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Volume  I1 

Charles  W. Clabaugh 

Q: Sir, what can you say about the "West Side Bloc?" I'm not fully up to speed on what 
the West Side Bloc was. 

A: Well, I wrote several pages about the West Side Bloc in the reminiscences. The West 
Side Bloc was kind of an ethereal thing. I t  was what the person talking or writing thought 
i t  was. 

Q: Oh? 

A: There was collusion between a group, mainly Italians, but certainly not all Italians, in 
Chicago during the A1 Cappne days and after that. And there are members of the 
legislature, on both sides, thgt are controlled to a very great extent by the wishes of the 
city hall. Now if the issue i something the press doesn't like, then it's - and you swear 
that  it's sponsored by the de , t  Side Bloc. And if they're for i t  - i t  isn't. You always 
think of i t  as being Republicqs, because a Republican, to vote with the city administration, 
he has to jump his party. Bpt the Democrats . . . don't show themselves. They just vote, 
it's Democrat policy. For in$tance there's several men that have been, through the years, 
on the Republican side, that $were no more Italian than I. Some of them didn't even live 
in the west side, which was another sovereignty without a boundary. 

There's no question but that there are times they were the deciding factor. Because if i t  
was something that the Republicans wanted and the city hall didn't want, or the crime 
syndicate - let's put i t  that way - didn't want, then you were or weren't one of them, 
according to whether you jumped. If you jumped out of the Republican party and went over 
and voted with it, you were a West Side Blocer. But a Democrat who leaned with the Bloc, 
and voted with them, press fingers were not pointed a t  them, nor were they criticized for 
their vote. 

And how absurd that gets; there was - I'm trying to think - there was a bill, that was 
up several sessions, that was hotly contested. I t  was never passed. I think the law then 
said that a grand jury could stay in session only one month or six weeks, something like 
that. Well the Chicago Crime Commission, and other uplift citizens, said that they could 
do better a t  law enforcement if they could keep a grand jury longer than a month, if that 
was what the length of time was. It was a 6-months' grand jury. Well now - and they 
immediately drew the line. If you were a Democrat, it was Democratic policy to oppose 
it, so you weren't named. But if you were a Republican and opposed it, then you had to 
be the West Side Bloc, according to the metropolitan press. 

Q: I see. 



A: And there were two men, as honorable a men as ever served in the legislature or 
anywhere else, and one of them was Walter Edwards from Danville, a Democrat. A country 
lawyer. I don't suppose he ever handled a criminal case in his life. And this other fellow, 
Paul Taylor, had been an ex-state's attorney in Effingham County. And those fellows - 
I was a good friend of Mr. Edwards, we were adjoining districts here - and those fellows 
honestly and sincerely didn't believe we should have it, the extended grand jury, And the 
Tribune, one time - I think i t  was the Tribune - they listed the West Side Blocers who 
were voting against this, and they listed Walter Edwards and Paul Taylor. I t  was just 
ridiculous. I mentioned i t  in my book, And so i t  was pretty much what the issue was, 

Q: Well now in 1964 Senator Percy wanted to purge most of these people from the party. Do 
you remember that situation? 

A: Oh, he fell in line, like he did on most things, when the pressure got on him, I was 
one of two that  really started that purge. 

Q: Oh, is that right? 

A: Yes. 

Q: Who was the other? 

A: (pause) Well, you've caught me on a day that i t  seems like I can't recall - Clarke, 
Terrance, "Tec" Clarke, we called him, from . . . out southwest of Chicago. A very high 
type fellow. Well that was the year that we were gonna run at-large. 

Q: Yes. 

