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THREE SEMTZCmBmATES BRACE T&RSHOWDOWN

S. C. Voting
COLUMBIA. S.C., Oct. 30 

;  Democratic South Carolina gets its 
fi first taste of a major election 

write-in effort in Tuesday's voting 
for a six-year U. S. Senate terra. 

All three announced candidates

dueling portion of the state oath 
Of office, the other would remove 
a limit of five cents a mile of 
travel for legislators.

Neither of the Senate race prin 
cipals has predicted what size vote 
will turn out. Secretary of State 0.ire former U.S. Senate race los- *'" A" Thnrntfy_ whn_ ,»    ^ TT'J- - £ ranK mormon, wno iua»a w*. uau-

 w Democratic Nominee Edgar, estimated flot more than 200| .
A. Brown is opposed by wnte-m However( 650p0oo ballots were 
aspirants Strom Thurmond, former, d ^ ̂  ^.^ . R 
governor, and Marcus A. Stone,! that ^ IQ 
Florence and Dillon lumberman. ^ cpnt morc baUotg than eski. 

The campaign is reminiscent of ma^ qualified registered elec* 
the 1952 presidential race as Gov.: tors voting machines in Hichland 
James F. Byrnes has endorsed: flnd Charleston counties account 
Thurmond and U. S. Sen. Olm D. jor po?5ibly another 60,000 or more
Johnston has taken up the cam 
paign cudgels for Brown.

Byrnes was a leader in the South 
Carolinians for Eisenhower move 
ment that almost carried the state 
tor the Republican presidential 
electors in 1952, Thurmond, an Ai- 
ken attorney, endorsed the Repub 
lican candidate then.

Brown and Johnston were in the 
van of a strong 1952 state Demo 
cratic Party campaign that kept 
the itate in its traditional Demo 
cratic groove, although by a nar 
row margin.

This repeat lineup has brought 
from Brown, state senator from 
Barn well, an insistence that the 
only issue is one of party loyalty. 
He has classified Thurmond as 8 
Republican sympathizer. Thur- 
naond counters that the issue is 
really one of free elections   
Brown was chosen as nominee by 
tte State Democratic Executive 
Committee, not in a primary. 

OTHER ALLEGATIONS
Brown says Thurmond sounded 

out committeemen on the nomina 
tion, but the 1948 States' Rights 
Democratic presidential candidate 
calls this a falsehood.

Thurmond said Brown voted for 
Um in his 1948 presidential drive 
that carried South Carolina and 
three other Southern States. He 
quotes from a 1952 Brown speech 
to prove it. But Brown reminded

registrants.
TWO YEARS AGO

Two years ago, attracted by the 
South Carolinians for Eisenhower, 
state Democratic Party ballot and 
a constitutional amendment to give 
the General Assembly control of 
 chool segregation, 330,000 
went to the general election polls. 
But in 1950, where there were no 
contests, only 50,000 turned out. 
The Democratic primary last June, 
with contests in the race for gov 
ernor and three other statewide of 
fices, polled about 300,000 votes.

State ballots provide a
for write - in candidates, as do 
voting machines.

The write - in situation arose 
when there was an outburst from 
some groups, individuals and news 
papers against the state commit 
tee after its 31-18 vote Sept. 
3 against holding a primary and 
its selection of Brown to succeed] 
the late U.S. Sen. Burnet R. May- 
hank, who died Sept. 1. Maybank 
had been renominated without op-| 
position in the June primary.

The committee's vote was thatl 
there was not enough time to hold 
a primary. The day it met. two 
days after Maybank's death, was 
the deadline day for filing party 
candidates' names for inclusion onl 
the general election ballot.

The 31-18 vote also disapproved) 
a proposal discussed at the meet-

had spoken strnnply 
a primary before the Sept. 3 com' 
mittee meeting, and told the meet 
ng by message that he would ap- 

point the primary winner, wrrr 
one held, to the unexpired portion
of Maybank's present term for sen 
.ority gains.

When the committee acted, 
Byrnes promptly appointed Green 
ville construction firm president 

harles E. Daniel to the final 
months of the term.

A few county party committee 
met and censored the state com 
mittee's action, but there was no 
general uprising among county 
party leaders.

