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I
GENERAL ELECTION
CAMPAIGNS

As mentioned above, the presidential race
all but bypassed Virginia. Michael Dukakis
made a quick foray into the state for a rally
at the governor's mansion in late summer;
he was not seen in the state again. Bush
made not a single visit. The vice-presiden
tial candidates did make several brief ap
pearances in the Old Dominion, however.
The most time was spent by the GOP's Dan
Quayle, who could even be found in Vir
ginia on the two days preceding the elec
tion. This merely confinned the view that
Republicans had a lock on Virginia, since
the unpopular Quayle was mainly sent into

Incredibly, the state's own U.S. Senate
contest was only slightly more visible.
Republican candidate Maurice Dawkins ran
a shoestring campaign, raising and spend
ing less than $300,000. (Dawkins' war
chest was smaller than that of every U.S.
House incumbent in a contested Virginia
race; a House district, of course, contains
just one-tenth of the state's population.) And
Dawkins' effort was understaffed, disor
ganized, and prone to error. The inexperi
enced candidate was simply never taken se
riously, and he gave people little reason to
do so. The Robb campaign, by contrast, was
flush with tested managers and ten times
as much money ($3.2 million raised and
$2.8 million spent).

At times in t e autumn of 1988, it was
difficult to determine whether Virginia was
included in the national elections. Virtu
ally ignored by the presidential contend
ers, and with its airwaves nearly bereft of
national advertising (save for network spots),
Virginia once again did the predictable and
voted solidly Republican for George Bush
on November 8, thereby justifying the de
cisions of both parties not to lavish atten
tion on the Old Dominion.

"As a percentage of the potential voting population,

Virginia's 1988 turnout fell almost 2 percent below that

of1984,. it was still about 1 percent behind the national

average,. and it showed the smallest gain in absolute

number of voters in recent history--just 2.4 percent."

Adding to the electoral languor were easy
reelections for all ten incumbent U.S. House
members and, as expected, a landslide vic
tory for fonner Governor Charles S. Robb
in the U.S. Senate contest. Virginians also
made it two in a row for gambling, adding
support for pari-mutuel horserace betting
to the previous year's referendum approval
of the lottery.

safe, friendly territory where he could pre
sumably cause little trouble for his ticket.
Virginians were also spared, for the most
part, the television advertising war; state
television stations reported small or non
existent "buys" by the two campaigns.
(Nationally aired spots could still be seen
on the networks, of course.)

Robb's main opponent was his own social
life. Newspapers (especially the Virginian
Pilot, the Richmond Times-Dispatch, the
Washington Times, and the Washington Post)
revealed assorted details ofRobb's extensive
socializing with an unsavory, drug-oriented
jet-set crowd at the resort city of Virginia
Beach. While illegal drugs were certainly



present at these parties, no proof was ever
offered that Robb had used drugs or even
knew that drugs were there, and Robb denied
any improprieties. Dawkins attempted to
capitalize on the scandal, but lacked the
resources and standing to succeed.

IGENERAL ELECTION

On election day the 2.23 million Virginia
voters followed the script written in advance
by conventional wisdom, and George Bush
and Chuck Robb both scored landslides.
Bush received 59.7 percent of the presiden
tial vote, about his average proportion in
the South as a whole and not too far off
Ronald Reagan's 1984 Virginia pace of62.3
percent. Dukakis secured 39.2 percent, with
minor party candidates Lenora Fulani and
Ron Paul barely noticeable at 0.7 percent
and 0.4 percent, respectively. Robb gar
nered 71.2 percent to Dawkins' 28.7 per
cent in the U.S. Senate contest, a margin
slightly greater than that achieved by Re
publican U.S. Senator John W. Warner in
his 1984 reelection race. l

1 Robb's vote proportion was the best for a U.S.
Senate election since 1960, when Democratic in
cumbent A. Willis Robertson was reelected to his
Senate seat, over two independents, with 81.3 per
cent of the vote. If the comparison is restricted to
two-party contests, one has to return to 1934, when
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Both Bush and Robb carried all ten con
gressional districts. Bush's largest plurali
ties came in the heavily Republican Pied
mont Seventh and Richmond Third districts,
and his narrowest edge in the Southwest
Ninth District. Dukakis won more than 40
percent of the vote in only two districts (the
Tidewater Fourth and the Ninth). Robb did
best in the eastern Second and Fourth dis
trict~, but his "worst" performance (in the
Third, at 67.2 percent) was merely testi
mony to his strength everywhere, and to
the relative uniformity of the vote by dis
tricts. Dawkins won more then 30 percent
of the vote in only three districts (the Third,
Fifth, and Seventh).