A: And the press were always on Pete Granata and Doc Capuzi and several of those fellows 
that were bound to go the other way on anything. In other words bound to follow city hall 
and they had control. They came from controlled districts, practically no Republicans in 
them a t  all. The Democrats could have elected three if they wanted to. But we felt that  
under the circumstances, with the situation the way i t  was going to be, with Johnson and 
Goldwater a t  the heads of the tickets, that we were gonna have to remove every stain that 
we could. And we worked up and worked up and finally got enough members to pass some 
legislation that - the members would choose who went on the ticket. And I called Tec 
Clarke one night, from a Travel Lodge out in . . . out on Mannheim Road. We talked for 
an hour, And we finally got enough member$ that we purged those fellows from the 
ticket. And again, they weren't all Italians. I t  just so happened that they were all 
Catholics. 

Q: Oh, is that  right? (laughs) 

A: And one fellow a t  the meeting, when we had our convention in Springfield, brought that 
up and that hurt them, their case, more than anything else, because everybody knew that 
they weren't . . . that  that wasn't an issue a t  all, involved. And of course we lost, But 
when I found out - I had a relative that worked in the city hall, and she told me that 
ballots, bags of ballots laid around city hall there for weeks. 

Q: Oh, is that right? (laughs) 

A: They just counted their people in up there. 

Q: Hm. Now these people who were Republicans in the Democratic area up there, that 
wound up in the West Side Bloc, they would be somewhat comparable to Walter Edwards 
position here in this district, in that  he was . . . 



A: In the Danville district. 

Q: In the Danville district, yep. What do you know about Walter Edwards? 

A: Well as I told you he ca*e down there a couple or three terms before I did. And he 
was chairman of the Educati n Committee when the Democrats were in power. And Walt 
has been a former teacher. st a sweet man, as the women would call him. Conscientious, 
capable. Everybody was his friend and he was a friend of everybody. And he wasn't a 
glad-hander a t  all. I think he reason that I became so fond of him was that I used him 
a great deal, followed him. He was my mentor while he was down there, on education 
matters. Most of his law b siness was civil law. And there's a good deal of legal work 
in schools. And . . . Walte was a high-type fellow, but like most members, in my 
observation, who are real acti e in schools legislation and make that their prime object, they 
never get anywhere in the le 1 'slature. That is, they never elect one of them as floor leader, 
they never elect one of them @ speaker. 

! 
Q: Oh, I see. 

A: Because some way or another, much as everybody has been around schools, there isn't 
anything that the people, if they'll honestly admit it, are as universally ignorant of, as they 
are of school operations. And if somebody will take on what is an onerous job of handling 
mine-run school bills, why, they'll follow him, I think, on most of those bills. There were 
probably a hundred members of the House, any time, would follow me on school legislation. 

Q: Well. 

A: But i t  stopped right there, generally. 

Q: Oh, is that right? (laughter) 
j 

A: Yes. I 

Q: Well. 

A: I never sought any of theae other positions, had no desire for them. But Walter would 
have been chosen as one of the leading members, not the most dynamic, but just as a 
splendid man and a splendid *ember. 

Q: Even though he was of the ther party. P A: Yes. Well he was like I w+s. Not just a hide-bound person. 

Q: Oh? Hm. You never ha any particular ambitions, then, to run for speaker of the 
House, a t  any time? 

E 
A: (indicates negative) 

Q: Did you ever have any desite to move to the Senate? 

A: No, I could have gone to the Senate when Senator Peters retired. He and Ed Dale and 
Stan Weaver, who were my two colleagues and both wanted to run for the Senate, were in 
a room. And Pete told us, he said, "Now you fellows work i t  out among yourselves." And 
I said, "Count me out." 

Q: Oh? 

A: I had then, I think, twenty-two years in the House. I had more than that. Thirty-two 
maybe. And I said, "I'm not gonna be a freshman again," 



Q: Oh. (laughs) 

A: And that's what you'd have been. You start  as a freshman, regardless of your length 
of term in the House, you start as  a freshman. And I had no desire far that. 

Q: Well. Did you ever consider running for congress? 

