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Volume 11

Leland J. Kennedy

SESSION 8, TAPE 16, SIDE 1

Q: When you went back in 1963, do you recall Dr. Bettag?
A: Director of Public Welfare?
Q: Public Welfare yes.

A: That name rings a bell. T’ll tell the person [ found to contact in the Public Welfare
Department, on the second or third floor or wherever it was, and higher up in the state
office building, the Stratton Office Building, was Mrs. Ackerman. She was a crackerjack. She
was the executive secretary to any director they had. She just stayed on and on and
on. And she was a Springfield native, T think she’s lost her husband quite young and had
several children before he died, but she’s a crackerjack. You could get some reason out of
her.

Of course you know public aid recipients or public welfare wasn’t the ounly complaints you
heard. I had a lady who got me out of bed many a time that had a sister out at the old
state hospital, and every time she’d gel mistreated she’d call me. And you could go out
there and talk to them. She’d say, “What cottage does she live in?” And I got to know
those people, the attendants, the execulives or the nurses, and T got along with them. I
don’t think any of those people ever engaged in voting in the primary. I'd never think of
it out there, but — so there wasn’t any political reason for me to go out there, just that
I had always knew about it, and I could go out there after T got started and go to the partic-
ular cottage where this patient was and check with the supervisor or some of the attendants
and they’d tell you their side of the story.

I've been called out there lots of times and — well T always called it the evening shift, three
to eleven, or four to twelve. Not a lot — I guess lots of times too, they’d have people acting
up and they’d want me to see what was being done so you could, when legislation came in
for that particular appropriation, or complaints, that you could look at it firsthand. They
have committees to visil prisons and mental institutions and some other, but I never served
on any of those committees.

Q: Oh you didn’t?

A: But T could always go out to the state hospital and generally satisfy any complaint or
anything I wanted to know because I just — I didn’t shout at them or cuss them out or
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— just got along with them, that’s all. Oh they had a fellow out there by the name of
Smith that was quite — he still may be there, he’s much younger than me — he could be
belligerent, but after I got to know him and talked to him, why, we could generally iron
it out. So you always had that to look into. And . ..

Q: Well let’s see now, Anthony Scariano and . . .

A: Scariano was on that committee, that's . . .

Q: ... Abner Mikva were involved.

A: Those were the two names I was thinking of. Mikva’s a judge now isn’t he?

Q: Yes.

A: And is Scariano still — what’s he doing? practicing law I guess, huh?

Q: Right, yes.

A: Scariano and Mikva were on that original commission I mentioned to you and they were

with us that day, and Bob Mann and Scariano was an Italian but I think Mikva and Mann
are both Isrealites, as I call them “Nazarenes,” I'd say to them, and they’d laugh. But they
were on that. That’s the two names I was thinking of. Of course Mikva went to Congress,
didn’t he? for a while?

Q: Yes.

A: And he’s a judge now, T guess that Tony Scariano’s practicing law. And Bob Mann, he
always told me he wanted to be mayor of Chicago, which is alright. I wouldn’t want to
be mayor of Chicago. But he wanted it. (chuckles)

Q: Well! Let’s see now, Scariano and Mikva had a lot of legislation introduced to investigate
the purchasing policies of the public aid and public welfare agencies. That may have been
prior to 1963, that might have been 1959 or 1961 when they did that. Do you recall anything
about that?

A: Oh, I recall something about it. There was legislation coming in to check on those things
and Tony and Abner were quite active in everything I think. And sometimes they argued
with their colleagues in their own party and all their legislation wasn't too popular, but I
always got along with them. I recall after Mikva left the assembly, I think, and went to
Congress, I went on the Labor Laws Commission from that publie aid. [ stayed there a
long time, and quite frankly if I was ever to get any appointment as a public member, I
would prefer that. And Mikva would — it came before us one time or came down to Spring-
field with some . . .

(taping interrupted for telephone conversation, then resumed)

A: ... with some idea. But he and Tony and Bob were great buddies. Whether they were
social friends I don’t know, but all their ideas and suggestions weren't the greatest I don’t
suppose, and I think sometimes they were — oh they might have been troublemakers or
making a name for themselves. But Abner went to Congress and then went on the bench
and got himself a good appointment, and I guess that Tony and Bob are practicing law. And
I don’t know how long Tony served. 1 don’t have any idea. Bob served quite a while. 1
didn’t serve too long with Tony. He left. He didn’t run for something else. I don’t think
he ever ran for state office or ran for Congress. Probably made more money practicing law.
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Q: Well let’s see, Scariano joined Simon, Paul Simon, to call for investigation of the Lincoln
State School, and I believe the Dixon State School. Did the Alton State Hospital get
involved in any way with that investigation? Do you recall that at all?

A: No. I don’t recall that. Those two schools you mentioned, that’s for children, aren’t
they? Lincoln . . .

Q: Yes sir.

A: 1 had a fellow come by my house, a parent of one of the patients at Lincoln, and he
said he’d been up to visit his child, their retarded child. And I suppose that that’s a hard
thing for a parent to do, to put their children away, but the press will say that’s the best
idea. He had been up there in early December and found his child outside, scantily clothed,
and just rushed to complain to me, wanted me to know it. We weren’t in session then, but
I think I went up there by myself the first good couple of days we had. Maybe Eileen went
with me, I don’t know. I wasn’t at Shell, I'm sure T wasn’t at Shell. Still living on Wash-
ington Avenue.

And I went in there and talked to somebody and there happened to be a parents’ meeting
at that time at Lincoln. And I think that was — I'm going to have to say, a parents’ associa-
tion with their children there and I talked to a female member of that, and she seemed
to know something about it, and told me enough that it was sufficient that 1 came back and
told this particular person what they thought had happened, and he seemed to be calmed
down. You know when you get complaints like that, the parent or the brother or sister
of the particular individual, they're pretty upset you know.

Have you ever been in one of those schools? That’s quite a moving experience to go to those
places. And you've got to be a pretty strong person I guess, or pretty compassionate, to
see through it.

Oh they had a lot of trouble with a dairy farm out at Alton State Hospital. And they done
away with it. And I know some of the employees who had had a career out there in the
dairy farming were upset about it. But it was an economical move, and it proved a sensible
move,

Q: What was the trouble with the . . .

A: Well it was just costing too much money to operate, that’s all. T mean they didn’t pro-
duce enough milk, or the care of the cattle, or the care of the barns, or the care of the
grounds. That’s part of where that Gordon Moore Park is now, that was all dairy farming
years and years ago. And it was just a move on economy, a cost move. And naturally when
you eut something out, why, you're going to get complaints. But it proved out okay. And
now these people that left, I don’t know, I guess they took their pension or went — and
they all had tenure and went in some other part of the hospital.

But talking about that, you call to mind when I originally went in the assembly that I think
those people got sixty dollars a month, those attendants. But you'd see a lot of husbands
and wives working. See they worked — maybe they couldn’t hold any other job. And they
were political jobs and they didn’t want to go work out in industry or offices or didn’t feel
like they were qualified, but they were qualified to be attendants and that’s a pretty rough
job. And you've got to have some compassion. They get to know these patients better on
a first-name basis, and know their conduct and U'm sure that had to be true of Lincoln and
Dixon. I think Lincoln’s still there though, or did they close that?

Q: No it's still operating right there. It’s a different type of . . .

A: Did they close Dixon?
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Q: No, I think they’re both there.

A: Do they have the mongoloids? Is that where it was? They were there when I were
there.

Q: I don’t know. I'm not that familiar with it. Well you mentioned going up to Lincoln
State School unannounced I guess. Esther Saperstein used to make it a habit to go to these
places unannounced. Do you recall anything about her visiting . . .

A: I think she did, yes, yes. No I don't recall. 1 think — well T'll tell you who done it,
and I may have been up there that day — isn’t there a Fawell out of Du Page County?

Q: Yes.
A: He’s retired now I guess, isn’t he?
Q: Yes.

A: Yes. I saw him up there a couple of times. One time we took a bus up there, the Public
Aid Commission went, But he seemed to have a good knowledge of it. Now if there are
any schools for the retarded in Du Page County, I don’t know of any state schools. There
are probably private schools. And that Jack Knuepfer — he’s head of the county board in
Du Page County — he used to go up there. I think that might have been a practice of a
number of people. But maybe they didn’'t get the mileage out of it that Esther wanted out
of it.

Oh, I never told them when I'd go to the Alton State Hospital, I never told them when I
was coming. And I never had any real bad problems out there. As I mentioned, that Mr.
Smith, he didn’t particularly like for me to be coming, but I'd just go to the cottage, and
I guess I've been out there a number of times and he didn’t even know I was there bhecause
I wasn’t going to biow a bugle or raise a horn or raise hell or blow a whistle on anybody.
All I wanted to know was to find out so I could answer a complaint to the person who was
involved.

And some of those attendants, there were attempts of somebody to physically abuse them. I
think that’s happened. The more violent patients. And I imagine tenure in those places
becomes important, and the seniority of the particular attendant, and when raises became
more prevalent and benefits became more prevalent that those conditions improved and their
benefits improved. But now they take and put a lot of the public welfare people in the nurs-
ing homes, don’t they? Isn’t thata . ..

Q: Yes. That was a major move as a matter of fact to improve the situation.

A: Sure. Now who — did Bettag do that? Was that his idea?

Q: No. I think that came somewhat later. If I remember correctly, the legislator that was
involved mostly with that was John Parkhurst from Peoria. I think he got that movement
going, or was involved with the group that developed that idea.

A: Yes. Iguess hewas. Do you ever see him? How is he?

Q: Fine. Fine. We had a good series. I didn’t do it with him, but we have interviewed
him.

A: He was a very knowledgeable man, very knowledgeable. I had forgotten all about him.

Q: Yes. There was a group, T gather, toward the end of the 1960’s who were wondering
about what to do about this public aid and public welfare and that sort of thing. And one
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of the solutions was to transfer patients who really weren’t mental patients from the mental
organization to these nursing homes and to help people develop nursing home
capability. There was during the 1960’s considerable problem with the regulation of nursing
homes. They had not been regulated earlier back in the 1940’s and 1950’s I guess. And
there were some rather . . .

A: Yes. Irecall that. Didn’t out of that come — do they have an A, B and C? Ts a shelter-
care home different than a nursing home?

Yes. That’s correct.

What — what's the difference?

Q:
A:
Q: Idon’t know. I don’t know that much . . .
A: Is shelter care less . . .

Q: The thing I recall about it is that shelter care does not get federal aid, where the nursing
homes can get federal aid. That’s one thing.

A: Well T guess that still is then, I guess that still is. But these nursing homes, the better
ones, I'm sure they have public aid recipients in them. Some of their children take care of
them. Some have got a private income. You'd have to be a pretty compassionate person
maybe to work in one of those and I guess there are times in the day or the weeks or the
months or the years that you're not quite as compassionate as you ought to be, and maybe
the recipient or the guest of a nursing home — a paid guest or a public aid guest — isn’t
quite as reciprocatory as they should be I suppose, or reciprocal.

But that’s a tremendous problem, old age is, and I think we’ve done a pretty good job in
Illinois with legislation supervising them and seeking out ideas on what legislation to
implement. I'm sure Parkhurst, if he was instrumental — I’'m sure that Mikva and Scariano
and Bob Mann had some excellent ideas. I had forgotten all about John Parkhurst. He
didn’t stay very long I don’t think.

Q: No. Well he was there through the 1960’s. But he left . . .

A: Did he run for state office?

Q: Tve forgotten. T think he considered it, but I don’t think he did. I might be mistaken.

SESSION 9, TAPE 17, SIDE 1

A: Took the children up to the Museum of Science and Industry up there in Chicago. We
took them every place we could, or have taken them every place we could, and increased
their mentality. Why they had a submarine up there! I guess it’s still there, isn’t it?

Q: Oh is that right? I don’t know.

A: We went in that. And went down and around, but that’s the only time that . . . I never
was much of a navy man. I guess those bell-bottomed pants scared me.

Q: Yes. Welll Well they did away with them you know, and then they went back to them.

A: Yes.
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Q: People wanted them.

A: Well we had guys out at Shell that [ worked with and, Christ, one was into Seabees and
two or three others were in the navy. Of course there was army personnel and some air
force personnel. But I don’t know — the navy frightened me. Ididn’t . . .

Q: You mentioned the South Pacific. Have you been in the South Pacific?

A: No. No. I meant the South Atlantic when we came back home on that hospital
ship. I'm pretty sure it was the South Atlantic route and they told us it was and of course
now whether we went — I don’t know how far south we went. We didn’t go down to the
Argentinas or anything like that I don’t assume, but I guess they went — how far they’d
o, I don’t know.

Q: Yes.

A: I never did think much about it. I know that the fellows that came home out of those
cigarette camps in Europe — they had Lucky Strike and Philip Morris and Camel — they
all came home the South Atlantic route. But those fellows landed in Virginia. The ones
that I knew. But we landed right on the East River and came right up by the Bowery and
went right by the Statue of Liberty, it was on a Sunday morning. I recall that -- Christ
there was over four hundred on the ship, and I guess four hundred and ten of them were
erying, I suppose.