Bush carried 28 cities and 82 counties,
while Dukakis won just 13 cities and 13 coun
ties, scarcely better than Walter Mondale
in 1984. Dukakis ran relatively well only
in the economically troubled "coal coun
ties" in the Southwest, in liberal white
enclaves such as Arlington and Char
lottesville, and in localities with large black
populations. By contrast, Robb carried every
locality in the state.

Harry Byrd, Sr. won 76.0 percent of the vote over a
token GOP challenger. In recent years the only
Republican to run more poorly statewide than Dawk
ins was Senate nominee Ray Garland, who in 1970
received 15.3 percent of the vote in a three-way race
won by incumbent Harry Byrd, Jr.

The only mild surprise of the election
may have been that Dawkins managed to
secure nearly 30 percent of the total vote
after preelection polls had shown him barely
above the mid-teens. Undoubtedly, Bush
provided some coattails that expanded
Dawkins' vote proportion to a slightly less
embarrassing level.

The most disturbing aspect of the election
unquestionably was the tumout. In the coun
try as a whole, only about half the potential
voting population (those aged 18 and over)
bothered to cast a ballot, the lowest pro
portion since 1924. Because of Virginia's
restricted franchise until the 1960s, the state's
1988 voter participation rate does not com
pare so badly with the recent past; Virginia's
rate of 50 percent in 1988 was slightly bener
than in both 1986 and1980, and a great im
provement over all elections prior to 1964.
But as a percentage of the potential voting
population, Virginia's 1988 turnout fell al
most 2 percent below that of 1984; it was
still about 1 percent behind the national
average; and it showed the smallest gain in
absolute number of voters in recent history
just 2.4 percent. As across America, the
1988 campaigns failed to engage the interest
of half of the Virginians of voting age.

Urban Vote

George Bush swept the Urban Corridor, Vir
ginia's Standard Metropolitan Statistical

TABLE 1.
Voting Results, 1988 Virginia General Election for President, U.S. Senator, and Parimutuel Betting

Percent of Votes Cast For

President U.S. Senator Parimutuel Betting
0/0 of

Urban Measure Total Dukakis Bush Others Robb Dawkins Yes No
Vote (D) (R) (D) (R)

Urban Corridor 61.7 39.2 60.0 0.8 71.5 28.5 59.8 40.2

Metropolitan
Statistical Areas 67.6 39.7 59.4 0.9 71.6 28.4 58.3 41.7

Central Cities 15.0 53.6 45.2 1.2 76.1 23.9 62.5 37.5
Suburbs 52.6 35.8 63.4 0.8 70.3 29.7 57.2 42.8

Rural Areas 28.2 38.6 60.0 1.4 70.6 29.4 48.9 51.1

SOURCE: Compiled from official election results supplied by the State Board of Elections.

NOTE: Party affiliations are abbreviated as: (D) =Democrat and (R) =Republican. See Virginia Votes 1983-1986 for definitions of uurban corridor" and
urural areas."
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"YES" vote (rounded %)

Pari- Pari-
mutuels Lottery mutuels

1978 1987 1988

What changed from 1978 to 1988? The
following comparisons sketch the shape of
the voting shift:

59.8 percent and 58.3 percent respectively.
The only demographic category that opposed
it was rural Virginia, though the vote there
was close (48.9 percent in favor and 511
percent opposed). The central cities were
especially inclined toward parimutuels (62.5
percent in favor) and the suburbs slightly
less so (57.2 percent in favor).

84.3
84.7

92.1
92.7

98.4
98.2

lJ.S. {J.S.
President Senator Representative

1984
1988

The opposition was far more rag-tag,
dominated by many of the same religious
groups and preachers who had caused
something of a backlash in their anti-lottery

The campaigns for and against parimu
tuel betting were not equally potent. The
pro side counted in its corner almost every
major current and fonner statewide official
save Attorney General Mary SueTerry (who
was concerned about organized crime's po
tential influence in a betting operation).
Governor Baliles, who had opposed the lot
tery, announced his support. The horse
breeders were active in the pro efforts, of
course, and contributed the money neces
sary to run it.

The ballot fall-off rates were just one more
reminder that 1988 was an election year with
few surprises.

