



































It was reported that when Johnston found Mackey was investigating
individual voters and was likely to find that some had been ineligible, he
would claim that they had voted for Mackey. The latter’s counter tactic was
to collect testimony such as that from the Sheriff, W. H. Palmer, that ““‘each
of the parties who made affidavits about receiving money from Mackey [to
vote for him] had received fifteen dollars for so swearing,” and that he was
willing so to testify in court.

The counter claim filed by Mackey alleged that many who had voted for
Johnston had been non-residents, even of the County, or illiterate. He went
further and collected statements to show that money and whiskey had been
used freely at the polls by his opponent. 27 To complicate the matter further,
Varney (who Mackey believed to have been secretly in collusion with
Johnston) challenged each with distributing ‘““money, whiskey, and cigats to
the voters’” to influence their choice. The election of W. W. Douglas, one of
Mackey’s supporters, to the Board of Supervisors, also was called in
question. The opposition was anything but supine.

The Court upheld the elections of both Mackey and Douglas but they
continued to be harassed for months. Justices of the Peace friendly to the.
gamblers issued writs of prohibition to prevent the new Commonwealth’s
Attorney from prosecuting suits. The one Justice favorable to Mackey, J. P.
Hagan, was himself the object of a suit. The Special Grand jury convened to
clean up the County was forced to secure its own evidence since witnesses
evaded summons to testify.

In the end, howev-er, the saloons, houses of ill-fame, and gambling dens
were closed, the big operators run out of the County, and a new era of good
government and rising prosperity began for Arlington.

TWO votes had been enough to swing the balance!

“Better Government”” 1930-31

Arlingtonians considered that they lived in an urban area as early as 1911,
and chafed under the restrictions of the traditional form of government
prescribed for counties. It was not, however, until the Constitution was
amended in 1928 to permit “optional” forms of local government that any
real relief was possible. The story of how this came to pass has been told in
detail. 28

Highlights of this story include the herculean efforts by interested citizens
to inform the voters of the advantages of the new form of government in the
face of opposition from the entrenched interests (masked as the “Voters’

2"Memoranda dealing with this case and lists of names with notations, many in Mackey’s
handwriting, are in the files of the Arlington Historical Society.

28Robert Nelson Anderson: “Arlington Adopts the County Manager Form of Government'’;
Arlington Historical Magazine, Vol. 1, No. 2 (1958).
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