Q: Well. (chuckles) You were ambulatory at that time, were you?

A: Yes. Yes. There was a hundred litters I believe and T was ambulatory at that time. I
ate at a table with — they had tables of four, and one fellow had one arm — a young fellow,
hell, T guess that was fifteen years younger than T was. I could see he ecalled
somebody. They gave us all twenty-five dollars. He was making a call and I could see he
was crying. I never saw him again. I never saw any of those fellows anymore, I don’t know
who they were.

It was a smaller ship we came back on but we made good time. And I mentioned Liverpool
before — when I see that name, Liverpool, T still shudder,

Q: I imagine. Yes sir. (chuckles) Speaking of that sort of thing, I notice that you were
on the Military Affairs Committee in 1947, I guess your first term down there, and you locat-
ed something about the bonus on two people that had not been paid — the two World War
I people. Do you recall that particular incident?

A: Yes. Was it World War Il or World War I?
Q: World War 1.
A: Was it?

Q: Yes. There were two individuals here in this area that had not been paid the World
War I bonus.

A: Well, of course they contacted me. Curly wasn’t on it, and Orville wasn’t on it, and Mink
wasn’t on it, so they contacted me. I guess [ was the lesser of the three evils, If you say
I did it, I did. But there was a tremendous amount of snafu on the Second World War. Not
a tremendous amount, there was bound to be some. Fellows who didn’t maybe qualify. We
amended that Bonus Act, didn’t we? The General Assembly either amended or set a new
act that maybe had — if the first act said that you had to be in a hundred days and some
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guys were short maybe two or three days, they, by statutory revision, took in a number of
those fellows. How many they did, I don’t recall.

But of course everybody was involved in that I suppose and in his own particular distriet,
and while there might have been some disgruntled votes against the liberalization of the
World War II bonus they passed pretty close unanimously. I am surprised maybe this
Fribley didn’t mention it, or somebody else that you've talked to. Maybe they did. But the
bonus — we didn’t have a state bonus in the World War 1, did we?

Q: Idon’t know. Idon’t know.

A: There was a big bonus under Roosevelt’s era due to the — well would they call that the
Bonus March, didn’t they? And . ..

Q: They marched on Washington I understand.

A: Yes. There was something of fellows in the Legion that — I wasn’t too active, I belonged
to the Legion, and that was their baby that I assisted in. T think that I contacted Mel Price
in their behalf I imagine, because I think Price — he went in two years before I did, and
we always had a close relationship. I contacted his office in East St. Louis. I did recall
that, and eventually that they were taken care of. I suppose those fellows have gone to
their reward, maybe they haven’t, I can’t recall that.

Q: How did you come to get on that Military and Veterans’ Affairs Committee?

A: Well I asked. They gave us our preference. Of course they didn’t get much preference
when they only had one year, or a first-termer. 1 think they expanded that. That might
have been. Maybe some committees were fifteen or eighteen members at that time. And
I think it might have gone to twenty-two or twenty-five. It was an uneven number so you
could be sure and have the majority chairmanships and vice-chairmanships.

I asked for that — well because I was a veteran and veterans were somewhat popular then
I guess after — maybe — after the war, or thought they were.

Q: Yes sir. (chuckles)

A: We didn’t raise as much hell as the Vietnam veterans but I’'m sure that’s why I got on
it. And I suppose Choate was on. He might have been the spokesman. T imagine Choate
was on. He was a Congressional Medal of Honor winner. I may have mentioned this once
before that Green was the governor when I went in and I think he had all of the veterans
down one time for lunch.

Q: Yes.

A: Or over to the Mansion, I shouldn’t say down. He could have you down in the office. He
had us down in the office too. But his wife was a very gracious lady and, besides entertain-
ing the General Assembly, they were very gracious people. He had the veterans over for
lunch one day or breakfast or something, maybe it was — that’s what it was, it was a late
breakfast. It was just some way of getting to know them better and all of that you know,
and maybe showing his respect for those who had been in the service, and there weren’t
any female veterans in at that time. But we had several ladies I guess — Mrs. Van der
Vries, and Maud Peffers and people like that, but they weren’t veterans.

Talking about the female members, I notice the female members of the upcoming assembly
are quite numerous and they're going to — and I don’t blame them, I'm for them. They
only had a very small lavoratory for them, one thing. And of course they're losing fifty-nine
members up there. Did you notice that in the paper? I know you know they’re going to
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lose it. They're going to remove the seats and put in a ladies’ restroom, which is more than
right, I mean no more than right. They never had the room before. But they have to get
an architectural design and they have to go through the proper channels, the piece I
read. They had to let it out for bids and all of that, and T guess they’re doing it right now.
But I suppose the lame duck session though at Springfield comes to an end this week doesn’t
it? Did I read that,or . . .

Q: I believe so, yes.

A: Tdon't follow it too much. I talk to Bob Walters a lot. I just talked to him this morning
about something else. He had two terms and he's a manufacturer’s representative and he
does a good job, Bob does. He's up in his fifties and he’s got a wonderful family, but he’s
doing a good job and I talk to him quite often. He told me that John Davidson is going
to run against Durbin.

Q: In November?

A: That’s what he mentioned and I says, “Well,” T said, “Durbin’s got his work cut out for
him,” T said, “They’ll always have opposition in a swing district.”

We were talking about that. I always had opposition in a primary, I always did. Of course
it wasn't a swing district in the fall, but it was a swing district for the Democrats in the
primary. We always had opposition, but up in Du Page County and those counties up in
the northern part of the state, they always had primary fights. That's part of the game.
You can see now that some of the people in the Republican party are going to gang up on
Percy.

Q: Well!

A: That’s the name of the game I mean. There's always somebody who wants that seat. It
would be bad if nobody wanted it. You'd get stale and rusty.

Of course some guys — Price has served forty years and I see he’s going to run again and
they're talking about running somebody against him and he’s had primary opposition in the
last couple of years, and he’s had tougher Republican opponents than he ever had before
but beating him is questionable I think, as long as he — oh, he's feehle-acting, but he gets
a lot of press out of Washington and he must be a highly-respected man in Washington.

Q: When did you first get to know Mel Price?

A: Well meeting Mel Price — I met him through politics and I went down to talk to him
about that bonus, but I'd met him before. He was just getting started himself. He had
one term in. He beat a man by the name of Cal Johnson I think, and I think Cal just
recently died. I keep thinking that Cal did serve one term, and Price beat him. And I
believe Price was still in the army when he beat him. He was a member of the armed
forces. T don’t think he ever went overseas but he was a member of the armed forces. He
always told me he was a corporal, and I said, “Hell, I was a T-4!” He was out on duty some
place and he told them he had been elected to Congress and I suppose they subsequently
discharged him. He went to Congress and he’s been there ever since.

Price is a good campaigner. I mean he was a newspaper man, had a good press, and I believe
he had an invalid mother and a father I think, both invalids. I'm of the opinion that’s
true. I may be in error there on both of them, but he was a decent man. And he’s . . .

Q: What made him a good campaigner?

A: Well T always figured I was a good campaigner. 1 think a good campaigner has to have
confidence in himself, just goes out and meets the people. Some of these yokels you meet
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— disregard yokel — they’re — well it could be the business you know, but most people
appreciate to be recognized. I think there’s a piece in the paper that, today, that the voting
was up by 13 percent this last election. Of course they might attribute that to Fast Eddy
in Chieago, but I think people should vote.

And a good campaigner, why, he goes to meetings and shakes hands and knocks on doors,
and I always attribute my original success to the fact that when I just ran for committee-
man, ran for alderman, it was a house-to-house canvass. And Price is the kind of a fellow
that, well, election day he’d go around to different polls and maybe he’d come into Alton
Township and go to three polls, and go to Wood River Township and three polls. Of course
he had other counties, St. Clair and Bond. He'd have somebody drive him, he had an aide,
he’d go in different polls. Just maybe say hi and leave and, oh, people appreciated that
and . . .

Q: Did you ever go with him?

A: When he was in my — I’ll say Upper Alton — in my home precinet or something like
that, yes T went with him. I went with him a couple of times out in Bethalto. It seemed
like they always had the Bethalto homecoming on Labor Day and that was a big thing in
the area, the entire area, and they had a Republican night and a Democratic night, and Price
and I always made it together. I always got along with him.

He was a good campaigner, Price was. He worked to get where he was and I think Phyllis
Schlafly ran against him one time and — and Phyllis is a good campaigner. We know the
family, we know her husband’s family, and it scared Price, and Price asked me how she would
run in Alton. And I says, “Well, Price, you'll get your votes in Alton.” I said, “Melvin”
— T didn’t call him Price, I called him Melvin. And he did get his votes.

Phyllis was a — well, she’s kind of a controversial person you know, but she’s smart. She’s
rugged, and she’s got her belief in her own convictions and, oh, I think she ran for Congress
several times. She ran against George Shipley once.

George was his own man. He would come to meetings and make an appearance, make a
talk. Oh there was a man by the name of Radeliff who ran against him one time out of
Alton. Radecliff scared him, but it proved to be — this was a primary — it proved to be
no reason to be scared, but you can’t take it for granted.

I'm sure Phyllis ran against him as a Republican candidate in the fall one time, and she
made a real rough campaign, made a good campaign. She had him scared, but Shipley went
out and worked and I recall that — now that has to be in the 1950’s T guess. I don’t think
it was the 1960’s. Well sure it was the 1960’s because I was out for the bulk of the 1950’s. It
was in the 1960’s, I don’t think it was the 1970’s.

But he went over to the courthouse that night. I saw him there, and he could see how the
votes came in and he was going to hold his own in Madison County, so he must have been
convinced that he was going to hold his own or run his own race in his own area. See,
a good campaigner knows those things, and I always think that maybe that was Findley’s
downfall. He might have underestimated Durbin. I don’t know Durbin. I know him but
I haven’t laid eyes on him. He’s much younger than I am. Oh, Fitzgerald mentioned it
to me that the night that Durbin and Findley debated out at Sangamon State, they tell me
it was a packed house.

Q: Yes, I understand they had a good erowd.
A: Well see, that shows interest in people. And that should have been a warning to — may-

be it was — to Findley that his Democratic, or his opponent, whether he was Democrat,
white or black, or whatever he was, had caught the fancy of a number of people.
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Q: Yes.

A: But up till now I think Findley is more resolved to it. 1le’s not going to be in the next
Congress. He hasn’t been too gracious a loser, but maybe after twenty-iwo years in Con-
gress, you don’t know how you're going to react yourself.

Q: Yes sir. (chuckles) Did you ever have occasion to go to Washington to visit Mel Price
or Shipley or any of those people?

A: Well no, I went on my own, I never went officially. T ook the family out there and we
were in Price’s office, but Price wasn’t there. And I was out of office at that time, and I
guess I was a little nervous about going to see former political friends because 1 knew I
was going to run sometime. In fact that was the year I figured I was going to run the next
time. I went to his office, but he wasn’t in.

But I went upstairs to watch the house in session, and they had so much decorum there,
you couldn’t sit here, you couldn’t sit there, and we didn’t stay too long.

But the visit to the capital ought to be a must on everybody’s list I guess, or growing up,
or whether you’ve never been there, you ought to go again, and go out to Arlington. This
was before Kennedy had been assassinated so the eternal light wasn’t there at his
grave. But we saw the honor guard change you know. I think it changes every
hour. Those guys are precise, and that’s something to see. It makes you proud of your
country. It makes you proud of your country, it really does, to see the thousands and thou-
sands and thousands of veterans that are buried there, and I guess some have their depend-
ents buried. I guess there’s a dozen funerals go on a day out there. There was a couple
going on when we were there.

But no, I never went to Washington officially., I never made too many official trips. And
I did make some too, but never out there. I think they go more often now than we
went. They spend more money than we spent.

Q: Isee. Well, yes sir. (chuckles) Let's see, what did you do in Springfield, when you were
up there for a session, to relax? for recreation sort of thing?

A: Well I went to a lot of picture shows.
Q: Oh you did?

A: Yes. I went to a lot of picture shows. I went to the library a lot. The library was
downtown. Now it’s moved now, hasn’t it? or hag it moved?

Q: The Illinois State Historical Library?

No the . . .

The Springfield . . .

Springfield library.

. Well they have a new library within the last several years, yes, yes.
: Is it still in the same place?

: T don’t know where it was located before. It's a block east of . . .

> O O B O B

: Well it was down there by — I'll tell — down by the — oh around Seventh and Eighth
about in the same area the Leland Hotel would be on Sixth Street T think,
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Q: It must be the same location then just . . .
A: They’ve got a civic center down there, haven’t they now?
Q: Yes.

A: See I haven't been to Springfield — I go once or twice a year, but I just go to — out
to Doctor Furies’ office or out to Sacred Heart Academy where my wife has an aunt and
I — oh, I've been in the state office building I think once or twice, but T — oh, there’s too
many memories for me to go up there. I mean they want you to go up and be introduced,
and I'm not going to go up and be introduced. And every time I go up there it seems like
they're in session, and . . . oh I enjoyed it. I just — it has to rest where it is I guess. But
I went to a lot of shows and went to the library.