Thurmond set up headquarter? 
at one hotel here, and the Demo-, 
crats opened campaign offices in; 
another a block away. Views min-' 

by.
both men on occasion, have taken 1 
a back seat to the "party loyalty" 
and "free election" issues put for 1.;; 
by the two.

Brown first ran for the Senate 
in 1926, and lost in a close party 

. off to the late Sen. 
E. D. (Cotton Ed) Smith. He ran 
again, but withdrew a few days 
before the voting in 1938, when 
Smith won.

Thurmond made his bid in 19.W 
^against Johnston. Stone tried in, 

1943 against Maybank.

Thurmond that in his 1952 talk; ing that a figurehead candidate be
lie was a spokesman for the state 
party when he said "we" support 
ed the Thurmond presidential tick 
et in 1948. Brown says he never 
personally voted for Thurmond for 
anything.

Stone has kept relatively quiet 
through all the Brown - Thurmond 
iub-dub, making an occasional 
brief statement, but not engaging 

i either of the others in any ex- 
I Changes. They, in turn, have more 
|Or less ignored him.

Republican opposition to five of 
the state's aix Democratic mem-

rs of the U.S. House of Repre*
ntatlves is regarded by the Dem-

:rats as merely a token gesture.
11 other Democrats from gover* 

£or down are unopposed.
Two constitutional amendmepts 

Of statewide effect are up for a 
rote. One would delete the anti-

be
lie

named to meet the Sept. 3 dead 
line, and that one chosen in a sub-1 
sequent primary be substituted] 
later. One criticism of this by sev 
eral committeemen was that the! 
plan smacked of possibly illegal 
collusion. Atty. Gen. T. C. Callisonl 
was quoted on this point.

A few days later Thurmond an-1 
nounced as a write - in candidate, 
saying the issue was whether the 
people were going to be deprived 
of "free elections"   of the right 
to choose their U.S. senators in a! 
primary.

URGED PRIMARY
He urged Brown to withdraw sol 

a primary could be held. Brown 
refused, saying that the commit 
tee had never intended such an 
action; and had, in fact, voiced 
strong opposition to such a method! 
of getting a primary.

ThurmoncPs Write-in Win
Produces Top Political Story

By R. E. GRIKR
No cudgelling of the memory ia necessary to reach a conclusion as to what was 

the big political news in South Carolina in 1954.
It was the smashing victory of Strom Thurmond of Aiken in his write-in fight 

for a seat in the senate of   ~ ~~ 
the United States.

Not before in South Carolina nor
indeed in the nation had a write-

i m candidate for a top office in the
1 national. government been able to
muster the strength to win. But

i Thurmond did it and by a margin
i of 60,000 votes a margin so large
1 that even Thurmond's staunches!

TIMMERMAVS VICTORY
Politics produced another of the 

inp South Carolina political stories 
in 1954 as Lt. Gov. George Boll 
Timmerman, Jr., bested Lester L. 
Bates in a hot scrap lor the Demo 
cratic primary nomination for gov 
ernor.

Timmerman, the youngest man 
rver elected lieutenant governor 
when he won the office eight years 
^RO, thus became the first man 

j elected governor in 169 years while 
[serving as lieutenant governor. 

Timmerman, 42, campaigned on 
"good government" program, 

Jjj hitting hard at his opponent's 
 ^"more business in government" 

slogan. His victory margin was 
approximately 65 thousand votes.

supporters were awed at the power 
and vigor of the sovereign citizen 

[when he believes his right to do 
his own choosing is threatened.

Mr. and Mm. Thurmond congratulated by well-wishers.

T1IE EVENTS LEADING up to 
that remarkable achievement of 
Mr. Thurmond are too fresh in 
the public mind to require much 
recapitulation. United States Sena 
tor Burnet R. Maybank who had 
been nominated for reelection in 
the June 19&4 primary, died sud 
denly September 1, 1954, at his 
summer home at Flat Rock, N. C.

A few days later, he was buried 
at Magnolia cemetery in Charles 
ton in the presence of a congrega 
tion that contained notables not 
only from South Carolina but from 
the national Congress as well, for. 
the South Carolina senator was 
held in warm personal affection 
as well as in esteem for his knowl 
edge of national affairs.

On the same day of the inter 
ment, the executive committee of 
the Democratic party of South 
Carolina was called to meet by its 
chairman, Neville Bennett, to de- 

jcide what course to pursue so that 
H senate nominee could have a 
place on the Democratic ticket.

