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SESSION 6, TAPE 6, SIDE 1 (Continued)

Q: 5ir, I wonder if we could talk a little bit about ethics and conflict
of interest? A good deal of that came about afterward, in the 1970's
rather than in the 1960's, but there were some problems . . .

A: Came about in 1971.
Q: In 1971, yes, sir.

A: Yes. But in 1969, 1967 or 1969, we introduced the first ethics
legislation where the membership had to file an ethics form, and list
all your stocks. And it was a rather simple form and it was the first
movement in the direction of ethics that was ever in the legislature.

Q: What brought that about, finally, that they did pass such an ethics .

A: Well . . . it was always thought, I don't know whether it was ever
proven but it was thought, that some of the membership might have been
on the payroll of sgpecial Interest groups that they would introduce
legislation for and they would have to so reflect that on their ethics
statement, a dollar value of how much they had received from them during
the year. And we thought it might bring about prevention of that kind
of action. I don't know whether it served its purpose or not but at
least it was a step in the right direction. And it was damned difficult
to get the ethics legislation through the bodies.

Q: Yes, sir.
A: The membership was reluctant.

Q: Because of that sort of thing, you think, sir? There were enough
people involved in that?
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A: Well, it meant certain disclosure and there was some fear that it
might open the door to kidnappings, where a fellow has to show his
holdings, and one thing and the other. And 1t was open to the public
view and they might get a line about who was a rich man and who wasn't
and kidnap his children or kidnap him. There was great reluctance to
the ethics legislation when it was first introduced. '

Q: Yes, sir. I believe it was Martin Lohmann when we interviewed him,
said that Paul Powell's shoe box money that was found in his room after
he died came from that type of source, from people paying him for his
influence.

A: Well, where Powell's money came from, I think is a mystery and will
remain a mystery with Powell's death. But Powell was a very——almost a
penurious man. He never spent anything. He never bought a meal for
himself. (laughs) When he traveled somebody used to pick the tab up.
He was a great guy, a very funny guy, and a very skilled legislator.
But I think that the secret of Powell's money will remain a mystery for
the rest of time.

Q: Yes, sir. Did you ever travel with him?

A: 1 took a trip, I think it was 1966, where there was a group out of
Peoria, a group of businessmen, that were trying to urge the governor to
improve the condition of the state parks, and they were in a deplorable
state. There was a man that was the head of this commission in Peoria,
whose name slips me, and he got together a group of, oh, I'd say there
was about four fellows out of the Senate and there were four fellows out
of the House, four or five, and there was a half a dozen businessmen
from Peoria, and Powell. And we went to Denmark and visited parks.
And, believe me, our job was to see parks and every day we were visiting
a park, morning or afternoon. From Denmark, we flew to Germany and then
we got into vans and we motored through Austria from—-what's the name of
the town with all the churches in Austria?

Q: (pause) Not Heidelberg, I guess.

A: No, not Heidelberg, it was Munich. And we motored from that town
down to Kitsbuel and then to the German border where we got on another
plane and we were in half a dozen of the larger cities in Germany. And
then, from there, we flew over to Norway, visited parks in Norway. And
from there to Sweden, visited parks in Sweden. And back to Copenhagen
where we then flew back to the states from Copenhagen. I think we were
gone about two weeks and Powell was on the trip with us. And I remember
he was a constant source of funny, funny stories.

Q: Oh?
A: He had a maze of anecdotes and stories that he could recount by the

hour, Many of them political in nature and many of them pertaining to
southern Illinois and the different ethnic makeups of the state.
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(laughs) Powell was really a most entertaining guy. But I would say
that he saved his money.

Q: Oh? I see. (laughter) Yes, sir. How did you come to go on this
trip, sir?

A: I could never—-well, as——in my position as leadership, I think that
was why I was selected. And strangely, I urged Kerner to look into the
condition of the state parks. And Touhy urged him. And we all, every
guy that was a member down there, urged Kerner, and Kerner did something
about it. And he started to beautify and improved the state parks as a
result of that trip.

Q: Did John Touhy go on that trip, also?
A: Yes, Touhy was on that trip. Dunne was on it,.
Q: Did you meet with any of the foreign legislators?

A: We met with the mayor of Copenhagen, who was a guy that I would have
sworn was Mayor Daley.

Q: Oh? (laughs)

A: Same appearance and chunky guy and talked like Daley, acted like
Daley and ruled with a heavy hand like Daley.

Q: (laughs) Yes, sir.

A: And we met the various state dignitaries as we would go through the
various countries. It was a hell of a trip.

Q: Yes, sir.

A: And we did what we were supposed to do, was to view parks. I've
never seen such gorgeous parks as they have in Germany and Sweden and
Denmark, Oslo. Beautiful, beautiful parks. Europeans treat their parks
much differently than we do. ‘

Q: Oh? In what way, sir?

A: Well . . . our citizenry ruins a park. And, the European, he
constantly treats it with respect and the dignity that the beauty of the
park should call for. And you never saw litter, signs "Stay Off The
Grass.” ' :

Q: Oh?