Q: What did you do in the library particularly? Was there . .

A: Well I always read the newspapers. I mentioned that to you. I was an avid reader of
newspapers and they had all — well they always had the — it seemed like they always had
that Manchester Guardian there.

Q: Oh? From England?

A: Yes.

Q: Well I'll be darned.

A: And I read that all of the time. [ don’t know whether I'm any smarter for it or not,
but then I read it. It was interesting to read. I always read the New York Times and the

Washington Post. Of course you had the Washington Star. Then they might have had a
— they used to have a third paper I think that came in there quite frequently.

But, oh just browse around and read different biographies of who I thought were famous
men. And I always got a quite a bang out of reading about Lincoln. I think all people
read about Lincoln. He was probably the greatest president we had. At least he’s one of
the most revered.

Q: Well, did you go attend very much these dinners that the lobbyists put on for . . .

A: Well T went to all functions. Whether they were free, or whether they had to pay. I
always enjoyed those dinners like the VFW [Veterans of Foreign Wars] did give, and the
Illinois Agricultural Association gave, and — and 1 think there was about a half a dozen
dinners a year. And they were always well attended. And of course a lot of staff people
went to them. I quit going to them when I worked for Bill Redmond because I just couldn’t
bring myself to go to them. I wasn’t in an official capacity, and I just didn’t feel like I
wanted to go, that’s all.

One of the nicest ones that you could go to was the breakfast the Illinois Agricultural Associ-
ation always gave. And well I guess it was business too because some people will get up
in time to go to breakfast. But, oh, they always gave you some pamphlets and they’d always
give you a dozen eggs.

Q: Oh is that right? Well I'll be darned. (chuckles)

A: And I'd come over and give them to somebody in the staff office, or in my office, | wasn’t
going to bring them home. Well I mean just little things like that that are appreciated
by most members of the assembly. And if they’re buying your votes with a dozen eggs, I
guess they bought a lot of votes.
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Q: Welll (chuckles)

A: Everybody was kind of afraid of the farmers you know. All of these city
people. Talking about the farmers, I'm sure that in your years of driving, you've run into
tractors that obstruct the view and make you angry. But most of them are thinking people
and try to give you the right of way. And talking about it — it occurred at Shell even
my first session — somebody says, “Well you’ve got to license those tractors.” And I says,
“That would cause a revolution if I was to...” You couldn’t have got — hell, you couldn’t
have got six votes in a committee of fifty men.

Q: Isee. (chuckles)

A: And you wouldn’t have got twenty-five votes on the floor of the house because — well,
the farmer has always kind of been a sacred cow. And I don’t say that disrespectfully
because they’re men of the soil. That was maybe before unions got organized. You're not
going to license tractors and things like that. They just aren’t going to do it, that's
all. You couldn’t get it through and I doubt if the governor would sign it. 1f he signed
it, they’'d probably shoot him. (laughter)

Q: Along about that time there was a problem with whether they were going to license the
trucks of farmers at the same rate as commercial trucks and that sort of thing. Do you
recall anything about that situation?

A: Well they do, don’t they?

Q: Yes but at that time they were lumping them in with the big truckers, or thinking of
doing that, and there was a bit of to-do about whether they should or not.

A: Well T don't recall that particular phase of that truck legislation.

SESSION 9, TAPE 17, SIDE 2

Q: Was there anything up about licensing the young boys that drove the trucks? Do you
recall that?

A: I know some — | think somebody was going to license bicycles one time,
Q: Oh is that right? (chuckles)

A: And that was about as bad as licensing trucks.

Q: Yes. (chuckles)

A: Somebody brought it up, maybe just to see how it would go over. Well, the young people
driving is always going to be a problem, I think, and there seems to be quite a drive on
the DWI's [driving while intoxicated], which there should be, and I guess that the young
people seem to be the most frequent violators. Of course somebody has to sell it to them,
but I believe — talking about the young kids and agriculture — there was always problems
with agriculture, like there was everything else, but they seemed to generate the most sym-
pathy, and maybe the most nonsympathetic things, from big-city people. And then you hear
the Cook County guys argue that they had all kind of farms in Cook County, and 1 suppose
they do. They have forest preserve districts and all of that up there, and I'm sure they have
farms. I'm sure there’s farms in Du Page County and all of the collar counties. They just
generate some pro-Chicago and anti-Chicago thoughts. Sometimes people say things they
shouldn’t say. They might mean them but generally they could compromise and most of
your legislation is the result of compromise.
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Q: Do you recall any instances or examples of the use of compromise to get legislation
through in the legislature?

A: Well yes I can recall that — now a particular — I always called it the Shell safety bill
that came in the 1967 session. In order for me to get some Republican support — important
Republican support — it came from Ed Madigan, who's in Congress now, and Representative
Barr, who was Senator Barr’s boy, I think they were on the Labor Committee and they would
watch with interest I guess my presentation and the heat it was generating from particularly
the refinery people. And I'm sure they had been maybe lobbied on it, and talked about
it. There was some amendment that didn’t damage the bill at all but they would be for
the bill if I would accept that amendment. And they were for it, and vocally for it in
committee. I don’t think anybody spoke for it in the house but me, but I was well thought
of enough, there had been enough said on it in the papers and — oh, I'm sure John Lewis
spoke against it. | mentioned that to you before, I think, that there were other fellows that
might have said something, but I think that particular time it was called it was a cut-and-
dried issue and it passed the house.

It couldn’t — hell, I knew it wasn’t going to pass the senate but — and I think Madigan
and Barr told me that they didn’t think I could get it by the senate, but they were going
to support me in the house. And a number of Republicans told me that. Senator Chew
and Simon handled it. That’s an odd combination. (chuckles)

Q: Well!
A: Chew supported Thompson, didn't he, this time. Did I read that?
Q: Idon’t know.

A: I think he spoke for him. Of course he’s — I — is Chew still in the senate? I'm sure
he is.

Q: As far as I know, he is, yes.
A: Yes.
Q: Yes. Well what did this bill of yours do?

A: Oh it — hell, it — I wish I had a copy of it. Safety regulations were lax, particularly
at the Wood River refinery at that time. And they got upset about it, about my introducing
it. I had retired though. And they sent me all kinds of letters, some nice and some had
and some compromising letters. One required that they had to have certain more deliberate
inspections of jobs that required other crafts to do. I mean just when you broke a line open,
and it had to be drained — they had those safety regulations anyway, but it just reiterated
what they should do and shouldn’t do. And oh, the number of the bill was HB 1143.

It went over to the senate and then it came back to the house. T was going to bring it
up again and, hell, I thought, “What the hell? What use is it?”’ It put a lot of guys on
the spot because management lobbied against it something terrible, just something
terrible. 1 guess more because, well, Shell was mad at me for introducing it, and I had some
argument with them over my tenure and — but I had left then, but they had their — well
I'll tell you — they had their fiftieth celebration, fiftieth anniversary, in 1968 down at the
Stratford Hotel, and they invited me. And when I met the president of Shell, he says, “Are
you the guy that introduced that bill?” And I said, “Yes.” But he took a liking to me.

Q: Well!

A: T had been painted to him as a — I guess as a complete ass, and a devious man, and
he looked at me, and I think he had checked up with Lohmann who was my friend out there.
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Q: Well how did it come that you thought it was necessary to put in the bill? What was
the connection with . . .

A: Well T didn’t do that. The operating engineers — maybe I didn't tell you about that
— the operating engineers which I was a member of wanted it introduced. They had a meet-
ing — oh, I think Dixon was in the senate, Simon was in the senate, Smith was a Speaker,
he was in the house, and I was there, and Curly Harris was there and they had all of the
— they had a breakfast, the engineers had a breakfast. We all went to it, and Smith was
to handle it. He figured he was going to handle it. And the bill was drafted and
introduced. We all had our — Curly’s name was on it, my name was on it, Ralph’s name
was on it in the house. And Dixon and Simon — it was going to start in the house first
and would come in later on.

And I never heard any more ahout it for about three or four weeks. And of course it was
introduced T guess late in January or early in February, and Ralph come by one day and
he said, “I can’t take that.” And he says, “You've got to handle it.” He says, “It’s too
hot for me.” He says, “I'm getting too much heat on it.” It ended up, he was the Speaker,
I guess he didn’t have the time.

So I just picked up, it gave me something to do and got a tremendous amount of good public-
ity on it because the refineries brought that on themselves. They'd fight you every way they
could and they’d demean you personally and said you were a jerk, and their lobbyists would
— there was some tremendous opposition from the Robinson Oil Company down in — well
I mean there was a refinery in Robinson, Illinois, I believe Texaco, was it?

Q: I don’t know.

A: But in that time, and still in Lawrenceville — I think they’ve combined them now, and
they had their legislators actively opposed to it and just one thing led to another.

I got Tom Walsh to come to a meeting one time and he could see that they had a fellow
up there from down in southern Illinois, a management man, and he lied. You could see
he was lying. I mean he just didn’t tell the truth, maybe lie is too strong of a word Lo
use. And Tom Walsh told me later, “That guy’s not telling the truth.” And he was with
the Loftus and Chamberlain News Agency. And they’re both dead now. Mr. Chamberlain
was dead a long time, and Tom died in the last two or three years I think.

And they just didn’t tell the truth. And they accused the guys of smoking on the job and
all of that. And the outgrowth of that, by the way — 1 know they have out at Shell and
I would assume that they do other — they have smoking places now that fellows can go
to and smoke, you know, on the break, or where crafts can go on a break and smoke. You
can’t smoke on the job. I don’t think anybody ever wanted to. There wasn’'t nothing in
that legislation about smoking, because nobody smoked at that refinery that I knew. I
worked out there for thirty-nine years. Now it may have been violated, guys may have,
but I never saw a guy smoke in my life. But hell, he’s just endangering his life, that’s all.

Q: Yes gir.

A: He was silly to. He wasn’t that crazy. They might make mistakes on the acid lines
or caustic lines or pressure lines, but they aren’t going to be smoking when they make them.

Q: Is that so?

A: And that’s one thing that the ordinary management personnel in other industries could
tell, that some of the lobbyists for the manufacturers people weren'’t telling the truth.

Q: What did you feel, when he said, “I'm not going to be able to handle it, it’s too hot.” Did
you figure it was going to be hot?
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A: Well T — I don’t know. Shell never scared me. They made me angry, but they never
scared me. They might have thought they did, but they never scared me, and not that I
didn’t respect them. I respected them and I'm proud that I worked for them. T got a, oh
a small pension, not a big pension, but I was in the provident fund, and I enjoyed my career
at Shell, and I'm grateful that they hired me. But they didn’t scare me. I thought, “Hell,
just pick up the ball and run with it,” I guess, that’s all. There was something I could do
about it.

Q: Well how did you go about doing that then? Had the bill been drawn at that time?

A: Oh yes. The bill had been introduced and I think Smith even had it set for a committee
hearing, and that’s where all the hell broke loose, I guess the first time maybe. You could
see how they were going to fight it, and that brought Barr and Madigan in. Just different
— time kind of dims your memory on that you know. That would be twenty-six years ago
next spring. I think the turning point in that particular legislation — of course they had
a long way to go, but that initial committee hearing, when that fellow — I still think his
name was Harris. It wasn’t Lloyd Harris, that was Curly, but I used to kid Curly about
it — told a falsehood. Whether he done it deliberately, maybe a lie — his statement didn’t
ring true, that's all. And Loftus had enough guts or ingenuity or enough common sense to
realize the man wasn’t telling the truth.

And then they began fighting and every move that the management people made was a
wrong move. And it led people to believe that they were out to get me. Some people knew
how Shell had treated me on my leave in my second career up there, and were opposed to
it, thought it wasn’t very fair.

Q: What committee was that heard by?
A: Industry and Labor Relations Committee.
Q: And you were serving on that committee at that time period?

A: I was on that committee. I always got on that committee. Smith was Speaker so the
majority was Republicans. I don’t know whether Barr or Madigan were — they were on
the committee, whether they were chairman and vice-chairman or not, I can’'t remember
that. But it just shows sometimes how mistaken people can be.

Q: Oh? Did they have a good crowd at those hearings?
A: Yes, I think one time they even put it on the house floor.
Q: Oh is that right?

A: But the first — the time that this fellow — well I'll tell you where we met the first
time. I think we met down there at that landing between the second and third balcony,
where the Legislative Council moved from before they moved over to the state office
building. They were there I believe, Or they took it from us. We met down there and
they had some back rooms. It was an ordinary room. Oh it had erowds, what you'd call
crowds. You had standing-room crowds. It wouldn’t be a thousand people there, but there
would be maybe fifty to seventy-five, and it would fill the room.

Q: Did they get unruly in . . .

