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The Wallace Effect 

JUDGING BY the campaign strategy Vice 
President Humphrey and Richard M. 
Nixon have adopted, one cannot be 
certain whether they are fighting each 
other or whether they consider George 
Wallace to be their toughest adversary. 
I have the feeling that they are not 
quite sure themselves. 

After the Republican convention in 
Miami, everything indicated that Mr. 
Nixon would pursue what is generally 
referred to as the "Southern strategy." 
His choice of Governor Spiro T. Agnew 
as his running mate seemed to confirm 
this. Underlying the "Southern strategy" 
was evidence of a growing Republican 
trend in Southern and border states. 
Significant new gains were beckoning 
in these areas. Since then, however, two 
factors have assumed a growing impor
tance. First, there are indications that 
it may not be easy to pry as many votes 
away from Mr. Wallace as had been 
assumed, for instead of losing momen
tum he seems to be gaining it. The ex
tent to which Nixon can rely on the 
South's electoral votes is now less cer
tain. Secondly, Nixon seems to feel un
comfortable engaging in the kind of 
"gloves off" campaign necessary to out
bid Wallace. Nixon is very conscious of 
his "gut-fighter" past and he wants it to 
be forgotten. He therefore doesn't want 
to engage Wallace in the kind of speech-
making that would lead people to say 
that the "old" Nixon has returned to the 
hustings. 

There is no easy compromise between 
taking a statesmanlike stance and go
ing down into the gutter to compete 
with Wallace. Nixon therefore seems to 
want to remain above the battle. He is 
in such an advantageous position that 
he may have enough elbow room to shift 
to an alternate strategy if necessary. He 
already is competing directly with Vice 
President Humphrey for the white mid
dle-class vote in the suburbs of the big 
Northern states. They are the people 

who would have voted readily for Gov
ernor Nelson Rockefeller or Senator 
Eugene McCarthy. 

Vice President Humphrey has opted 
for the "Northern strategy." He did not 
have much of a choice, accepting the 
fact that there is no use trying to com
pete for the Wallace vote in the South. 
But his problem is not simply choosing 
a strategy. First of all, he must con
centrate on uniting the badly rent Dem
ocratic party, which, after all, is the 
majority party. This not only means win
ning the support of leaders of various 
interest groups, but also exciting the en
thusiasms of the party workers; Demo
crats, especially, need to feel inspired 
and aroused to give their best. Yet so 
far, the Vice President is making slow 
progress in making people feel enthusi
astic about himself. Some politicians are 
more impressive in private, others in 
public; Humphrey belongs to the for
mer category. In narrowing down his 
"Northern strategy," he has concluded, 
not unlike Senator Eugene McCarthy, 
that he must direct his main appeal to 
the suburbanites who include most of 
the independent voters and on whom 
the margin of victory depends. They 
want to get rid of the war in Vietnam, 
and they are also deeply worried about 
the decline of law and order; but they 
may prefer to rely on Humphrey rather 
than Nixon. 

The Negroes, Humphrey's strategy 
assumes, have nowhere to go but to the 
Democrats, and, anyway, they must 
know that Mr. Humphrey is their man. 
He has been, after all, one of the earliest 
civil rights advocates. The rallying of the 
industrial workers will in a large meas
ure be left to the political organizers of 
the trade unions. But there are some se
rious risks in taking the Negro and the 
blue collar worker votes for granted, es
pecially as Mr. Wallace has been able 
to make considerable headway among 
the latter. 

Humphrey's third line of attack is 
"giving Nixon hell." While Nixon is try-
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ing to bury the old Nixon, Humphrey is 
trying to keep him alive and in the pub
lic mind. If nothing else, he hopes the 
old Nixon bogey will serve to unite the 
Democrats. Nixon's retort is to link 
Humphrey to the policies of the un
popular Johnson Administration, and so 
far Mr. Humphrey has not been very 
successful in adopting a different, more 
independent line of policy. 

Nixon starts as the favorite. He has 
a strong base in the Midwest and the 
West. He can rely on winning Alaska, 
Arizona, Colorado, Idaho, Indiana, Iowa, 
Kansas, Montana, Nebraska, Nevada, 
North Dakota, Oklahoma, Oregon, 
South Dakota, Utah, Wisconsin, and 
Wyoming. Leaning to Nixon are Cali
fornia, Ohio, and Washington, which he 
captured eight years ago, and Texas, 
Illinois, and New Mexico, where he lost 
by less than 1 per cent of the vote. 

The Vice President has readily ac
cepted the role of the underdog. He is 
certain to win Massachusetts, Rhode 
Island, and the District of Columbia, 
and he has a good chance of capturing 
Michigan, Minnesota, New Jersey, New 
York, Pennsylvania, and West Virginia. 
This would give him 148 electoral votes 
against Nixon's 230. If we assume that 
the remaining states are either in Wal
lace's pocket (Alabama, Arkansas, Geor
gia, Louisiana, Mississippi), or are a 
toss-up between Nixon or Humphrey, it 
becomes quite obvious that Nixon is 
starting with a thumping advantage. 

