the black support
which is necessary fdr victory in their always impending re-election
canpaigns. One progressive credits this psychological effect with making the
support of one black as valuable in the House as the supoort of eight
prozressives.. Over the years, the state government has become more

responsive to black interests. The administration of John C. West from

1971 until 1975 provides a good example. West presided over the establishment

of the State Housing Authority, the issuance of state bonds to help finance

low and middle income housing, the expansion of the food stamp progran,

o)

nd the establishment of the strongest state commission in the South for

the handling of discrimination complaints, the South Carolina Human Affairs
[~

A 1 . o . .y
Commission:” By the mid-1970s, black political powsr

. /
South Carolina.

w

The total influence of blacks on the politics of South Caroiira

[}
Bl
[l

{
o
<

difficult to gauze, but it is hat they are now sxtremely influential

their role was the

membders of %tha state political community.
relatively passivas one of forcing the state's parties to essentially "choose
sides" in the civil rights struggle. Then, slowly they began to have a
direct influence on election outcomes. Now, the "politics of color"

has become obsolete and blacks exert a direct influence on candidates for
office and in the government of the state. The changes have been surprising.
One political scientist, a non-South Carolinian, stated that "in no state did
the political role of blacks change so completely, so quickly, or with fewer
jagged edgesh"52 Admittedly, the process of integrating blacks and whites

in South Carolina may not yet be completed; however, as an old black preacher
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once said,"We ain't what we should be; we ain't what we will be, but t
e, bu hank

God we ain't what we wasﬂ53
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Chapter II

The Rise of the South Carolina Republican Party
and Its Effect on State Voting Patterns

"In the beginning, there was the Democratic Party ." For many years this
was ‘a simplified history of South Carolina politics. Before 1948, the state
was completely Democratic. In presidential elections, no county had, since
at least 1900, given a majority vote to any slate of electors other than
that of the United States Democratic Party? On the state level, the South
Carolina Democratic Party selected its nominees for all state and local
offices through a primary election. A victory in the primary virtually
assured candidates of victory in the general election. South Carolina
politics was a one-party system; however, the state's Democratic Party was
little more than an organization which provided the framework through which
white candidates ran for state office as individuals. By 1948, the situation
had begun to change. Over the next three decades, the Republican Party
in South Carolina rose from the status of virtual non-existence to a
point from which it could compete evenly with the Democratic Party in
presidential and congressional elections and present competitive though
still only limitedly successful candidates on the state level. The rise
of the two-party system in South Carolina also had an effect on state voting
patterns as a competitive second party developed.:

It is interesting to note that one of the major causes of the rise of
the Republican party in South Carolina was the United States Democratic Patty?
Despite the fact that Franklin Roosevelt could have &pparently,
according to one source, won elections in South Carolina throughout the
twentieth century, Harry Truman could not do so in 1948? The report of
Truman's Committee on Civil Rights in 1947 which recommended the enactment

of laws prohibiting racial or religious segregation in public transportation,

22
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lodging, or eating facilities, coupled with his subsequent endorsement of
these recommendations created a furor amongst South Carolina leadersé
Many leaders perceived that as long as their state was "in the bag" for
the Democrats, that their interests would be ignored by the national party?
Thus, after efforts to oust Truman from the Democratic ticket in 1948 failed,
South Carolina Governor Strom Thurmond and many other South Carolina delegates
walked out of the Democratic nztional convention and, with other Southerners,
formed the Dixiecrat party and selected Thurmond as their presidential
candidateé In a race that revolved around the civil rights issue with
other conservative Southern concerns such as alleged communist influence
in the Federal Government and states' rights playing a secondary role,
Thurmond received 72.1% of South Carolina's votes? The era of complete
Democratic domination of state politics was ended; however, it would be
several years before the state's voters saw fit to vote for Republican
candidates.

Over the next few years, the antagonism between South Carolina and
the Democratic Truman Administration grew. The 1950 Democratic Senatorial
race between incumbent Senator O0lin D. Johnston and Governor Strom Thurmond
developed into a vicious series of debates which mixed personal attacks with
discussions of the relationship between the state and national Democratic
Party organizations? Governor James [. Byrnes, whose term began in 1951,
began efforts to "call a halt to the steady encroachment of Federal power
upon the state."

In 1952, South Carolina was still considered a Democratic stronghold.
Internally, state politics had been little affected by the 1948 presidential
election, but state Democratic leaders were determined to assert themselves

at the Democratic Convention?O'When Stevenson was nominated, many of the
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state's leaders were upset. One group, led by Governor Byrnes, chose to
support Eisenhower. An organization known as the "Democrats for Eisenhower"
was formed and secured enough signatures on a petition to place an
independent slate of electors for Eisenhower on the state ballot. Eisenhower
received over 49% of the vote, 46% as an "Independent" and 3% as a Republican.
The ."Democrats for Eisenhower" stressed the importance of states' rights, a
fear of communism, and an intense dislike for Harry Truman and the leadership
in the United States Democratic Party. Along with this platform, they asserted
that Eisenhower was closer to the "Southern point of view" than Stevenson.
Again, an important aspect of their effort was <ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>