A: Oh no. I never recall any of them getting unruly. Maybe I'd pop off once in a while
but I think people from Alton — Shell had people from Alton come up — I don’t know that
this is true now, but I remember one executive out of the Union Electric, who has since
retired, and I can’t think of that man’s name, but he said, “Leland,” he said, “I didn’t know
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you could handle a bill that well” And he said, “I had heard different things about

7y

you.” He says, “Now,” he says, “I can see they weren’t true.”

Oh I'll tell you now, at Shell there was a man by the name of Alberts . . . and Martin,
they were with the industrial relations and I don’t know whether this is true or not, but
I've always bheen told that they were transferred to another plant due to that hill’s
happening. And I went back in 1963. I was in a meeting down at the Stratford Hotel. T
was just beginning to get myself oriented. I was on a leave from Shell, just right after
the Shell strike, but they’d say things to me. Disrespectful things. One time one of them
had a telegram delivered to me so they could embarrass me. They made several efforts to
embarrass me, and I know why — at least I think I know why — I was going to be labor’s
representative. I mean I was going to support most labor measures because that’s the vote
that put me there and they didn’t like that and they were angry because 1 didn’t come and
see them to get permission to run, I told my boss, 1 said, “I can’t go ask for a leave until
I get renominated.” And he said, “I agree with that.” But they were higher up and they
wanted somebody to come to talk to them I guess, kiss their rear end — that’s a terrible
thing to say, but I know there was — I mentioned this before 1 think — there was two
other fellows from Shell running in the same election, Mueller and McConnell, and they had
gone to see them, but hell, I couldn’t go see them. 1 couldn't get a leave for something I
didn’t have.

SESSION 9, TAPE 18, SIDE 1

Q: Well who were the individuals that came up and talked in the committee hearings against
your bill?

A: Well I think — oh, against it?
Q: Yes.

A: Well the — I mentioned that Mr. Harris, Mr. Albers from Shell, and Mr. Martin from
Shell, and Standard Qil had some men there. Well here’s some — Standard Oil, T laughed
about it to my wife the other day, I mean this Standard Oil, we were down in that area,
went by there. Standard Oil’s practically shut down now. In the 1968 election or the 1970,
one place in there, Standard ran a man against me — Baldwin told me they were going
to, he was talking to Standard — by the name of Ford. Well hell, he didn’t run. There
was a big bunch of guys running, he didn’t though. But Standard Oil invited all of the
candidates, both Republican and Democrats, in that particular primary to tour the refinery
but me. I was the only guy they didn’t invite.

Q: Oh is that right?

A: Yes, Imagine that! Now they would deny that, but Shell had all of the candidates out
at a dinner and they invited me. And by God, Standard didn’t invite me, and I never said
one unkind thing about Standard. And my brother-in-law worked out there at the
time. He's retired from there. But he was working there at that time. But they never
invited me. Now they would deny that accusation but I could substantiate il because I know
guys that went to it. And I'm going to believe them, and there’s no use in bringing it up
now and getting in a heated discussion over it because I happened to find Standard Oil’s
a good company — a good company. But those were individual — somebody had talked to
those guys, T think. People are going to believe what they want to believe. If they want
to believe that Lee Kennedy's a jerk, they're going to believe I'm a jerk, and they thought
I was a jerk about that bill, that's all.

Q: After you got your bill through the house and it was going to the senate, did you get
someone to sponsor it for you in the senate?




151

A: Well Simon and Chew. I had Chew to pick it up, but Simon wanted to get in on it. He
had stayed — it might sound unkind, but he kind of stayed on the sidelines.

Q: Oh?

A: 1 don’t think he was of the opinion that I could get it through the house, which is
alright. He’s entitled to that opinion. And when he saw that it passed, and the publicity
it had generated, why, he wanted to jump right on it when it got through. But how I got
Chew, Chew come over to talk to me. I didn’t know Chew. I don’t know many of the guys
over there. I never went over there at that particular time and it may be that I couldn’t
get a Republican to — I think I went to see Arrington about handling it. 1 knew him well
enough to — he says, “Leland,” he says, “you know I can’t.” He'd kid me about it and we
got along fine. You asked me that one time. We got along fine and — but he wasn’t going
to be for it and he was going to talk against it and it wasn’t going anywhere. But I don’t
know — maybe some Chicago guy came over and -- or upstate man, [ don’t want to single
out Chicago. It was very controversial and had a lot of publicity and it generated some
fear and I've had some political fear put in me in my life and I think it put political fear
in guys because it — they knew down deep that something was wrong, but they didn’t know
how to generate their support for it, that's all.

But Shell, their safety department is excellent and they have considerable man-hours without
a lost-time accident. It shook them up, and they would deny that, but I think it shook them

up.
Q: Why do you think Mr. Chew took it to handle it in the senate?

A: Well maybe he needed some publicity so — and the publicity was given because it got
publicity. I guess Simon’s congressional maitre d’ out in Washington now — Callahan, is
that his name?

Q: Hmmm.

A: His father served one term in the at-large election — Callahan, he’s — Keelahan or
Callahan. He’s Simon’s maitre d’, T call him. He’s the man who runs Simon’s office. He
was with one of the Springfield — well, they're together now — the Register and the Journal,
and he was with the morning paper at that time. Or maybe they were combined before
then. Those guys cover those meetings you know. And they could see this feud that was
generating, and the rhetoric, and things of that nature. And he covered these meetings. In
fact he was very very good to me. He gave me a terrific write-up one time. He had kind
of a gossip column every morning. Maybe three days a week when we were in
session. Maybe it was every day, I don’t know. But I mean when we weren’t in session
he’d write about things pertaining to state government. And — T'll tell you a guy who cov-
ered it. His name’s in the paper now. He left the Post-Dispatch to go with Cola, Taylor
Pensio, or something like that?

Q: Yes. Pensoneau.

A: Pensoneau. And he covered it for the Post. He didn’t cover it too accurately or — I
think he was with the Post at that time. I'm sure he was. I know Taylor. I got to know
Taylor, oh, I think he had a brother that was killed in service, a marine. I met him on
the train one day. He was talking about how it upset his parents, And ... I got to know
him. T knew him as a contemporary that you could talk to, you know, a political
journalist. I couldn’t talk to all of them, maybe that was my fault, but — but he was one
guy you could talk to. In fact I think he called me one night about midnight on reapportion-
ment one time after I got home off the four to twelve when I was still with Shell. Of course
that was before the Shell safety bill. But they all covered.
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That’s the only reason I can think that Chew — unless — it might have been I was looking
for a sponsor and I took the first one to come along, and he volunteered. They stayed away
from it. And of course Simon got in on it when he saw that it — T guess he knew that
it wasn’t going to pass at that time. Why hell, they were two-to-one I pguess, the
Republicans in the senate. You didn’t even have all of the Democrats for it because they
— well they were just lobbying against it, that’s all. I don’t think there was anything un-
derhanded about it. I don't think there was — getting any favors for being against it. It’s
just that they had the power and the power was there, that’s all. 1 didn’t have the
power. Labor never had the power. It was a lot of labor support at the voting level, but
other than the fellows from the Alton-Wood River Federation of Labor and the central
trades bodies in my district — it didn’t cause much of a ripple with the, oh, the Illinoisg
Federation of Labor because I guess they knew it wasn’t going to pass either. (chuckles)

Q: Oh? Well I'll be darned.
A: It just didn’t have the muscle. The opposition was too straight against it.
Q: Well what did you do while it was in the senate? Did you attend the hearings there?

A: Oh we had a couple of hearings and then, hell, it — I think it got — it got killed in
the senate, the senate committee. It got killed, yes, it might have got killed in the very
first hearing. I think it was the second. Well I had postponed the hearing. I had set it
back a week you know and I remember it getting closer to the time that, you know, bills
from the house would pass. It didn’t have the leg to stand on that’s all. It never had the
backing it should have had. I think that it accomplished its purpose though and I suppose
that was the reason that a lot of people gave for not being actively for it.

And T think they figured it was personal on my part. And the company made sure that
that was known, they didn’t hear both sides. My original involvement with the bill, as I've
told you previous to today, was that Smith didn’t have the time to handle it and that’s how
come I handled it. I wasn’t the original sponsor of it, Ralph was, and he came that way
because of his — he was Speaker and the Republicans were in control of both the house
and the senate and he — he wasn’t going to make the operating engineers angry because
it was a pretty — it is still yet — a pretty potent political local. They have a lot of guys
who work out at Shell who belong to it and . . .

Q: Did any of them come up and testify?

A: Oh yes. They were all over the place. There was Harold Rice and George Myers and
— Harold Rice and George Myers were the most frequent proponents from the working class
at Shell for it, the most vocal I guess, vocal and frequent. But — oh, there were other cen-
tral tradesmen and some pipefitters, McCormick and Haroldson at that time. But it was
strictly a bill by the operator engineers, the fellows out on the stills that didn’t feel like
the safety inspection in their particular unit, or whatever they were in charge of at the time
of a shutdown or the time of a drainage of lines, was being properly inspected for
safety. And that was the purpose of it and it's accomplished its purpose and — not that
the bill caused them to do it. They were probably — had been lax, people got lax and —
but that was the big . . .

Q: How about Bob MeCarthy? Did you talk to him about that? He was pretty much
prolabor at that time.

A: You know, I don’t know whether Bob was in the assembly at that time. He came after
I1did. He was in the house and he went to the senate but he may not have been in that . . .

Q: He came in 1955, I guess was his first session. He stayed until 1977.




153

Oh? Did he come in that early, 19557

Yes. Yes it was with the reapportionment sort of thing that grew from that . . .

A:

Q:

A: From Decatur? T didn’t think he served that long.

Q: Well he was from Lincoln first of course and then moved to Decatur.

A: That's the fellow that mayor of Decatur Rupp beat isn’t it, is that the same guy? Is
he still there, that Gordon Rupp?

Q: Rupp is up there, yes.

A: 1 think he beat McCarthy. I didn’t know McCarthy too well. I don’t recall that — I'm
sure if he supported it, if he was on the Democratic side, and T think he’s a labor lawyer
now, isn’t he, in compensations? I've heard that.

Q: Yes.

A: Good for him. Oh we did have some contemporaries, our families did. I might have
mentioned that. I don’t know what — I don’t think he played any too big of a part on
it, I guess he had his own. Most of the publicity was in the Alton papers and it served
gsome comment down here. I don't know how many people read the paper, but the paper
would report it, and Loftus and Chamberlain would report it, and they’d print what they
sent down. They were pro-Kennedy on the bill, Loftus and Chamberlain were, because that
guy told the story. They reported the facts, that’s all. Just reported the facts, and you
could see that there was some — well I don’t know — I said John Lewis handled it, and
this fellow that Donnewald had beat for state senator at that time, he’s a Frederick, Dwight
Friedrich, he came on the floor of the house during the debate one time, and I told Ralph
Smith, I said, “He has no right on here.” And I said, “I want you to move him out.” I
said, “He can’t lobby against a bill on the floor of the house, not no bill I'm going to
have.” And that man I mentioned, Callahan, he was in the press box the same day it hap-
pened, the same time it happened, and he caused some furor in the house and he gave me
a ride. I don’t believe Tom Loftus was there at that particular moment. He was probably
back listening to it in some one of those press offices but . . .

Q: What was Mr. Friedrich doing?

A: He was a lobbyist for the oil people. He was out of the assembly at that time. It was
a period in his out-period. He had gotten beat for the senate, and when he came back
several terms later, why, he came back as a member of the house of representatives. He
was a lobbyist. And he was lobbying against the bill, which is his prerogative, but he came
on the floor of the house still in the debate to hand a — Donnewald sat way in the back
near the door. He just walked right by the door and came in I assume, and they talked
a couple of minutes and I called Smith’s hand on it, or called his hand and got attention
of the Speaker and he ordered him off the floor, and it — well it generated some news down
here anyway. Callahan said I ran him off the floor of the house, and that’s just what I
did. But Callahan worded it so that I was a nice guy and Frederick was the bad guy, see?

Q: Welll Isee. (chuckles) Well what did Friedrich say about this?
A: Oh he was mad.
Q: Oh he was?

A: Oh he was angry. He was angry for a long time, and I guess — I imagine he’s still
angry for it. I worked with Redmond -~ I mentioned what a great friend Neff is of
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mine. And he and Neff had offices together when T was working for Bill, and I'd go visit
Neff and always tried to speak to Dwight but he — well he was reluctant to speak, and
I would assume that Neff and Friedrich together are worth about five million and I'm lucky
to make — I can make a hundred and fifty — not a hundred and fifty million.

Q: Welll (chuckles)

A: But Friedrich is a wealthy man, which is good. T understand he is, that’s no affair of
mine at all. But he didn’t like it because — well he just didn’t like it, that’s all. He wasn’t
— he’s kind of — oh, he’s not too good of a sport. I don’t know, maybe he’s matured, and
maybe it was just a — he was just angry because I did it and I guess I'd have been angry
if he’d have done it tome. But . . .

Q: What caused you to do that? Did you just notice him back there? Or had it occurred
toyou . ..