Of the two key issues, the war in Viet
nam and law and order, Humphrey at 
best can turn the first to his advantage 
only if some visible progress develops at 
the conference table in Paris, and can 
only neutralize the negative effect of the 
second. President Johnson could help his 
Vice President by halting the bombing 
of North Vietnam altogether, but he 
seems inclined, at least for now, to be
lieve that Nixon's relatively hawkish 
stand on Vietnam helps to neutralize this 
issue too. Yet nothing would unite the 
Democrats more and give the entire 
party a new fillip than if the Paris nego
tiations were to move off dead center 
and if people became more persuaded 
that the Democrats want to find an end 
to the war. 

With the two main issues more or 
less neutralized, with both candidates 
stymied by Wallace's strength in the 
South and by the inroads he has made 
among the lower-middle-class whites in 
the North, this has become a campaign 
full of frustrations and pitfalls for both 
Nixon and Humphrey. The difficulty the 
two have in competing for the Wallace 
vote, the threat that Wallace represents 
to the whole pohticial system, is one of 
the most disturbing aspects of this cam
paign, not only for the candidates but 
for the country as a whole. 
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To bridge the gap between science and 
public understanding . . .World Book brings you 

Science Year 
A COMPREHENSIVE AND AUTHORITATIVE REVIEW 

OF THE ENTIRE WORLD OF SCIENCE 
Created by the Editors of The World Book Encyclopedia, SCIENCE 
YEAR is an annual publication that surveys the expanding fields of 
all the sciences—and presents an authoritative record of what's 
taking place in each of them. 

To communicate present developments in science and their 
meaning for society, SCIENCE YEAR presents a rich assortment of 
articles prepared by distinguished scientists and science writers. 
Walter Sullivan, Yuval Ne'eman, Kip Thorne, Arthur Snider, Rob
ert Cowen, Nigel Calder, Peter Matthiessen—these are just a few 
of the outstanding scientists and science writers who have con
tributed to this edition. A wide variety of topics, 14 special in-depth 
reports underscore and give meaning to our scientific age. Each of 
these informative articles is written in easy-to-understand style-
accompanied by full-color photographs and illustrations, many 
created specially for SCIENCE YEAR. 

You'll find SCIENCE YEAR a superb publication that reviews the 
yearly achievements across the entire spectrum of science, and also 
provides students with an exciting new dimension to science sub
jects taught in school. Make sure today to add SCIENCE YEAR to 
your library—and while you're at it—why not consider it as a mean
ingful gift for friends and colleagues? 

Men of Science. This section taltes 
the reader behind the headlines and 
focuses on the men and women who 
make science news. Featured this 
year are Dr. IVIargaret Mead, noted̂  
anthropologist, and Dr. George Kis-
tial(owsky, distinguished Harvard 
chemist. 

PLUS AODiTIONAL REPORTS: The Dynamic Earth by Walter Sullivan. In a fascinating 
article, the noted science writer of The New York Times outlines the forces that have 
shaped—and are still shaping—features of the earth's surface. Medicine's Perplex
ing Progress by Robert J. Glaser. The author discusses the far-reaching moral and 
legal consequences of recent advances in medicine and biology. The Royal Society 
by Nigel Calder. An absorbing account of the oldest and perhaps the most famous 
science society in the world. Exploring the Moon by Proxy by William J. Cromie. .The 
Body's Deadly Defenses by Judith Randal. Russian Science: A Personal View by Robert 
S. Hoffmann. 

Just one of the many comments praising Science Year: 
" . . . Science Year has arrived and i find . . . the quality of the content, the effec
tive clarity of the writing and the imaginative presentation of your illustrative mate
rial combine to make this edition a major contribution to the dissemination of au
thoritative scientific material." 

John Fischer, President, Teachers College, Columbia University 

Our Endangered Wildlife by Peter Matthiessen. A naturalist-novelist adds 
pungent commentary to a Science Year photographic essay on animals 
doomed to disappear from North America. 

Man Against the Rat by David 
E. Davis. The rat has become 
a symbol of the sickness of 
our inner cities, spreading dis
ease and causing an estimated 
$900 million damage in the 
United States each year. In 
this timely article, a noted 
zoologist profiles the rat and 
its habits and outlines the 
most efficient means for con
trolling rat populations. 

The Chronology of Creation by 
Allan Sandage. Until recently, 
astronomers had only a rough 
estimate of the age of the 
universe. Now, three paths of 
detection—the age of radioac
tive elements, the age of the 
oldest stars, and the expan
sion of the universe itself — 
help estimate the birth of our 
universe. 

World Book Invites You To Try Science Year for 10 Days Free! So that you can ex
perience this excellent new publication first hand, we would like you to try Science 
Year for 10 days—at no cost or obligation. Ten days should be sufficient time to 
discover for yourself the value of this widely acclaimed science volume. Fill out and 
mail coupon to; Science Year, Post Office Box 3737, Chicago, Illinois 60654. 