Ballot Fall-off
Percent Decline in Voter Participation
on Specific Office Compared to Total
Turnout

The 1988 fall-off for offices higher on
the ballot was also at nonnallevels, and it
followed the pattern set in the last presi
dential contest almost precisely:

The overall voter participation on the
parimutuel question (black and white elec
torates combined) was 87.2 percent. This
level was slightly lower than for both the
1987 lottery (89.1 percent) and the 1978
horseracing vote (90.7 percent). But both
of the earlier contests were off-year elec
tions that had featured shorter ballots, so a
smaller fall-off in those referendums was
to be expected.

2 Ballot fall-off is the degree of voting fortop-of-the
ballot items compared to voting for issues lower on
the ballot. Some "fall-off' or "drop-off' from top to
bottom always takes place, but it varies considerably
from year to year and issue to issue.

pari-mutuels was about double that of
whites? Fall-off for whites was approxi
mately 10 percent, but for blacks it was almost
20 percent.

60
58
62
57
49

62
60
63
59
49

Urban Corridor 55
SMSAs 53

Central Cities 53
Suburbs 53

Rural Areas 40

In one other way, it was clear that black
voters were less excited by horserace betting
than by the prospects of a lottery. Black
participation in the parimutuel referendum
was low (44.8 percent in the sample pre
cincts) compared to the lottery (49.6 percent).
Moreover, while ballot fall-off for blacks
and whites was virtually the same in 1987,
the 1988 fall-off rate for blacks voting on

One population group solidly in the pro
parirrlutuels' camp was blacks. Black vot
ers in the selected precincts of Table 2 sup
ported horserace betting with 71.0 percent
of their votes-much higher than the over
all approval rating of 55.9 percent. White
voters, by contrast, favored the referendum
much more narrowly, by approximately a
54 to 46 percent margin. The same black!
white differential was apparent in the 1987
lottery vote; but in the lottery balloting,
blacks even more enthusiastically supported
it (77.0 percent in favor) relative to whites.

Clearly, urban areas-especially central cit
ies but also suburbs-became much more
willing to back gambling. But so did rural
Virginia. While a narrow 51 percent ma
jority still fought the change in 1987 and
1988, support for betting had grown by 9
full percentage points in a decade. Viewed
in this light, the urban/rural divide seems
more of a modest gap and less of a fear
some chasm.

There was a much greater change from
the parimutuel betting vote a decade ear
lier. While not a single locality that had
backed parimutuels in 1978 opposed the idea
in 1988, 12 cities and 22 counties that had
voted "no" in 1978 said "yes" in 1988.
Overall, 39 counties, every one of them in
the more rural, western half of the state,
were in opposition to horserace betting, and
all 56 easterly counties were solidly in favor
of it.

The pattern was not quite as geographi
cally tidy among cities; all 15 cities that
opposed parimutuels were in the western
half of the state, as expected; but 3 of the
26 cities that gave electoral assent to the
referendum were deep in western territory
(Clifton Forge, Norton, and Roanoke.) Still,
this was the ort of sharp regional voting
pa ern a as e in modern Vir
ginia history. The parimutuel vote, like the
lottery vote that preceded it, seemed to
represent the existing social and cultural
divide in the state rather than one based on
purely political interests. In this respect,
the two votes taken together may tell a
fascinating tale of some fundamental dif
ferences in values and way of life between
the two broad regions of Virginia.

As the results of both referendums indi
cated, there is no doubt which set of values
predominates in a state increasingly domi
nated politically by its Urban Corridor. The
east-west split was accented with the fla
vor of an urban/suburban versus rural clash
(see Table 1). The Urban Corridor and the
Standard Metropolitan Statistical Areas
(SMSAs) stro gly favored horseracing, by

Out of 136 localities, just ten switched
sides on the gambling questions from 1987
to 1988-aremarkable degree ofconstancy.
The same three congressional districts (the
Fifth, Sixth, and Ninth) that had opposed
the lottery tried to stop parimutuels, but they
were once again averiddenby the other seven
districts. All ten districts voted "yes" and
"no" in about the same proportions in both
1987 and 1988.

.. The Urban Corridor, stretching from
Northern Virginia through Richmond into
Tidewater, again proved decisive.

.. The overall vote proportions tracked
closely (56.6 percent for the lottery and
55.9 percent for parimutuels).

• The east-west split was virtually identical.



"The campaign finance picture showed one welcome

development~· the total 1988 statewide spending of

$4.74 million represented a drop of28 percent

"compared to 1986.