A: No. I'd had a good chance in . . . 1942 or 1944. Bill Wheat was our congressman. He 
was a congressman two or three terms, from Rantoul. And he died. The two large centers 
in our district then were Decatur and Champaign. And . . . the immediate thought of the 
people was Senator Peters to take Bill's place. And Decatur wouldn't have challenged it, 
I think. And Pete said he didn't want it. And I was next in line, And we just had the 
one little girl then. And I said I didn't want to raise a child in Washington. (laughs) And 
I didn't make any effort. And then Decatur . . . got the call. 

Q: Sir, was there any particular legislation that  came up as a result of World War I1 
occurring? Was there any change in legislative action a t  that  time? 

A: Well there were war measures. (pause) I think in my reminiscences I just grouped 
them all together. Those things that  . . . that  were brought on, made necessitous, because 
of the war climate. 

Q: Do you recall any particular civil defense legislation that came up? 

A: Well I suppose i t  was enacted then, the original. I know it  had a hard time justifying 
itself. 

Q: Oh, is that  right? 

A: I think maybe they finally worked out some things for i t  anyhow. I wonder just how 
much use most of i t  is. But there was this World War I1 voting legislation for military 
people outside the country. And of course then we passed the $385 million pension, or bonus, 
act, to be paid off by the cigarette tax. 

Q: Yes, sir. And you were for that. I understand the only vote against i t  in the House 
was Mrs. Van der Vries, on the World War I1 bonus. 

A: Well there was one that  the only vote against it was Representative Simon. (pause) I 
guess Bernice did vote against it. 

SESSION 7, TAPE 13, SIDE 1 

Q: Let's see, you were on the Education Committee the entire tenure in the legislature. 

A: Yes. 

Q: How did you come to get on the Education Committee in the first go-around? 

A: Well I asked for it. And that's a big committee. Background as  a - bachelor in 
education - and as a . . . teacher for a short time, did it. It's a desirable committee in 
the House. I t  was a neglected committee in the Senate. 

Q: Oh? 

A: I think I told you one day. 



Q: Yes. 

A: As the Executive Committee is just the opposite. 

Q: Yes, sir. 

A: And so that was - m o ~ t  anybody that asked to get on i t  can get on it. Or could then. 

Q: You had no problems, then, a t  any time during your tenure, in remaining on the 
Education Committee? 

A: Oh, no. I had quite a job. I tried the last session or two not to get on it, but they 
wouldn't let me. 

Q: Yes. (laughter) They needed you badly, then, a t  that time. 

A: Yes. Most of those things that we'd fought so hard on the commission, in the years, 
to try to correct, did correct, were very - the opposite to them was very salable. And 
getting a good many of these elementary school teachers and small school principals in the 
legislature - and of course they wanted on education. And they wanted on that for the 
sole purpose of enlarging the scope of teachers. Thanks to the NEA [National Education 
Association], teacher welfare became first in the minds of many. And that  got 
stronger. And by the time I asked to be taken off, they said, "We have to keep you on 
there." 

Q: Well. (laughter) Who else was on the committee back in 1939, your first go a t  it? Who 
was in charge of it? 

A: Well Lottie Holman O'Neill was the chairman of the committee. And Representative 
Sam Dale, as I remember him right offhand, was one of the members. Representative 
from . . . oh, what was the little town down in southern Illinois that he was from? It  was 
Fairfield, Wayne County. And Homer Caton from Sanford - Stanford, I guess it is - in 
McLean County, was on it. Lew Wallace from Mattoon, who had been a teacher in Coles 
County, was on it. Walter Edwards was there. (pause) I can't, offhand, recall very many 
more of them. I can see them marching past me. If I had my Blue Book, I could tell 
you. (laughs) 

Q: Yes, sir. What were some of the things that came before the committee back in 1939? 