A: Well I wanted to pass — I wanted to get it out of the house I mean, that was the purpose,
to get it out. I didn’t want it to get beat.

Q: What was happening at that time? You say the debate was on. Was someone speaking
on it?

A; Well Lewis was the chief opponent, John Lewis. 1 never could find out who was going
to handle it, and when John Lewis got up, Merrill said, “Look,” and he kind of grinned. I
says, “Now I know.” Or someone told me maybe the day before. Don't they have on the
calendars — I think it was in effect then — that, “We're going to call this bill tomorrow,
Tuesday, on the order of third reading, providing we get those six or seven ahead of it.” I
think that’s the way they do now, and they were doing it then.

Oh, Smith was fair. And Lewis was fair. But Lewis was a good talker. Well he was one
of the better members of the assembly and — when he was against something.

Q: Well! (chuckles)

A: And I was all the bastards in the world, and it was a personal argument, and of course
Shell made that and they didn’t do this and they didn’t do that. And when it got down
to the nitty-gritty of it, why, Dwight came on the floor to hand him something and I just
said, “He’s not going to lobby against a bill, when I'm sponsoring it, on the floor of the
house.” 1 said, “It’s against the rules.” It was against the rules, it is against the rules,
and so whether he was a former member or not. I couldn’t do it, if I went up there tomor-
row and wanted to lobby for or against Thompson’s tax multiplier, why, 1 couldn’t do it on
the floor of the house.

Q: What about the Chicago people? Did you approach them for support on the bill?

A: Oh, Mr. Waggoner, I didn’t. The support grew for and against it, due to all of the BS
about it. That’s all it was, was a bunch of BS. You’d have thought it was going to start
a war or something. The refineries weren't very smart. They would admit that and
Baldwin would anyway and maybe Albers and Martin would admit it if I ran into them some-
place, assuming they were still alive. And Lohmann would laugh about it, but he’s gone
to his reward. But they just — you thought they were going to have the Arabs take them
over or something. And you know, that guy never came around anymore, that Harris,
either.

Q: Oh?
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A: I don’t think he ever — he might have come back the first or second time. His area legis-
lators were against it, and I guess they convinced them that it was to be taken care of and
I was mad at Shell because they didn’t treat me right and all of that.

If T talked to anybody personally, it was the fellows that sat around me, and . . . but you
didn’t have — I don’t think it got any play in the Chicago papers. Dreiske or Tagge might
have wrote an article, each of them, about it one time in the Tribune or the Sun-Times,
but it was a local bill more or less that was causing so much trouble. At least that’s what
I think they thought about it, I — maybe it was — I don’t don’t know. It was good while
it lasted.

Q: Yes sir. (chuckles)

A: Davis used to say — that’s Buddy Davis with the steel workers, he’s up in the hierarchy
now. He used to say, “Kennedy, you're getting a lot of mileage out of that bill.” That’s
all he’d say. And we'd laugh you know.

But they brought it on themselves. I imagine that the outgrowth of that, as far as they
were concerned, were — oh I'm sure that the Manufacturers Association, and I guess Tom
Butler was the head of them at that time, testified against it. But, that’s one of the few
times maybe that Tom’s been my friend. He didn’t give me too much hell because he knew
that Shell had broken their word with me in a sense. And . . . that they were — well the
management at that time wasn’t treating me with reference to my leaves, and I had left
the refinery by then — my previous leaves that the first management did, and these guys
— well Albers and Martin were — I don’t think they were accepted like maybe matured
management people were because they weren’t matured. That was their big problem, they
weren’t matured. They were pecple who couldn’t compromise, or didn’t want to compromise,
or thought their word was law and just — and you meet people like that. I'm sure you've
met them in the army, and you’ll meet them in your present endeavor and there are just
some people that are bigger than other people, that’s all, wiser or more matured, or got more
common sense. They just showed bad judgement and the refineries as a whole, their man-
agement personnel, showed poor judgement on their opposition to the bill the way they went
at it.

Of course the top brass — well when that president of Shell was there at that fiftieth reunion
— and 1 know that there were a lot of politicians there. And guys that I know well from
Shell were surprised when I walked in there because they didn’t think that Shell would invite
me. But when that guy saw me and we talked and you could see that he wasn’t going to
be as disrespectful to me as Martin and Albers had been, and he had done his
homework. And they regretted the way that they'd treated me.

But that wasn’t the original intention of the bill at all. I didn’t introduce it. Smith intro-
duced it as the chief sponsor, and then when he gave it to me to handle, why, all of that
came out of it, see?

Q: Yes sir.

A: The error they made was in their presentation and they would get so upset and any time
that someone would testify for it, they’d get upset and their people would testify against
it, and someone would ask them a pointed question, and — oh, we had several arguments. 1
had several arguments with the opponents of the bill and maybe I wasn’t as tactful as I
should have been, but that was the only way 1 could approach it because — all it was was
a local bill and the fact that that guy, Loftus, I got him to come down and listen and that
guy wasn’t telling the truth. And that’s what happened.

SESSION 10, TAPE 19, SIDE 1
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A: Paul Ferguson wrote a book, and he was, oh just — you’ve met those people in your career
that had an opinion on everything, you know. Sometimes it wasn’t the proper opinion or
the proper time maybe to exercise an opinion. There’s a time when silence had no part of
Paul’s repertoire.

Q: Well!
A: I guess that’s about the politest way to say it.
Q: Did it get him into trouble on the floor?

A: Yes. He did -~ not any physical trouble, Well, Reed Cutler, who's a brilliant debater,
would differ with him and Reed had a twitch you know, and he’d shake and quiver and oh,
he’d call him on points of order — not points of order so much, just that he was talking
too much or making a nuisance of himself or something like that.

Q: John Fribley and William Grindle said that there were still some — what did they eall
it? chain voting going on while they were in. Do you recall any irregularities like that
occurring in any of the elections that you're familiar with?

A: Well how does he define chain voting?

Q: Well they described it as being one individual would go in and get a ballot and then he
would put a false ballot in the ballot box, bring the good one out, give it to the
committeeman. The committeeman would vote it, give it to another fellow who went in and
then voted that one and brought out another one and that sort of thing.

A: Oh I never — I probably heard about it, but I — that might have been a rumor that
might have been overplayed. I couldn't cite any cases of that. They vote pretty heavy down
in Venice Township and Madison Township and Tamioki Township in the Democratic pri-
mary, but I wouldn’t think that at that time there was any chain voting.

I remember this, that in the 1952, that was my third term, Ralph Smith was defeated in
the fall in his first try by a fellow-Republican by the name of Groshong by a hundred or
so votes, now that's legislative votes, so that would probably be thirty-five single shots, as
you’d call them, or one vote.

Q: Yes.

A: Then they had a contest and — and well one of the — not them individually but there
was some argument that they had miscounted ballots somewhere along the line. But in the
1954 election I had been beaten in the primary and Groshong was running for his second
term. Smith beat him in the general election by maybe a similar number of votes, and they
both had an election contest but they were thrown out.

And chain-voting, they’ll say it takes place in the least-educated voting precinets, but I know
of none of it in my legislative district, both in Madison or Bond County or any particular
township. 1 think those things were overplayed.

Q: William Grindle was chairman in the 1960’s of the Illinois Highways Commission, |
believe was the name of it, and did a considerable study of the needs of the Illinois
highways. Do you remember anything about the functioning of that commission or the
results of that commission?

A: No, T always thought the highway commission — I was on a highway committee in the
house, it was formed you know like the Judiciary Committee and the Highway Committee
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and the Budget Committee or Appropriations. And it's quite a vocal committee and I imag-
ine his highway commission bill, that’s — I think those, when they call them commissions,
they’ve got public members on them. I imagine they’re quite vocal because highways are
quite an important thing. They had meetings down here and Curly and I used to go to them
and Orville used to go to them. Of course Orville was in — I don’t know where he was
at that time — but I remember that he’d come to — that Smith would go to them. And
we'd all go and listen to their discussion, but I suppose their main function was to get differ-
ent people to present their highway needs to the mayors and highway construction people
and the county people. And they wouldn’t have any trouble getting ideas where to build
highways. The idea was to get the money I assume. And it still is.

Q: Yes. Well part of their findings was that they thought the roads should be
redistricted. And some of the state roads should be turned back to counties, and county
roads back to townships and that sort of thing.

A: Yes sure. Now that brings a memory. He was the first chairman when I was — we've
never maybe mentioned his name, John Morris.

Q: Oh?
A: Up in Chadwick.
Q: John Morris?

A: Yes. He served ten terms, ten consecutive terms. In fact he ran second to Stevenson
in the at-large election and then got beat the next time.

Q: Well I'll be darned.

A: 1 think under Stevenson’s first term, and I'm sure it was under Stevenson, and I know
Morris was quite vocal, and he and I were on the same side, we passed a resolution, and
I don’t guess it's binding. Like any other resolution the constitutional amendment has to
be passed on that budget balancing, but this was an amendment that the Department of
Highways would have the final say on the location of highways, that it wasn’'t up to the
General Assembly.

Q: Oh?

A: Maybe it was the General Assembly passing the buck, because they didn’t want Lee
Kennedy and John Morris to put all of the highways in Morris’s district, and half of them
in my district. And Morris is a bright man, a bright tax man. But I think it was in the
1949 session, which was the Governor Stevenson’s first legislative session, Powell was the
Speaker, we controlled the house and the Republicans controlled the senate, but we would
have — the Department of Transportation, or Highways — Public Highways, whatever they
called it — they changed the name of it so often — would have the final say in the relocation
of highways, And the purpose of that as far as I am concerned, and I think you'd find that
Morris would agree with me, and maybe Clyde Lee and Clyde Choate would too, that we
couldn’t by vote in the assembly locate a highway. And I suppose that’s a sensible thing
because there’d be so much trading off that you just couldn’t do that. You had to get your
own. Each county has a highway superintendent and the mayors and the local boards of
aldermen and supervisors should have some say in it, and they will have.

Q: In regard to elections, were there things that you felt should be corrected in the election
system?

A: Well I think the advent of the voting machine was a tremendous improvement. It elimi-
nated the possibility of ballot errors. I never did feel like, in any district I represented,
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in Madison and only one time that St. Clair County was in my district — Bond County was
four times — that there was any intentional voting irregularities.

SESSION 10, TAPE 19, SIDE 2

A: ... intentionally start rumors or some of them believe it and said, “Well this judge don’t
like you, this clerk don’t like you, and they’ll break a pencil point off and put a pencil point
in their nail and where there’s no one marked, they’ll mark your opponent’s name and things
like that.”

Q: 1 see.

A: And if you believe all of that stuff, why — if it’s done — and I guess it has been done,
the world’s not perfect, I guess the Lord don't want it to be perfect. I mean he wants us
to worry, If it’s done, why, I didn’t know it. And if someone done it, why, I'm going to
let heaven take care of it I guess. I'm not going to try to take care of it.

Q: Yes sir.
A: But . ..
Q: Was there much problem in getting the voting machines in down here?

A: Well the expense was the thing, and I don’t think that it was — didn’t the General
Assembly do it by statutory requirement, gave them so long to get it. I think so. Now
the at-large election, we had paper ballots and John Lewis, my friend John Lewis, he remind-
ed us several times in that special session that we had that he didn’t want anybody to steal
his votes. (chuckles) Of course they rule Cook County, you know, the Democrats, they aim
at the Du Page county or predominant Republican counties you know. And the Republicans
they aim at the predominant Democratic county, and the city of Chicago is a Democratic
city and maybe there are some irregularities, but that’s for the people of the city of Chicago
to worry about.

I never noticed — oh I think different things. You know you can go paranoid listening to
all of that stuff about — because when I ran, I was running to win. And I'd hear rumors
that they were going to dump me in this precinct and they were going to dump me in that
preeinct, and hell, they couldn’t — I don’t see how they could dump you. I mean dump you,
they just didn’t vote for you, they didn’t vote for you, that's all. And whether there were
any precinet committeemen could induce any number of people to vote against Lee Kennedy
or vote for him I don’t know. Why, when I got back in politics in the 1962 election I —
I always thought the women hauled more people to vote than the men did.

And for years in Madison County the Democratic organization had an assessment
arrangement. I think they put it by the side now. You'd pay an assessment and they'd
hire the precincts to work for you and the workers. And the how it went, the women met
once a month and I'd try to go to that, and be as gentle to them as I could, and as polite
and just hope that they'd vote for me, that’s all. Some people aren’t going to vote for you
regardless. And I always figured that the bigger the vote, the more votes I'd get that’s all.

And as far as any intentional irregularity, I can’t recall any that — I'm sure that I worried
that I wasn't going to get my share of the votes and all of that, but if you didn’t get them,
you didn’'t get them, that’s all, you didn't get them. There wasn’t anybody stealing any
votes. I don’t imagine anybody stole any votes out of Thompson or out of Stevenson, either
one. There might have been some misealeulations, which can happen.
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Q: What about the issue of whether you should have assistance allowed in the voting
booth? That came up I think predominantly during the 1960’s.