SCIENCE YEAR'S ADVISORY BOARD 
Science Year is brought to you under the 
guidance of a specially appointed Sci
ence Year Advisory Board. Each member 
is a recognized authority in his own 
field, yet fully aware of the entire course 
of science. The Board Members are: 
Harrison Brown—Professor of Geochem
istry and of Science and Government at 
the California Institute of Technology. 
Adriano Buzzati-Traverso—Director of the 
International Laboratory of Genetics and 
Biophysics, located in Naples, Italy. 
Barry Commoner—Professor of Plant 

Physiology, Chairman of the Department 
of Botany at Washington University, St. 
Louis. Gabriel W. Lasker—Professor of 
Anatomy at the School of Medicine, 
Wayne State University in Detroit. Roger 
Revelle—Professor of Population Policy 
and Director of the Center for Population 
Studies at Harvard University. Allan 
Sandage—Astronomer and a member of 
the Observatory Committee of the Mount 
Wilson and Palomar Observatories. Al-
vin Weinberg—Director of the Oak Ridge 
National Laboratory and commentator on 
problems of modern science. 

To: Science Year, P. 0. Box 3737, Chicago, Illinois 60654 
I want to make sure I receive a copy of Science Year. When it comes off the 
press, please send me a copy for a 10-day free examination. If 1 am not convinced 
at the end of this time that this new publication is a valuable addition to my 
home library, 1 may return it and owe nothing. {If 1 wish, I understand you will 
even pay the return postage.) 

Otherwise, this copy of Science Year is mine at the low price of only $6.95. I 
understand I also will receive advance announcements and automatic shipments 
of each new yearly edition of Science Year as soon as it is available. I under
stand I have the privilege of examining each volume for 10 days free, and that I 
may cancel this valuable service at any time. 

Name_ 
(please print plainly) 

Address. 

City, 

State. _Zip Code. -T-507 
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THE DARK HEART 
OF AMERICAN HISTORY 

"We like to think of ourselves as a peaceful, tolerant, 

benign people, but, writes a historian, the other 

.strain in our tradition is a propensity' for \'iolence, 

both individual and collective. 

"Iln! ito.-<loni:iii!i I'avinfi llic Kxcisc-
Man," 1 774—larriiiK and rcathci-
in^ ill iii-iili-Ki ai!;aiIl̂ t Itrilish la\<-s. 

B\ ARTHU1\ SCHLESINGER, ]R. 

THE murders vvitliin five yeais of 
Jolin F. Kennedy, Martin Luther 
King, Jr., and Robert F. Kennedy 

laise -or ought to raise—.somber ques-
tion.s about the character of contempo
rary America. One .such murder might 
he explained away as an isolated hor
ror, unrelated to the inner life of our 
society. But the successive .shootings, in 
a short time, of three men who greatly 
embodied the idealism of American life 
suggest not so much a fortuitous set of 
aberrations as an emerging pattern of 
response and action—a spreading and 
ominous belief in the efficacy of violence 
and the pohtics of the deed. 

Yet, while each of these murdeis 
produced a genuine season of national 
niourning, none has produced a sus

tained sea.son of national (juestioning. 
In every case, remorse has seemed to 
end, not as an incitement to self-ex
amination, but as an escape from it. An 
orgy of sorrow and shame becomes an 
easy way of purging a had conscience 
and returning as quickly as possible to 
business as usual. 

"It would be . . . self-deceptive," Presi
dent Johnson said after the shooting of 
Robert Kennedy, "to conclude from 
this act that our country is sick, that 
it has lost its balance, that it has lost 
its sense of direction, even its common 
decency. Two hundred million Ameri
cans did not strike down Robert Ken
nedy last night any more than they 
struck down John F. Kennedy in 1963 
or Dr. Martin Lnther King in April of 
diis year." 

1 do not quarrel with these words. 

O) course two hundred niillion .Ameri
cans did not strike down llicsc men. 
Nor, in my judgment, is this a (|ueslion 
of a "sick society" or of "collective 
guilt." I do not know wliat such plirases 
mean, but 1 am certain that they do 
not represent useful ways of thinking 
about our problem. Obviously most 
Americans are decent and (Jod-fearing 
people. Obviously most Amejicans were 
deeply and honestly appalled by these 
atrocities. Obviously most Americans 
rightly resent being told that they were 
"guilty" of crimes they neithei- willed 
nor wished. 

Still, it is not enough to dismiss the 
ideas of a sick society and of collective 
guilt and suppose that such dismissal 
closes the question. For a problem re
mains—the problem of a contagion of 
political murder in the United States 

'"Extra-legal group action, for belter or worse, has been part 
of the proeess of Anieriean deniooraey"—Left to right: An 
anti-Catholic group, the "Native Amt^ricans," attacks state 
miiitia in Philadelphia, 1844; draft riots in New York City, 
IHM; labor riot in Hayinarkel Square, Chicago, 1886. 

From Violence: Anicriio in IIK' Sixties by Artliiiv Sclilesinsjer. Jr. 
Copyright 9 1968 by Arthur Schlesinger, Jr., by arrangement 
with the New Anieriear) l,il)nirv, Inc., New York. 
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