Republicans have achieved higher propor
tions of the black vote than Dawkins: Lin
wood Holton for governor in 1969 (37.2
percent), J. Marshall Coleman for attorney
general in 1977 (32.7 percent), and John
W. Warner for U.S. senator in 1984 (21.2
percent). In 1988 blacks simply chose party
and ideology over race, not only in the U.S.
Senate contest but also for a U.S. House
seat, to be discussed later.

Given the low turnout, blacks may have
comprised little more than 10 percent of
the statewide electorate in 1988. Yet blacks
probably comprised nearly a quarter of
Dukakis'votes. By contrast, Bush's vote
was about 98 percent white. Overall, Bush
received approximately 65 percent of the
white vote to Dukakis' 35 percent.

The Senate race had a very different
complexion, ofcourse. Robb attracted nearly
70 percent of the white vote-not far off
his statewide pace-while blacks comprised
just 12 percent ofhis total voters. The com
position of Dawkins' vote was actually
whiter than that of Robb: 94 percent of the
Republican's vote total came from whites,
only 6 percent from blacks. Meanwhile,
Robb joined a very exclusive club of
Democrats who have won a clear majority
of Virginia's white vote since 1969. An
drew Miller and Mary Sue Terry in their
1973 and 1985 bids for attorney general are
the only other members.

u.s. House of Representatives

Virginia's House contests in the general elec
tion were all routs, and the ten-member dele
gation remained split evenly between the
two parties. Just one incumbent, the Fifth
District's L.F. Payne, failed to top the 60
percent mark; but his 54.2 percent victory
was still reasonably comfortable for an in
cumbent with only five months' tenure. (His
Republican opponent, Charles Hawkins,
finished with 43.7 percent, with 2.1 percent
for an independent candidate.) The First
District's Herbert Bateman was lifted above
60 percent for the first time in his four suc
cessful contests (up to 73.3 percent), as was
the Second District's Owen Pickett (60.5
percent), who gained his sophomore term.

The other members of Virginia's House
delegation breezed to victory as well. Demo
crats had touted Delegate David Brickley's
chances for an upset in the Eighth, but Stan
Parris proved anew that he has firmed up
his hold on a marginal district as he secured
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62.3 percent. The same electoral signal was
sent by Frank Wolf in the Tenth (68.0 per
cent), Rick Boucher in the Ninth (63.4
percent), and Jim Olin in the Sixth (63.9
percent). Virginia's 100 percent rate of in
cumbency reelection fit nicely into the na
tional picture; for the second consecutive
election, 98 percent of all House members
who sought another term won again. In
addition, 95 percent of the triumphant in
cumbents nationwide won by at least 10 per
centage points, as did all of the Old Do
minion's solons.

The GOP, with 56.9 percent of the vote,
amassed a greater portion of total congres
sional votes across Virginia than in any
modem election except for 1980 (when the
party won nine of ten House seats in the
Reagan landslide). When only the seven

contested districts are considered, however,
the Democrats had fewer worries. The pro
portion of the vote won by Democratic
House candidates (46.6 percent) increased
slightly over 1982, 1984, and 1986. This
was partly due to the fact that two of the
most popular GOP incumbents (Bliley and
Slaughter) were unopposed, compared to
just one of the Demo~rats' champion vote
getters (Sisisky).

Black voters, as already discussed, gave
little support to the black Republican U.S.
Senate contender, Maurice Dawkins. Blacks
gave even less backing to the black GOP
candidate for the House in the Norfolk
Virginia Beach Second clistrict. Jerry Curry
won only about 8.5 percent of Norfolk's
black voters, compared to the 85.5 percent
who voted for Democrat Owen Pickett (and
6.0 percent for independents). On the other
hand, Republican Herb Bateman in the
Peninsula First District did relatively well
with blacks, given his party label; he se
cured 18.9 percent of the vote in the sample
black precincts in Newport News and 36.8
percent of those in Hampton (see Table 2).
Bateman was certainly aided by the token
nature of his opponent's campaign-yet the
white congressman fared better than either
of the GOP's black candidates in 1988.

Incidentally, another white Republican
House incumbent, Thomas J. Bliley of the
Richmond Third District, managed to win
a 34.5 percent share of the black vote un
der conditions somewhat similar to those
of Bateman in 1986.

To no one's surprise, all the incumbents
handily outspent their losing rivals. The
incumbents' financial edge ranged from a
ratio of about 2.5 to 1 in the Second, Fifth,
and Eighth districts up to a massive 8.5 to
1 in the First District. However, the cam
paign finance picture showed one welcome
picture: the total 1988 statewide spending
of $4.74 million represented a drop of 28
percent compared to 1986. This drop oc
curred despite the fact that seven House
districts were party-contested in 1988, one
more than two years earlier.