A: Yes that was quite a debatable subject and again it gets down to the personality question,
that I'm sure an overzealous person assisting someone else in voting, some invalid or some
handicapped person, would maybe mention that they vote for Horace Waggoner in preference
to Leland Kennedy or vice versa, but I guess that’s a chance you took. 1 mean I'm not
opposed to it.

That takes you back to about the absentee ballot when we were in service. Hell, I was over-
seas in the 1944 election and I never got my ballot.

Q: Oh?

A: And I don’t think it came — I’'m quite sure this is true — my mail reached — of course
I got hurt at that time, I got hurt in October of 1944, thirty days before the election was
on, maybe thirty days right to the date, and I think my ballot reached me in the hospital
in England, my mail did.

Q: Is that right? (chuckles)

A: A little late then, wasn't it? I was going to vote for Roosevelt anyway, and he didn’t
need it.

Q: Well! (chuckles)

A: But I'm sure that assistance in voting has been, has and will be, a problem. Well, with
minority groups and first-time voters and maybe the — well with handicapped people and
people who aren't too smart, or where they’re getting a dollar to vote or a dollar and a half
to vote, I heard that.

Q: What about the reapportionment action in 1963 that led to that at-large election? Do
you recall any of the commotion that went on that year?

A: Well there was a lot of commotion. I mean they eouldn’t get it done. They couldn’t
get it reapportioned. And who thought up that at-large election, I don’t know. Sometimes
I bet there are some people who regret that it ever happened, but that was the orange ballot
80 that was my — I was — the sixty-third session was my fifth term back, and the 1964
election was the at-large ballot, sure.
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A: I served four terms, and then I got beat for my fifth term, but in between those eight
years out — when I went to Springfield, they had fifty-one districts. And they had four
men from each district, a state senator and three state representatives, that was 204
men. When I went back — when I got reelected — renominated and reelected in 1962 and
I went back in January of 1963, they had fifty-nine legislative distriets, which would be what
they have right today, a hundred and seventy-seven members, but they only had fifty-eight
senatorial districts. In other words, they had 234 men I think. And then they added the
fifty-ninth.

I could see the difference in the talent, I suppose you'd called it, not that the 204 members
weren't talented, but it seemed like — and the salary was better. Of course that’s one thing
that the — you had, oh, maybe a higher grade of individual, man and lady. Of course they
were getting more women every year. And the next year, was my sixth term, was the at-
large election, and of course there were a lot of blue-ribbon candidates from the Republican
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party that came out of Chicago. I noticed, looking through some stuff the other day, I saw
George Sisler there. He was a bachelor, he was supposed to be a blue-ribbon legislator.
I was on a committee with him, a public welfare committee — and I believe — he’s passed
on. But he’s supposed to be quite a wealthy man, but he always rode the bus to Springfield.

Q: Oh is that right?
A: Never rode the train.
Q: T'll be darned.

A: Always rode the bus. Now I just figured maybe — I never talked to him about it because
it wasn’t any of my business, but he talked about it, he always rode the bus.

Q: Oh?

A: And I thought maybe it might have went by close to where he lived and he could just
hop on and hop off you know.

Mrs. Brooks McCormick, she was a member of that blue-ribbon at-large election
assembly. Well I think she’s socially prominent, and all. She’s still — you read about
her. I think she was a fairly young woman at that time when she served. And, oh, there
was a colonel out of the army that — he passed away recently. He had served six terms
and he came back in the at-large election from Chicago, in the Republican party. I can’t
remember his name, but a very quiet dignified man. There’s a fellow from — he’s still alive
up there at, oh, in the Streator area, but he wasn’t from Streator, he was from — where’s
the prison? Not Joliet, but isn’t there another prison? Bill Harris came from there.

Q: Oh Pontiac.
A: Pontiae, Pontiac. I can’t think of his name, he was a blue-ribbon millionaire member
of the Republican party, which again is alright. But his daughter was one of those — 1
met her. She was a real attractive young lady. She turned out to be, I guess, to be a super-
libber. She was one of those young ladies that got killed out in Greenwich Village by those
Weathermen that made that bomb. I think there were a number of kids, maybe eight kids
killed, I don’t know. But anyway, one of them. Of course your deaths — that was much
later, but I'm sure it must have upset those people tremendously. His name started with
an ‘0. You know I can’t think of his name. I'd like to remember that.

(taping stopped to find a copy of the Illinois Blue Book, then resumed)
A: He hadn’t retired yet. What in the hell was this guy’s name,
Q: For the Pontiac division, you're a bit behind there, aren’t you?
A: What?
Q: If it’s the Pontiac district, it would be further . . .

A: Well no — it’s the at-large election. See, they're all — they were all — they were all
together.

Q: I see, in alphabetical order, yes.
A: There’s your friend Katz.

Q: Yes.
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A: Katz and the two Kennedys.

Q: Yes.

A: He's a millionaire and I guess he is too. But I’'m making it — I'm working on it.
Q: Well. (chuckles)

A: T've got a little way to go. What the hell was that guy’s name. Very
distinguished! (continues to search) Here’s the guy right here, Oughton.

Q: Oh, his name is Oughton?

A: That was his daughter. Says that, “Married to former Jane Boyce of New York, has four
daughters,” and then it gives his origins — he has a Keeley Institute in Dwight — Dwight’s
where he’s from, Dwight.

Q: Oh I see, yes.

A: Isn't Dwight close to Pontiacor . . .

Q: Yes it’s in that vicinity someplace.

A: In that same area. That’s what it was. He has the Keeley Institute. And I see her
mother was from New York. That may have been why she went out there. But — a real
pretty girl, and — in faet, his whole family was very attractive. And he was a real real
aristocrat, but humble along with it you know.

Q: Yes sir.

A: He used to eat with — well about the first time I met — it turned out to be a good
friend who died very young, Elmo MeClain, his boy’s in the assembly now.

But about the at-large election, the personnel of the assembly at that time, of the house
of representatives, was so much different to me — not that they were any better, they were
just from a wider field of various enterprises you know.

Q: A lot more independent people I guess came in then too.

A: Yes that's right. Sure, that’s a good way, just — people that maybe wouldn't be dele-
gates to the conventions from a ward or froma . . .

Q: Yes, right.

A: ... or war-horses, or political mavericks or something like that.
SESSION 10, TAPE 19, SIDE 2 (centinued)
A: Well I'm sure we had a special session in January of 1964 to set up the elected delegates,

didn’t we, to . . .

Q: Well you decided how you would do it I think in that special election, and then there
was a convention action wasn't there for delegates?

A: Yes, that's it, yes, that’s right, sure. A great majority of the delegates to the convention
were the candidates of their party, but not all of them. I know Curly and I were on it. But
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we had opposition that year. We always had opposition in the primary. He always said
I brought it on because there’s nobody who liked me like they liked him. But then we had
it.

Q: Oh? (chuckles)

A: And of course that election there, for those delegates of that convention, one vote was
one vote, and Curly and I ran pretty close together. He ran first, and I ran second. And
Mr. Lauer didn’t have too much organization support, he didn’t run very well at all. But
T later on became a friend of his, a political friend.

That’s when you heard anybody that came from a rural community — we didn’t think that
they had a chance, that, with an at-large election, that the big-city boys would take
everything. But the way they took care of that, they alternated the positions on the
ballot. And I think Curly Harris got the first place or the third place. Downstate got one
spot and upstate would get the other file. Like one, three, five and seven; two, four, six,
eight and ten you know.

Q: Yes.

A: And I know T recall the Democrats had one meeting and — [ mean several meetings,
not one meeting, but other than the General Assembly meetings the party leaders and the
precinct committeemen and anybody who was interested I guess came to the Democratic
meeting and I asked — Jim Ronan was the state chairman then, and he just recently passed
away, and I says, “Jim,” I says, “How many Kennedy's are you going to run in this
thing?” (laughter) And he said to me, busting out laughing, “Well T only know of one,
and he's John Kennedy.” And I think John’s still alive. And he and I were both elected
and we became good friends. I think he wanted to be state treasurer one time and they
— I think he’s a millionaire, I'm not but then he is, so good luck to him.

John was a fine man and a big family and I — someone told me later on that — I mean
not too long ago — that his wife is some relation to the mayor of Chicago. And I says,
“You better not tell too many people that.” (chuckles)

Q: Tsee. Well

A: But, no, we set up the vote and as to why the — I could never understand — of course
that was the election after Kennedy’s assassination and Lyndon Johnson was the Democratic
nominee for president. And isn’t that the election that Goldwater made the statement about
social security, that — didn’t he make the statement in a nationwide broadcast that they
ought to do away with social security?

Q: Idon’t recall that.

A: I think so. Of course it wasn't as prominent a thing as it is now, but I think that led
to his defeat. And the Democrats had a landslide throughout the state and we elected 118
Democrats. And as to why, that's the only reason, it was a Democratic landslide. Well
in 1960 we elected Kerner and Kerner’s reelection, and I think Powell got reelected —
whether Carpentier was secretary of state, I'd have to do some research on that.

But we had 118 members. We elected Jack Touhy Speaker, but the Republicans had control
of the senate. We didn’t pass any bad legislation and they didn’t pass any bad legislation
and everybody got along fine. I know they’d kid each other a lot on the house floor and
some of the Democrats, they'd sit over on the Republican side. They didn’'t have any per
diem in those days you know and the sessions weren't as long and the salary wasn’t as much
so everybody got out of there about as quick as they could. But that was a good session
though, the 1965 session.
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One thing that I recall, I think that was the year that Cardinal Meyer died in Chicago and,
a dignitary of that type, they always sent a delegation to their funeral. And they picked
three house members and three senate members and Touhy was gracious enough to pick
me to go from downstate and I appreciate it because I just enjoyed it. I had met Mayor
Daley previously and he was there representing his city naturally and I shook hands with
him and I enjoyed that. We went up and back in one day. Kerner rode up with us and
we went on the state plane. Arthur Bidwill was in it. And there was one Republican legis-
lator, by the name of Hruby I believe, was there and was on the plane. I figured it was
an honor to get to go.

But the at-large election, setting up the — T imagine there was a lot of behind scenes in
that particular thing. I know that it was called the orange ballot I'm sure. I put an orange
sign on top of my car and put Harris’s name on and my name. I put my name in bigger
letters though. (chuckles) Curly — we got along fine, Curly and I did. Our wives are still
great friends. Because it was a Democratic area, we had no reason not to get along.

But my boy was — I think that was going to be his first year at — up at St. Bede’s in
Peru and I put that sign on, I guess, the first of June. I'd have to tighten it every once
in a while. We drove up to take him to school in September or August. And that’s how
I met Joe Fennessy. He was on the at-large election from that area on the Democratic bal-
lot.

Q: Who was that?
A: Joe Fennessey. He’s the clerk of the court now I think, out of that area.
Q: You didn’t get involved in any of the behind-the-scenes activity then?

A: No, no, I wasn't involved in it. I might have been asked for an opinion or
something. We had caucuses and it seemed like they couldn’t settle reapportionment, and
I'm sure it wasn’t my district that they couldn’t settle on, the district that Harris and 1
represented, the geographical balance of it, because — well, didn’t now that come at five
— here’s what they done. Madison and St. Clair County, at that time now, were figured
as Democratic strongholds, as Du Page County was a Republican stronghold. They brought
five legislative districts into Madison and St. Clair County. And to counteract that they
brought five districts into Du Page County. They figured that they didn’t want the reappor-
tionment to be so one-sided. Well those Democrats got a big lead in members of the
house. But that was due more or less to the landslide proportions. And the thinking of
it was — it’s a regular roll call vote in the assembly that you accept reapportionment and
the acceptance of it was that I thought the Democrats could keep their control on these two
counties, and I suppose my Republican counterpart up north felt that the Republicans could
keep their control in Du Page County, and where they have those swing districts, let them
fight it out. That was generally the thinking I think, that where a swing-district — that
go Republican a couple of times and go Democrat a couple of times, and then back to Repub-
lican or vice versa — that’s generally the big issue in reapportionment.

And I think that’s the sensible — it wouldn’t be right for either of the major parties to
have the dominant control of the General Assembly. My own thinking as I was growing
up, some people take issue with this, 1 believe Illinois is a Republican state, basically a
Republican state. And I think if you were to go to check to see how many times we had
a Speaker in the house and the president of the senate and the governor, the Republicans
would outnumber us two-to-one. I think you’ll find that Illinois is generally a Republican
state.

Now they’d say, “Well hell Chicago’s a Democratic city.” Well maybe that counteracts
it. Maybe that’s the downstate against the upstate. You have that. Hell, Missouri, has
— between Kansas City and St. Louis, they have the same thing, and New York hasg
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upstate. That’s a big city. That's politics. I think that you'd find, if you were a student
of political science — and maybe you are and I know that some think-tank man could find
me in error and I couldn’t prove myself right — but you will find that the majority of big
cities — not in the south now because of the Civil War — are generally Democrat and the
out-state’s generally Republican. And I guess that’s just the distrust the big-city people
have of the rural, or the rural people have of the big-city people. That’s just a way of
life. And I suppose with time and better thinking, and more common sense, which I think
television and these talk shows bring out, that those things will be done away with.