A: Well of course the common school education hadn't become the big, the important budget 
problem then that i t  did later. In fact, as I recall it, the total budget for the common school 
fund in the 1939 session, for 2 years, was $29 million. And so that wasn't a big one. But 
that came before us. One of the things too, there was not transportation for high school 
pupils when the transportation bill was originally passed. And that was one which came 
up early in my time - to provide some transportation for high school pupils. 

We had 10,955 separate school districts in the state of Illinois a t  that time. And the great 
part of them of course were one-room country schools. And there was some movement on 
foot to try to get rid of them. And mandatory reorganization - which just don't go over 
in the Midwest - and that  came before us several times. And either the first or the second 
session, Mrs. Van der Vries - she was on the Education Committee as one of the prominent, 
capable members, for quite awhile. I guess until she became a chairman of the 
Municipalities Committee, she was on it. 

And Mrs* Maud Peffers from Aurora - they're kind of marching in front of my eyes now 
- whose husband had been a member of the General Assembly. 



Mrs. Van der Vries brought in a bill to bring the public school budgets within the scope 
of the municipal budget law that  had been passed one or two sessions before that. And 
rural school people objected to that, so I was told when i t  was on the floor of the House, 
because of the situation - how difficult i t  would be for common schools, with three farmers 
on a board that didn't even have electric lights in the building, and to budget everything 
and to put i t  out for approval. They were assured by John Cassidy, who was then the 
attorney general, that under Illinois law, a school district was not considered a municipality. 

So we tried to add it. And because i t  was said that  they might get a court decision to the 
contrary, and . . . budgets would all be faulty illegal budgets. I didn't go along with the 
bill, because I was dealing with school boards and I knew that, in country schools and small 
village schools, the board usually met once to approve a budget, during the summer. And 
they'd ordinarily go down to the building and some farmer would take a lantern and under 
that - because I was selling weather strips then, window shades. And they'd look a t  the 
figures and draw up a contract to do the thing. And I realized just what a shocker i t  would 
be for them to fill out the complicated budget form that was proposed to us. Because what 
would have happened would have been that  90 percent of those board members would have 
taken those figures in to the county superintendent's office and asked him to make up their 
budget for them. And i t  would have just been chaos in his office, and so on. Most of those 
schools were spending less than 2,000 dollars a year. 

But i t  even went so far as they got some auditors to draw up a form. And you know what 
kind of forms auditors would draw up, would cover that table top. And we said, "Well if 
you'll cut that down, and get i t  down to some reasonable size and shape so these men can 
understand i t  because the majority of them won't even be high school graduates." They said 
they couldn't, but when they saw they were going to lose the bill, they brought i t  down. But 
as I recall, after cutting i t  down, the seed had been sowed. It, I think, did not pass in the 
first session. I t  did, however, pass a t  another time. 

Q: Wasn't there a follow-on bill which excluded two-member school boards from that 
requirement? 

A: Three-member boards. 

Q: Three-member. Yes. 

A: There might have been. But of course I remember Mrs. - yes, of course there was, 
because I remember Mrs. Van der Vries saying, "Well you're just excluding the very people 
that most needed to have that done." And I'm not sure that she wasn't right, except that 
i t  just wasn't expedient. 

Q: It would have been too much of a load on these individuals. 

A: That's true. 

Q: Was she much upset when these people were excluded? 

A: Oh, I don't think so. Bernice was very levelheaded. And she was wholeheartedly for 
it. And I suspect, though I don't recall, I suspect that i t  started out with a good deal less 
than all of the school boards being required to budget. I just suspect that i t  was. And 
then gradually - that's the way you do those things. Nibble them away. And when you 
include or exclude somebody, as the case may be, in the law, then you lose their resistance. 

Q: Oh. (laughter) I see. Yes, sir. What did Lottie Holman O'Neill contribute to 
education in the legislature? 

A: Oh, she was a good chairman. (pause) Oh, Lottie was so erratic in later years. She 
thought that i t  was her responsibility to accept any amendment to any bill that anyone 
































































































































































































































































































































