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An Economic Analysis of The 1964 Election in Oklahoma
AMOS D. MAXWELL, Northeastern State College, Tahlequah

Oklahoma voters in November, 1964, confirmed the adage, “the lower
the income, the greater the chance one will vote Democratic.” Confirma-
tion of this adage could be made by comparing voting statistics with the
per capita income in each of the state’s 77 counties.

Using the per capita income figures for the last full year, 1963, com-
parison of this sum with each county’s vote, for the Presidential and Sena-
torial candidates was made. Fifteen counties voted for Senator Barry M.
Goldwater, the Republican nominee for President. These 15 counties had
an average per capita income of $2918. The 62 counties which voted for
President Lyndon B. Johnson, the Democratic nominee, had an average
per capita income of only $1980. In other words, the Republican counties
had a per capita income of almost $1000 more than the Democratic counties.

When checking high and low income counties, we find a striking con-
trast. For this we compared the highest 109% with the lowest 109 in per
capita income. The eight highest counties had an average per capita in-
come of $3521. All but one of these counties voted for Senator Goldwater,
with an average vote of 57% for the Republican nominee, When one looks
at the lowest eight counties in per capita income, we found they averaged
only $1393. President Johnson carried all eight by an average of 83%.

We also examined those counties at the upper and lower economic
quartiles. The 19 counties with the highest average income ($3080) in-
cluded only eight that voted Democratic. Among the 19 counties with
the lowest economic level ($1527), none supported Senator Goldwater.

The most Republican county in Oklahoma in 1964 was Major County
(per capita income $3078), where 659 of the votes were cast for Senator
Goldwater. Coal County, with a per capita income of $1826, was the most
Democratic county in Oklahoma this year. There only 21% of the votes
were cast for Senator Goldwater. .

Leflore County had the lowest per capita income (only $1230 in 1963)
of the State’s 77 counties. Leflore County voted Democratic by 64 per-
cent., Grant County led the State in per capita income with $4524, Oddly
enough, President Johnson carried this wealthiest Oklahoma county by

50.2 percent.

In comparing how the State’s 77 counties lined up in the Senatorial
race, only slight variations are noted from the Presidential pattern. F‘o;
example, none of the eight counties with the highest income level vote
for Senator Fred R. Harris, while only one of the eight lowest counties
voted for Bud Wilkinson, Among the 19 with the highest income level,
only five supported Senator Harris, while among the 19 lowest coun’t,‘leest,
only one supported Wilkinson. Among the 38 counties with the hig n’n
income level, 14 supported Harris. Whereas, among the 38 counttesAv:"al
the lowest income, only two supported Wilkinson. These two were r
and Cleveland counties.

Does this report tell us something really new? No, but it does con-
firm many ideasp:nd suspicions held by persons in both p?lltlcal par’t‘itz;
It does tell us that since there are far more persons of ocv:rtedma e
incomes, the Republican party must make a direct aa.nd1 &n P
to those of lower income levels if they expect to win in .

A list of all counties showing income and voting statistics follows.
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