But voter participation, I noticed talking about all of these things that — well the — the
power of the senior citizens now, the only reason that they're watching so close, they're
watching their social security, that’s all. (chuckles)

Q: Well!

SESSION 10, TAPE 20, SIDE 1

A: When 1 first went up there we had six months session every other year and they had
a clerk’s office, but they didn’t stay open. They opened up maybe twenty days before the
session, and stayed on twenty days after the session. But Bill Horsley was the instigator
of keeping the clerk’s office both in the house and the senate open on a twelve-month
basis. And T guess it gave employment to some people in Springfield. That was popular
with them and Bill and the . . .

Q: Did it help you in any way to have it open longer?

A: No I can’t say that it did. I didn’t voice much of an opinion because it — I never was
for annual sessions, I thought they were foolish. And I did voice — most guys voiced an
opinion on that one way or another. But the clerk’s office, they didn’t have that big of a
staff at that time. They only kept maybe one or two, and I guess the chief clerk in both
the senate and the house, when they left there, they went to work for the Department of
R and E [Registration and Education] at the same salary. They said that they were in the
house, say, seven months for the 1949 legislative session and the next sixteen or eighteen
months they worked for some other department, and they just came over there. They were
full-time state employees and they were on loan to us, on loan to the General Assembly,
for the tenure of the assembly’s session to take care of their particular duties that a clerk
handles.

Of course now it's a different thing. They have staff around-the-clock T guess, not around
the clock, but they’re regular assembly employees. The appropriation’s gone up and prob-
ably the costs have gone up, but that’s people demanding more government I guess is what
it is.

Q: One of the first needs that was indieated for annual sessions was for appropriations.

A: Yes, yes, that was one of the first needs and I know that it sounds foolish to say that
a director can’t present a budget for — it’s easier to present a budget for one year than
it is two years, but I'm of the opinion, and I still am, that government doesn’t operate like
the private sector does and you always had the deficiency appropriations with the biennial
sessions. And that brought some criticism and some static. I just imagine — of course
you're down to 118 now, and fifty-nine in the senate — that if you were to get a vote of
the assembly members with reference to annual sessions and biennial sessions, that biennial
sessions would get some votes. It might not carry, but — of course as time goes by the mem-
bers who served in biennial sessions and then annual sessions, their thinking is gone. 1 start
my ninth year out in January, so maybe my thinking’s all wrong, but I know in the time
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I worked for Redmond that there was a strong feeling that you should go back to biennial
sessions and I believe Horsley even said that publicly, he was out of the assembly at that
time, but that maybe annual sessions might have been a mistake.

But I think a director could easily — it would be more simple and less costly to present
a budget for two years than it is for one year. I just think that his experts, his personnel
that work on budgetary matters, would have an easier time, less paperwork and less rhetoric
by having biennial sessions. Now that may not be an overwhelming popular opinion, but
that’s the thinking on my part.

And what brought out that? You said appropriations, that sure did bring it out. I know
I've talked to businessmen and all. And I know one fellow who — he disagreed with me,
and I think he even — he always voted for me. He disagreed with me about it and I ran
into him one time this past summer. He was retired and I'm retired and I don't see
him. And we laughed about it. And he was of the opinion that maybe that the biennial
sessions would be less expensive. Now he’s changed his opinion. But we’ve both matured
on it. He's an insurance executive, retired. And oh, the Chamber of Commerce people,
labor people and special interest groups were always for annual sessions. But . . .

Q: Why would they want annual sessions?
A: Well I guess so some of them would have some place to go. 1 guess.
Q: OhIsee. (chuckles)

A: 1 know the hotels wanted it. T imagine the hotels of course, that — I don’t mean to
say that they were selfish, they were just special interest groups. I imagine the hotels will
regret the fact that you've got fifty-nine less members, business people in Springfield,
restaurants and all of that.

I'm going to talk about the cutback amendment now that passed. The people wanted it. 1
guess they brought it on themselves about voting themselves that handsome raise, which
they shouldn’t have done, which they shouldn’t have done. And they’ll carry it overwhelm-
ingly and they’re giving the judges hell for — there are some guys who, to this day, think
that the petitions were not legal or legally signed. But the Supreme Court allowed it
anyway. And I think that young MeClain’s defeat in Quincy — I understand — I knew his
dad well. T knew him but I haven’t talked to him for years. And I mean years. He's had
some other troubles but I believe his defeat at the hands of his Republican incumbent was
based somewhat on an opinion of the judges with reference to the cutback amendment and
granting them an exorbitant raise. That’s what I've heard, whether that’s true or not, I
don’t know. I'm not surprised. He didn’t get a reaction on anything he’d want to get you
know, on things like that. 1know that . . .

Q: Well what was your opinion on the numbers of legislators that existed? Was 177 too many
or not enough or what?

A: Well, when I left after the 1954 session we had fifty-one districts, and that was 204 mem-
bers and 153 in the house. And when I went back in 1963, in that session, it was the seventy-
third session, and I saw that there was 177 members in the house, T thought it was
large. And I may have made the statement it might have been too large.

But I also noticed this: the salaries had gone up, not a whole lot. But there was a lot of
talent there that I don’t think was there when I was there the first time. I don’t say that
picking out any individual members or myself or anybody else. I think there was a lot of
talent there and I think after the at-large election the talent increased because people who
were picked by the authorities to run weren’t familiar maybe with the political process and
they didn’t have to maybe campaign as hard, or didn’t know how to campaign or didn’t want
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to. But it brought in some talent. In the house with 177 members you had more talent
than you had with 150 members; you're going to have more talent with 177 members than
you're going to have with 118,

Q: Oh?

A: And someone would say, “Why don’t you explain that more thoroughly?” Well I don’t
know, unless you could say that you — well there’s nothing wrong with being a politician
if you've got some common sense. You hear guys argue that a lawyer makes a better repre-
sentative than a nonlawyer. Well T don’t believe that’s true. They don’t say those things
violently, they say them as a matter of an opinion. But you can come from the streets of
America, whether you're a lawyer or nonlawyer, and be a good state representative. It’'s pos-
sible if you do your homework. And I don’t guess anybody ever does his homework more
than Cal Skinner. And he’s ran for Congress and ran for auditor this time, but he’s — he
was a damned good state representative, knowledgeable, done his homework. He's ques-
tioned the results, the depth of legislation, and you wouldn’t have Skinner with a small
house, and you're not going to have him with the big house as far as that goes, but they
call him that. When I first went in, there was a Republican who was in leadership, and
he was from Decatur, and I think his name was Harris. He was a brilliant man. I used
to see him occasionally.

Q: From Decatur or Lineoln?
A: Well one of the two?

Q: From Lincoln maybe?

A: Is he still alive?

I'm not sure. What was his first name?

> L

Homer Harris.
Homer Harris, yes, from Lincoln, [llinois, yes.

Yes.

e o L

I don’t know what the situation is today.

A: He was a brilliant man I thought. I mean he wasn’t a flamboyant man. But his
approach to the most minute detail was impressive to me. I didn’t see him a lot. I probably
had a cup of coffee with him out at the third floor coffee stand we had there. I rode the
elevator with him, and I think I might have met him at the hotel. I think we both stayed
at the Abe Lincoln one session. 1 know I did, and I think he stayed there. Of course those
fellows didn’t stay overnight as often as we did because they were closer by, than I was
anyway and they’d commute. But he was I thought a brilliant man, very knowledgeable
and as I said he wasn’t flamboyant or wasn’t a flashy man. He was a very conservative
man in thinking and his attire and things of that nature.

Q: I understand he decided not to continue because he couldn’t get along with Green, with
Green’s policies. He didn't agree with all of those.

A: Well that could be. He just up and quit. And you’ll find guys that do that. I just up
and quit myself, but I got in twenty years. I could have probably got in a couple more. But
he was an attorney and I — I imagine — that sounds like him, that he couldn’t agree with
Governor Green’s thinking. He just thought that, “Well, the hell with it.” He could make
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a living anyway. I mean he would have that — that’s him to a T. I didn’t know him at
all, I don’t think I’d know him now, but that’s the impression he left with me.

We had a young fellow up there that — a Republican by the name of Arnell and he served
a couple — his office was by mine, and we'd pass the time of day. And I just thought he
was — well just a young good legislator. But he just saw me, he said, “Hell,” he said, “I've
got to make a living practicing law.” He says, “I can’t afford to come down there.” So
he just quit.

Talking about things like that, we had a kid on the staff by the name of Kennedy, the Repub-
lican staff, and he played a little football at Notre Dame. And I said — this goes back
ten or fifteen years — I said, “How come you dropped out?” He said, “Hell, that pair of
teachers makes me work too hard.”

Q: Well. (laughter)

A: He was on the squad but I guess he just didn't . . .
Q: Didn’t want to keep up with them.

A: That’s right, that’s all.

Q: Alright let’s see, Homer Harris was related to Paul Randolph. Did you get to know Paul
Randolph?

A: Oh yes. I knew Paul much better. Oh were they? T didn't know that, I didn’t know
that. Well Paul, he served a long time. Well he was a great friend of Clarence Neff, and
Paul was chairman I think of the Banking Committee and I was generally on that, and [
was always a Democratic spokesman. The Democrats never controlled the house when I was
on the Banking Committee so I was always the minority spokesman and Paul and I never
voted alike I don’t think, but we got along.

But I knew he and his wife, and she was generally with him. T don’t think they may have
had any children. I don’t know that. And she was always with him and I guess he just
— when he got his twenty years, he just hung up. I think he retired before me I
believe. He's been out, and I don't think he ever came back to work or anything. He just
went to work.

Q: No he joined the State Central Committee of course so he's quite involved in that.

A: Oh did he? Is he a ward committeeman, is he? Well that could be, yes, I guess he is,
yes.

Q: I think he’s giving up the ward committeeman end of it, but he’s still on the State Central
Committee.

A: Is he? You know I don’t know who those committeeman are at all anymore. We had
precinet committeemen. They call them captains, and the ward committeeman I guess is
comparable to our county chairman, I suppose, in at least the bigger counties, Madison or
St. Clair. And I never had any desire to be township chairman or even county
chairman. You've got to have committees and it’s part of the political process. I started
as a precinct committeeman and [ was later on a precinct committeeman a couple of terms
after I moved out here but some girl wanted it so I just let her have it. And I see now
she’s giving it up, and they've got a new committeeman and I'll be damned if I know who
it is.

Q: Well
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A: 1 think she’s a lady, but she never came around here. Of course they operate differently
now and — at least they do here in this county and I blame that on the fact that they've
— some of our county officials are being sworn in today, probably right now or have been
by eleven o’clock or so. They do their own eampaigning, it don’t seem like they have their
meetings or the rallies that we had. And as a Democratic politician, a retired legislator
and precinct committeeman, I think it’s bad, but maybe it isn’t. Stevenson didn’t run as
strong, and I told Leo Pfeffer over the phone, many times — I talked to him a lot about
this election, prior to the election, that it’s going to be difficult to defeat an incumbent secre-
tary of state, because they’ve got their name on so many different items, and he works for
Consentino. And Consentino was a Democratic nominee for secretary of state, or a
candidate. And Stevenson or none of the rest — Stevenson or Consentino didn’t run as
strong in Madison and — I'm talking Democratic politics now.

Q: Yes.
A: Didn’t run as strong on these two counties that the rest of the ticket did.
Q: Well.

A: Well there’s got to be a reason for that. The reason of course — one reason is that
Thompson and Edgar were both incumbents. And I think an incumbent has an
advantage. You could say that another reason was we didn’t have anybody like Fast Eddy
down here to tell, “Punch ten,” or something like that.

Q: Well. (chuckles)

A: But it's just due to the lack of the organization getting out the votes, particularly in this
county, like they used to. Now whether that would be true in St. Clair or not I don't
know. I read a lot of political stuff about St. Clair County in the Globe this morning, though
I haven't read it, that they — most of the — well they had a big fight on here against McPike
for state representative but hell, he won handily. And there was some question about his
stand on abortion and moral issues but it didn’t bring out enough votes to beat him. McPike
was an incumbent. It’s still difficult to beat an incumbent if he does a work-like job you
know.

Now this district has changed and it's natural — just the population — it went from 180,000
down to maybe 90,000. And McPike’s districts are Alton and Wood River and Godfrey and
maybe parts of smaller townships. But the adjacent down below, Sam Wolf, an incumbent
and had no Republican opposition, he lives in where the bulk of the large Democratic vote
is, but now people will tell you that’s going to change now because that’s where all the steel
mills were, and hell, they're running about 10 percent below zero capacity I guess, these mills
in the country. And those things enter into it all. The voting pattern has changed.

I'd forgotten about Paul being — there was a fellow that — I don’t know how many terms
he served. He and Randolph were from the same district.

Q: 1 keep thinking of Reed Cutler, but it isn’t Reed, it’s . . .

A: No it wouldn’t be Reed.