The spending decline followed an in
crease of 12 percent in 1986 (over 1984)
and a surge of 45 percent in 1984 (over
1982). No candidate in 1988 came close to
spending over $1 million, which the Tenth
District's Frank Wolfdid in 1986. And while
three districts in 1986 featured total expen
ditures of at least $1 million dollars, none
did so in 1988. The spending decrease may
have been due in part to the intense fund
raising competition provided by the presi
dential and senatorial contests, as well as
the already-organizing 1989 gubernatorial
campaigns.

One financial footnote: unopposed Third
District incumbent Bliley reported disburs
ing more money ($342,000) than nine other
party nominees in contested districts.

IPARIMUTUEL BETTING

Virginians' urge to gamble was displayed
again in 1988, as the state's voters followed
up their approval of a state lottery a year
earlier with an authorization for parimutuel
betting on horseraces. In fact, the two sepa
rate votes were amazingly similar:
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TABLE 2.
Voting in Selected Predominantly Black Precincts in Virginia Cities,
1988 General Election for President, U.S. Senator, U.S. House, and Parimutuel Betting

Percent of Votes Cast for

u.s. U.S. Parimutuel

Number Total % of President Senator House Betting

of Votes Registered
City Precincts Cast Voting Dukakis Bush Others Robb Dawkins (D) (R) (I) Yes No

(D) (R) (D) (R)

Black Precincts

Char10ttesville 1 865 66.9 82.2 17.2 0.6 77.4 22.6 67.4 32.6
Virginia Beach 1 1,340 67.9 57.0 42.2 0.8 77.9 22.2 72.1 24.2 3.7 69.1 30.9
Hampton 2 3,321 71.4 77.7 20.7 1.6 82.3 17.7 63.2 36.8 67.0 33.0

Newport News 8 6,139 63.8 92.4 6.3 1.3 84.3 15.7 81.1 18.9 73.6 26.4
Norfolk 10 12,395 62.7 94.0 5.2 0.8 88.5 11.5 85.5 8.5 6.0 68.4 31.6
Portsmouth 2 3,128 75.4 94.2 5.1 0.7 78.9 21.1 66.8 33.2

Richmond 15 12,570 60.8 90.9 7.4 1.7 81.2 18.8 73.6 26.4
Emporia 1 261 66.2 92.6 6.2 1.2 87.5 12.5 73.7 26.3
Petersburg 4 2,984 70.0 92.2 6.1 1.7 82.7 17.3 74.3 25.7

Totals 44 43,003 64.4 90.1 8.6 1.3 83.7 16.3 71.0 29.0

SOURCE: Official election results supplied by the State Board of Elections. See Virginia Votes 1983-1986 for identification of these black precincts.

NOTE: Party affiliations are abbreviated as: (D) = Democrat; (R) = Republican; and (I) = Independent. In some cities the U.S.House incwnbent was
unopposed, and thus no data or totals are listed.

Areas, and the state's rural regions with about
equal strength, at or near 60 percent (see
Table 1). The Bush/Dukakis contest was
demographically a virtual carbon copy of
the 1984 Reagan/Mondale match-up; the only
notable change was that Dukakis increased
Mondale's v te slightly (by 2 to 3 percent
in each urban vote category). Dukakis cap
tured the central cities with 53.6 percent
well below the usual victory margin for a
Democrat in the territory most favorable
to that party's candidates.

Bush's 63.4 percent landslide in the GOP
leaning suburbs was healthy even for a Re
publican and compares favorably to most
other GOP standard-bearers in recent elec
tions. Once again, a Republican candidate
was assisted by the relentlessly growing clout
of the suburbs. These localities collectively
hit another all-time high as a proportion of
the total statewide vote in a general elec
tion (52.6 percent). At the same time, the
Democratic-leaning central cities sunk to
an all-time general election low: just 15.0
percentof the statewide vote originated there.

Robb, of course, captured every segment
of the urban and rural vote by massive mar
gins. Robb's leaq was greatest in the cen
tral cities (76.1 percent) and "least" in the
suburbs (70.3 percent); but even in the lat
ter, most Republican urban category, Daw
kins failed to cross the 30 percent mark.

Black Vote

Black turnout was relatively poor in 1988,
with ballots cast by just64.4 percent ofblack
registered voters in a standard set of forty
four selected predominantly black precincts
in Virginia cities. This was more than 13
percent below the overall turnout of regis
tered voters-by far the worst comparative
differential in the ten most recent statewide
elections.