The time for selecting nominees 
was short and the committee, 
holding that time was not suffi 
cient lor holding a primary un 
der the state's election law, nomi 
nated Edgar A. Brown of Barn well, 
national Democratic executive 
committeeman, as the party's 
candidate. And bis name was or 
dered (laced on the Democratic 
ballot.

HARDLY HAD the 46-member 
state committee adjourned, before 
rumblings were heard. Indeed, be 
fore the committee, meeting in 
Columbia, had announced its de 
cision, one member predicted "If 
the committee undertakes to nomi 
nate a candidate and to bypass a 
primary, it will set a firp."

And such a fire! From the blind 
ing white sands along the coast to 
the rugged hills of the up country 
the rumblings assumed definite 
form and big men and little men 
began to ask themselves "shall a 
committee name our senator to the 
United States without our having 

voice in the matter?"

The battle cry ' 'We'll do our 
wn choosing" echoed through the 

state, and people who normally 
ake only passing interest in poli 

tics suddenly became aroused.

BUT ON WHOM should the op- 
x>sition to the action of the com-'
mittee centre? People had to hr 
 for" some one   not merely

against the action of a committeej
in nominating a candidate.

And then Strom Thurmond, fdr- 
mer gdvcrnor, former circuit 1 
judge, former stale senator an 
nounced his candidacy. He had as-l 
sayed to the U. S. senate on one 
other occasion but had been de 
feated and he had been a candi 
date on a "States Rights" ticket 
for the presidency of the United 
States. People every where knew| 
him and they (locked to his stand-! 
ard and Governor James F.' 
Byrnes, a power in South Caro-l 
Una politic* announced he was]



supporting Mr. Tnurmond.
Hut a write-in candidate! How 

(great are the handicap under 
(which he labors. His name does 
Inot appear on the ticket at all and 
Ithe voter must laboriously write It 
"in with pencil or pen. 
\ And then he had against him tht 
[power and prestige ot Senator 
i Brown, backed by the Demooratic 
executive committee, and with an 

jinfluence built up over the years. 
But Mr. Thurmond was victor, 

land thus provided the big political

What The New S.C Electiontaw Means fo Voters
By Herald Correspondent

COLUMBIA   Here's wha: 
South Carolina's new election 
1 aw, passed yesterday by the 
legislature, means to the voters 
of the state:

1. It gives them a secret ballot 
in general elections.

2. It requires that they meet 
the constitutional requirements 
for registration before being al 
lowed to vote in any elections, 
primary, general or special.

3. It sets up statutes regulating 
political parties.

4. It prohibits and provides 
punishment for fraud in the con 
duct of any elections.

In point of time, these are the 
things voters must do in order 
to participate in the 1950 elec 
tions.

First of all, every voter mus* 
l>e registered, and that means he 
must show to a registration boarc 
ihat he canreaJand write or tha* 
he owns and has paid taxes on 
property ass^-sed at $300 o 
more. If he registered In 1948 
1949 or 1950. he doesn't have to 
register again unless he ha

hanged residence.
But remember that he him 

to be registered not only to 
vote In the November gen 
eral election but In the July 
primaries, and that's some 
thing new. After this year, 
he will have to show Ms reg 
istration certificate In order 
to vote, but this year he will 
only have fo be "Identified 
to the satisfaction of the 
manager* of election" that he 
Is properly registered.

In order to expand registratior. 
machinery for this year, the law 
permits the appointment of ad 
ditional members of county reg 
istration books be taken into var 
ious communities and that books 
be kept open every day except 
Sunday between now for wher 
ever the governor signs the law) 
and June 10.

Besides being required to regis 
ter, the voters now are bound by 
statutes in the conduct of their 
party affairs. (All South Carolina 
laws on party primaries and other 
party affairs were repealed in 
1944). The party member mus

meet the requirements of his par 
ty, within the limitations of the 
state law.

So far as the Democratic Party 
of South Carolina is concerned, 
here isn't much change in party 
srocedure. Precinct, county and 
state meetings will follow the 
same pattern under state law 
hat they have followed under 

party rules. Among the few 
changes is a provision that pre 
cinct meetings in York and Dar 
lington counties be held at 8 p. 
m. instead of at 3 p. m.