Q: Someone like that though, a large — Connors! William Connors was from that ward.
A: Is he still alive.

Q: No, no, no.
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A: Tdidn’t think so. Gosh, you go far back with Connors, my goodness.

SESSION 11, TAPE 21, SIDE 1

Q: I wondered if we could talk a bit about why it was that you had your break in — between
tours there?

A: Because I got beat.
Q: Yes. That happened in 1952, wasn’t it?

A: Nineteen fifty-four. There was Curly and I and Simon running and Simon beat the hell
out of both of us and — and he really did beat us. Ie made a terrific campaign and I didn’t
campaign as hard as I was going to do in the future. I made up my mind when I got back
in I wasn’t going to get caught asleep again if I could help it.

Q: Well.

A: 1 got caught asleep that’s all. I didn’t run too far behind Curly but I ran far enough
that I didn’t win. Oh I knew that I would run again because I didn’t take out my pension
fund money. I didn’t have a whole lot in there because we had just started it when I first
went in and our salaries earned so much and the percent was only about 6 or 8 percent
then. I think it’s considerably more now but — well Simon made, 1 guess, almost a door-to-
door canvass in the Forty-seventh District, and he impressed people and 1 assume that he’s
still impressing people because he’s still in politics.

Q: How much did his having a newspaper and your not having a newspaper have to do with
it?

A: Oh I've been asked that before. Now that’s odd that it would come up — it’s not odd,
but it’s — I don’t think so. It was in 1954 in the spring primary and there was Curly and
I and Paul and prior to that time he had written some stinging articles about the people
that were involved in the Kefauver investigation. He was — well he was not a do-gooder,
I wouldn’t say that, because that’s being unkind, He was a cleanup man, and there was
nothing wrong with the economy but he just impressed people I think a lot with his talent
and his ability to communicate via the newspaper and via other things. And he had some
people for him in Madison County that weren’t going to be for Curly and I anyway I don’t
think, and they had somebody to hang their hat on. He just outcampaigned us.

And I was told about a week or ten days before 1 think, if I recall now, one of my committee-
man friends or township chairmen told me that I better be careful and I was beginning to
realize it, but I didn’t think he was quite as strong as he was. And oh, I was still at Shell
then and I think that maybe some of the fellows at Shell were — could be envious of me
going for my fifth term. He had a lot of single-shots. That’s all.

Q: Oh he did?

A: He just got too much. Oh like in his own hometown he ran terrific and I used to always
run good there. Omne place that was close to Bond County in that area, and I always ran
— in fact, I beat Curly in Bond County that election. But I didn’t beat him enough to over-
come his lead in Madison County. And there wasn’t too heavy a vote. I think people who
got out to vote, particularly for Simon, were people that gave him the single-shot.

We ran a terrific race, and I talked to a newspaper down in Granite City about nine o’clock
and he said, “Leland, I hate to tell you this but you're not running very good down
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here.” And then he gave me some results. I told my wife — Patrick was there, Maurine
wasn’t born yet. Pat remembers it a little bit. He said, “Daddy, you’re getting beat.”

Q: Well. (laughter)
A: And indeed I did, and that’s — that’s all there was to it.
Q: Did you have any face-to-face talks with Simon during the campaigning?

A: No. T've met him, he’d come to rallies. We had rallies, but as for having debates, we
never had any debates. We generally had primary fights for other offices. We always had
one for state representative and we’d meet on podiums and things of that nature. But there
wasn’t any face-to-face combat or debate or discussions or anything like that.

Q: Were there any issues that came up between you where you were definitely on one side
and he was on the other?

A: No there were no issues. The only issue there would have been — and that wasn’t an
issue between he and I — he had a national approach to things in his newspaper and as
I mentioned before he had made some fame with the Kefauver committee. Of course it was
past, it was several years old by then, the Kefauver investigation, and he just leaned on
it,

He would write articles in his paper, just pick out issues you know. And it was just a weekly
paper, but he increased his circulation and he was able to — well, he was a new face and
he’s a bright young man, was a bright young man. He’s getting older now of course like
we all do.

I think Simon belongs in the legislative field rather than he does in the executive field. I
think he knows I think that. 1 talk to him. I talked to him. ©Oh, one time I was in Wash-
ington to his Washington office and he returned the call and we’d talk and laugh. And we'd
meet he and his wife occasionally when we were running. I used to go out and campaign
with John Sharp and those fellows when I worked for Bill Redmond and Simon was a great
friend of Sharp’s and he'd always be there, that’s when he was in Congress. Well he’s still
in Congress from Troy and the distriet’s interlocked, at least Sharp’s district did with his,
and we'd talk to him. I think some people thought he was going to be president, maybe
he will be, I don't know . . .

Q: Well. (laughter)
A: ... about that.

Q: Now, Paul Simon kind of joined a group which came into the legislature in the latter
part of the 1950’s including such people as . . .

A: Well you know, I didn’t know those — of course when I went back he went to the senate,
and that was a — oh, they called them, they had a name for them, it wasn’t the Crazy 8
I don’t think was it or , . .

Q: Well the Crazy 8 was later. I don’t think Paul Simon was one of those though was he?

A: I don’t believe he was but as I said he was a great liberal. He met Mikva, Scariano

and I don’t know who else because he was in the house eight years and that was my eight
years that I was out.

Q: Yes sir.
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A: Well we weren't close legislative-wise when I was in the house and he was in the senate
or when he was the lieutenant governor and I was in the house. I didn’t vigit him, he didn't
visit me. I went to the hospital one time in Springfield I believe when I went back, and
he dropped in to see me. But I'm just not that close to him to evaluate hig thinking, but
he was a great friend of Scariano’s and Mikva, who’s on the bench now, and Secariano I think
you said was practicing law.

Oh I wanted to show you something. 1 talked to you about Granville, I mentioned the
name, (finds place in Blue Book) He was a colleague of Randolph’s, a Democratic colleague
from the same district as Randolph.

Q: Oh, Wolbank, I see, yes.

A: And he's the fellow in the session when Touhy was Speaker — Barr came over to the
Democratic side in some kind of a legislative fight, changed his seat and came over. And
about two days later Wolbank changed his seat and went over to the Republican side.

Q: Oh is that right? (chuckles)

A: And I think he either — he got beat or — he ran for Congress, and I just wondered
if Randolph mentioned him. HHe and Randolph were from the same district. Who was the
state senator, who was the other legislator, I don’t know. But I just thought maybe — we
mentioned Paul Randolph’s name a couple of times.

Q: Right. No, he did not mention Wolbank, no.

A: Well T just wondered, that’s all. We can go back to your original question now.

Q: Well what I was wondering was — now there was a group of Democratic war veterans
who came in, generally young guys, right after the war, which did not seem to take on the

independent views as did Simon and Scariano and Mikva and this group that came in in
1953.

A: Well that’s — you’re talking to one of them.
Q: Yes.

A: In that picture I showed you, we were the Democratic — or the picture you took with
you — we were the Democratic war veterans in World War IL

Q: Yes.
A: And I guess the only reason we were, we were drafted.
Q: Isee. (chuckles)

A: And — oh some of them enlisted — I guess Lee and Choate may have enlisted. I was
drafted, but that’s alright, beside the point.

Well we were just different types of people, I mean I guess Simon and Scariano and Mikva
were going to change the world, and Lee and 1 and Choate and Shapiro and Schaefer and
Considine were glad we were home. We were willing to let the world be like it is I
guess. We weren’t out to change the world, maybe we were out to better it, but not to
change the Ten Commandments.

Bob Mann was a member of that group. He was a member of the Simon and Scariano and
Mikva group. They — well they were super-liberals 1 guess. I wouldn’t be for abortion,
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and they would be I think, and they’d be for lowering the drinking age. I don't say they
were now. People who would be their friends would be the people who would favor lowering
the drinking age and maybe, well, there wasn’t anything conservative about them as we know
— maybe you would know differently than what as I know. Of course, I get more conser-
vative the older I get so — but my boy says, “Hell, that’s because you're getting old.” But
then, they were just a different type of people that’s all, just a different type of legislators.

Not that we disagreed on everything, or they disagreed. And some of them were ambitious
and I guess I was content to get my twenty years in the house. I think Mann always wanted
to run for mayor of Chicago, I heard, which is a justifiable ambition, there’s nothing wrong
with that, and I never had any desire to run for mayor of Alton. I know I've heen asked
and approached and quoted and everything else, but I had no desire to because — well 1
just — my friends would embarrass me because they’d want to gamble I guess and things
like that, and you couldn’t permit it. The paper wouldn’t let you permit it. But they were
just a different group of people that’s all.

Q: Now Bob McCarthy was kind of in with that group. Do you recall him particulariy?

A: Well you've mentioned McCarthy and I went and looked at him the other day. I looked
up in that book. I don’t think MeCarthy and I ever served in the house together.

Q: Oh? He'd gone on to the senate then?

A: He'd gone on to the senate. I think I've said this before, his mother was quite a prominent
lady in Decatur I believe, and some of my mother’s sister’s people were up there and they
were prominent too. And they were social friends of hers, and that’s how I think I met
McCarthy. T —Idon’t . ..

Q: Do you mean Lincoln? His mother lived in Lincoln.

A: Well when I knew MecCarthy I thought his mother lived in Decatur. There was some
connection with his mother — I think it was his mother, and then it was the fellow who
later on became state auditor and state senator from Decatur.

Q: Elbert Smith.
A: Elbert Smith, yes. That’s probably it, yes.
Q: On the wrong side of the house though with Elbert Smith, he was . . .

A: Yes, that’s right. They had different political affiliations, but that’s where that is. I
just didn’t know MeCarthy that well. When I went back for the first term I stayed at the
Governor Hotel and I think he stayed there and I might have had breakfast with him. But
when I went over to the State House Inn, why, I didn’t see many fellows because you're
going and coming and I just didn’t know MeCarthy that well, that’s all.

Q: Well he and Mann together were trying to get the death penalty abolished. Do you recall
that particular issue?

A: Well I can recall Mann doing that, but I was opposed to the abolishment of the death
penalty and I still am, but there was a great political friend of mine by the name of Ed
Lehman out of St. Clair County. He’s a Republican. He wouldn’t say much in the house
in debate but he'd get excited about that. And they never did change — it never was
successful. MeCarthy must have been active in the senate for it then?

Q: Well he was initially when he went into the senate. Then he dropped it. Mann carried
on with it though after . . .
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A: Was that eliminated by the Constitution?
Q: Nosir. It was eliminated by Ogilvie. He came in with the Bureau of the Budget.

A: By legislation? Yes, Bureau of the Budget, sure, yes, yes. That just created more jobs
too though, didn't it, in a sense?

Q: I guess. (chuckles)

A: Well my first four terms there, the Budgetary Commission wasn’t naturally as
active. And then when I got back in, they were very active and I think maybe that there
were a number of members of the assembly that thought like I did that it — well whether
it was a necessary evil, but it was an unnecessary evil maybe.

That were several members of the house that were on the Constitutional Convention. Yes,
Elward was in it, and I was going to run. I went to the Telegraph and I believe I could
get elected, but, oh, I just didn’t do it because I didn’t want to go through another campaign
because there was always opposition down here.

Q: This was as a delegate to the Constitutional Convention?

A: Yes, as a delegate, yes, and I just didn’t feel like I wanted to run all of the time. I
would have loved to have been on it because . . .

Q: Did you have particular objectives that you thought should be changed in the Constitu-
tion?

A: Well I could have thought of them after I got there I guess. I don’t say that
sarcastically. I just always could think on my feet pretty good and I probably — it’s heen
— it’s been over ten years ago and I just read from my mind. I didn’t go to many
sessions. They came down here, a number of them did, and toured the state to gel ideas
and they held public meetings and I went to them.

Oh, I don't know, the ones that I had the privilege to meet were, T thought — I was of the
opinion that if they was going to write a new Constitution, that the Illinois General Assem-
bly should have written it, we were the governing body. And I don’t say that no one else
could write it, someone else did. But I just thought that the people sent us there to do that,
if necessary.

Daley didn’t think that. He didn’t like that idea. Because I recall that he came down and
talked to a Democratic caucus one time, maybe to the whole assembly, and he was for the
election of delegates to the Constitution. His boy was a delegate. I guess he didn’t think
the assembly was smart enough, but I happened to think they were. I think they could have
done it.

I've had a number of guys ask me when I was still in the house and I'd always say, “Well
you can lay that at the doorstep.” I said, “The only good thing they've done” — this is
probably unfair to say — “they gave the assembly a chance to have a per diem.” And they
did. Under the old Constitution you couldn’t have a per diem. And the Constitutional
Convention members got one and they could see that we needed one and that was in the
Constitution.

But I just felt like the assembly could have written the Constitution. I don’t know whether
it was any better or not. I don’t think they needed one. But just like that judicial reform
you mentioned yesterday, they’re always reforming. I don’t know. You have to make
changes, sure, and we could amend the old Constitution under the Gateway plan. And the
judges and the lawyers by and far wanted judicial reform, but I think if you’d check the


















































