In off-year elections, black turnout fre
quently exceeds overall tumout. In presiden
tial elections, blacks usually participate at
a lesser rate than whites, but not nearly so
low as in 1988. Lack of black enthusiasm

for Dukakis and Robb may have been a ma
jor factor at work here. Whatever the specific
cause, blacks clearly were not excited enough
to vote in large numbers in 1988.

Blacks who did vote cast their usual
Democratic ballots, for the most part (see
Table 2). Dukakis won 90.1 percent of the
votes in the sample black precincts, about
one percent less than Mondale did in 1984.
Bush's proportion of 8.6 percent was hardly
impressive, though it slightly improved up
on Reagan's 8.2 percent showing in 1984
(and was more than double Reagan's espe
cially poor share of 3.4 percent in 1980).
Robb won 83.7 percent, considerably off
his 1981 gubernatorial pace of 96.4 percent,
but still good considering his opponent was
black.

Dawkins' 16.3 percent was reasonably
impressive for a nonincumbent Republican.
Yet given the GOP's high hopes for a break
through in the black community, it can also
be counted as a disappointment for Repub
licans. After all, in recent years three white



"While certainly not liberal in attitudes or voting habits,

Virginia features a conservatism that seems increasingly

tempered by moderation and, on occasion, a kind of
. .,'progresslve centrlsm.

crusade in 1987. Marching into battle again
was the Reverend Jerry Falwell, who person
ally bought television-advertising time to
denounce parimutuels on the weekend prior
to election day. Private polls have consistent
ly shown Falwell to be one of the most
unpopular public figures in the state, and
his endorsement-whenever active, highly
visible, and timed for maximum notice at
the end of a campaign-has long been
thought to lose far more votes than it wins.3

Just such a backlash may have been unwit
tingly created again by Falwell in 1988, since
his advertisements were the last new piece
of infonnation many voters received on the
parimutuel issue.

Interestingly, all the public polls taken
during the general election campaign sug
gested a tight or tightening parimutuel vote,
though in the end the pro forces won by a
very comfortable margin. It may indeed
be that the race was close until voters fo
cused on the issue toward the end of the
campaign, shortly before their votes would
be cast. It was precisely then, of course,
that Falwell chose to go to the airwaves to
make his anti-parimutuel pitch.

3 See the 1981 Robb-Coleman example in Virginia
Votes 1979-1982, p. 84. Other Democratic candi
dates (Dick Davis in his 1982 U.S. Senate bid and
Gerald Baliles in his 1985 gubernatorial battle, for
instance) have found Falwell a tempting target be
cause of his high negative ratings. Candidates with
close ties to Falwell, like Charles Judd, the 1988 GOP
House nominee in the Roanoke Sixth district, and
Harry Covert, a 1983 Republican candidate for the
state Senate in Falwell's own home area, have lost
badly. See Virginia Votes 1983-1986, p. 12.

NEWS LETTER

Virginians appeared to vote for parimu
tuels for many of the same reasons they en
dorsed the lottery:

.. They thought people should have the
"right" to spend their money this way,
if they so wished.

.. Parimutuels offered another potential
avenue of fun and entertainment.

.. Betting tracks potentially could bean
economic boost to the state and some
regions.

Voters were not persuaded by arguments
about parimutuels' possible attraction to
criminal elements and undesirable social

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. .
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effects (e.g., increased poverty, gambling
addiction). On the other hand, parimutu
els never caught the voters' attention nor
generated the enthusiasm of the lottery
referendum. Ballot fall-off was up, the "yes"
vote dipped slightly from a year earlier, and
the betting referendum was almost lost in
the midst of the presi ential and senatoria
maelstroms.

Nonetheless, parimutuel betting passed
handily, suggesting again the political and
demographic changes that have occurred
in the state over the past decade. In 1978
when parimutuels went down to defeat,
Virginia was considered solidly conserva
tive, with a more pronounced rural influ
ence and character. Ten years later, the state
has clearly moderated politically. While
certainly not liberal in attitudes or voting
habits, Virginia features a conservatism that
seems increasingly tempered by modera
tion and, on occasion, a kind of progres
sive centrism. Most of all, the Urban Cor
ridor rules-and all statewide candidates,
not to mention the state's less favored re
gions, must inevitably adjust to and accom
modate that reality.

Entered as
second-class mall
Charlottesville, Virginia