A party may nominate Its 
candidates for office either by 
primary or by convention, ex 
cept that "no conventions 
shall make nominations for 
candidates for offices unleas 
the decisions to use the con 
vention method are reached 
by a three-fourths vote of the 
total membership of such 
convention."
Other persons may be consid 

ered for office if they secure pe 
titlons with enough names sign 
ed thereto to meet the statutory 
requirements. The number v* 
Tie* with the type ot office

ought.
The names of all candidates, 

whether nominated by primary, 
onvention or petition, will ap 

pear on a single ballot in the gen- " 
_ral election. That ballot will be 
prepared and distributed by the 
secretary of state, at least with 
regard to state and congressional 
offices.

When the voter goes to the 
polls in November, he may vote 
a straight party ticket, a split 
ticket for candidates of several 
parties, or he may write in the 
name of a candidate of his own 
choice.

In counties desiring to do so. 
voting machines may be used in 
any or all elections for which 
suited.

Finally, the new elections law 
defines, prohibits and provides 
punishment for just about all 
types of fraud or irregularity in 
voting and handling polling 
places. It specifically bans intimi 
dation, assault, use of liquor, im 
personation of others, multiple
voting, and various other devices
ised to unlawfully Influence or 

alter the free choice of voter*.

WHISKEY AND HORSE RACING AT STAKE

Qjrtion Election Issue
1 COLUMBIA, Jan. 29 (* The is- 

|s^e of local option elections soon
ay impale legislators on the two- 

hoVned dilemma of whisky and 
ho'"se racing.

lineal option is a provision for 
vot,?rs to choose by counties wheth- 
rr 1:0 accept or reject some state 
wide government-controlled activ-

|ity. \
rhls principle, yet to be enacted

!on arVv subject, has been a major 
weapon of temperance forces.

TheVse forces, of which the Chris 
tian Action Council and Citizens 
Committee for Local Option are 
the principal groups, severely crit 
icize the General Assembly for de 
nying t,he people the right to ex 
press themselves on such a vital 
topic as legal sales of whisky, now

\ allowed statewide.
j ONLY ISSUE
! The Council and Committee
| have made the right to vote the 
principal, almost the only, issue 
on legal liquor sales. This prohi-

'tion that might result has been 
made a secondary argument. 

' Many legislators have gone along 
with the argument that the people 

[should have the right to express 
themselves on vital issues. In fact, 
the House passed a local option 
bill on liquor sales last year, and 

, the Senate also voted for one. They 
  were unable to get together, how- 
,e\er, in jointly approving one bill 
or the other, so both failed.

With both the Legislature, the 
Council and Committee apparent 
ly committed to the principle of lo 
cal option, there is brewing a local 
option proposal that may create

Brewing is a bill to let voters 
decide by counties whether to al 
low legalized gambling on horse 
races, now prohibited statewide. 

AUTHOR UNCERTAIN
Just who \\ill author such a bill 

is uncertain at the moment, but 
legislators are fairly talkative off-
the-record that such a bill is in 
preparation.

Such a bill could be tied in with 
the liquor local option measure in 
a way other than just the issue 
of the peoples' right to express 
themselves. The two could be 
joined in the matter of revenue

Liquor taxes, producing now 
about seven million dollars a vear,

go entirely to schools. Any coun 
ties voting dry under local option 
would reduce this school revenue.

Pari-mutuel betting revenue 
could be earmarked for schools 
as a replacement for lost liquor 
revenue, and even tied in to the 
extent that the voting out of 
liquor would bring in horse race 
betting as a revenue leveller. Ap 
parently nothing so drastic is con 
templated for the horse race bill, 
however.

BETTING REVENUE
But revenues that would accrue 

;from legalized betting on horses 
I might be touted as a replacement 
' for lot,t liquor taxes.

In fact, the biggest battle the 
liquor local option has had to fight 
is the one against the school reve 
nue it might cost the state most 
legislators have refused to vote 
for local option without revenue 
acjustments.

Counties whose legislators in 
the past have agitated for legal 
ized horse race betting have been 
in the coastal and low-country 
area. Up-state county legislators 
generally have been the strongest 
for prohibition. ;

So if the horse race bill appears,! 
possible some compromise may 
be reached between the state's 
geographic extremes.

N