A: And they had resting areas and picnic areas and I remember one park
where they had an overhead 1lift that went all around the park. And they
were just gorgeous. Very, very beautiful.
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Q: Did you meet with the administrators of the parks?

A: Yes, we would meet with various governmental dignitaries in every
country we were in.

Q: Was there any particular action that was taken as a result of the
vigit?

A: When we got back, well, our urgings to Kerner to improve the
condition of the state parks had effect. And up to the time he went on
the U. S. Court of Appeals, he was moving in that direction. I don't
know whether they've ever continued it or not. But state parks were in
a deplorable mess. They were dirty, filthy, not worthy of being called
a state park.

Q: Had you been on any visitation committees or anything to the state
parks?

A: In this country?
Q: Yes, sir, in the legislature.

A: No. No, no. My only exposure to state parks was on my European
trip.

Q: I see. Yes, sgir. You've mentioned that Paul Powell was quite a
traveling person because he could tell stories well. What about John
Touhy? Was he a jolly person to travel with?

A: Oh, yes, Touhy was excellent company. But Touhy is a much more
serious—-minded man. Powell used to regale us all with the stories as
we'd be going along in the vans. (laughs) He had some very funny
stories. He was a great fan of Harry Truman's.,

Q: Oh?

At He had Truman come to southern Illinois and campaign. Truman and
Powell were both southerners, you know. There's a hell of a difference
between southern Illinois and northern Illinoie, I don't have to tell
you. (laughter)

Q: Yes, sir. Did you ever meet Mr. Truman?

A: No. No, I never met Mr. Truman. I met Mr. Johnson and Mr. Kennedy,
Mr. Nixon . . « Mr. Ford, and Mr. Carter.

Q: What were the occasions? Where did you meet President Johnson, for
example?

A: Well, when we would have the big $100 dinner in Chicago, I would wind
up at the speaker's table and everybody was assigned a number and you
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stood over your number and Daley took the president along and introduced
you to the president.

Q: Oh?

A: And it was all of about twenty seconds of conversation with him. And
in the six years, why, I probably attended eight or ten dinmer functions
like that where the presidents used to be there.

Q: What was your impression of Mr. Nixon when you met him?

A: Well, the Democratic senators that I had met, I would say umy
conversation with them lasted all of fifteen seconds. When I met Mr.
Nixon was at a reception in the Blackstone Hotel that Governor Ogilvie
had for him. And I had had a colleague of mine in the Senate with me
who had been in the Navy with Nixon, and they were great pals. And he
always spoke very glowingly about what a great guy Dick Nixon was. So,
when I stepped up on the platform, the governor introduced me to him as
the Democratic leader in the Senate, and I said to him, "Mr. President,”
I said, "I had a colleague of mine that was very high on you, and he was
very glowing in his praises of you at all times."” And he said, "Well,
who is that?” I said, "Nate Kinnally."” Nate had died a year before.
He said Nate and he were very, very good friends and he said, "I was
very grieved to hear of his passing.” And he said, "How is Celeste?"
who was Kinnally's wife. I said, “She's fine."” He said, "How are the
children?” And I said, "They're all well as far as I'm able to
determine.” "Well," he said, "Nate and me and Pat and Celeste were
great, great friends during the years in the Navy." And he turned to
his wife and he said, "Patricia, this is Senator McGloon. He was a
great friend of Nate Kinnally's."”™ And Mrs. Nixon said to me, without
anything else, "How is Celeste?”

Q: Well! (laughs)

A: And I said, "She's pretty good.” And, "How are the children?” And,
all in all, I would say that I spent six or seven minutes talking to the
Republican president. (laughter) I couldn't get more than fifteen
seconds talking to the Democratic presidents.

Q: Yes, sir. (laughter) Well. Sir, back in the legislature again,
there were at one time——and I don't know what year it was—-Mr. Touhy
laid down a flat rule that there would be no “come—along” bills
introduced from then on during that particular session, which indicates
that there were still come-alomg bills being introduced up to that time.
Do you recall any instances of that type of bills that were put in
specifically to draw money from . . .

A: Special interests?

Q: Yes, special interests or companies and that sort of thing.
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A: When Ientered the body in 1959, there was a few--"fetcher" bills, we
used to call them. “"Come-along,” I . . .

Q: "Come-along” was Mr. Lohmann's term.

A: "Come-along." (laughs) Well, they were referred to as "fetchers."
And, in those days, there was a few members that used to throw that kind
of legislation in but it would get bottled up in committee and I would
say from the time I got into the body that the practice was almost zero,
that the guys that would introduce that were well known £for their
capabilities in introducing that type of legislation. And I never knew
whether it worked or didn't work, but they would generally be killed in
committee.

Q: Yes. Do you remember any examples of that at all? Mr. Lohmann
recalled two situations; one in Pekin, Illinois where the sugar factory,
they were not allowed to sell their sugar to the 1ice cream makers;
another one was with the big Staley plant down in Decatur, which had to
do With . v »

A: Well, there was another one, there was a guy put a piece of
legislation in and he wanted each individual piece of candy wrapped up a
certain way. (laughs) The two bills you mentioned—-I don't recall them
specifically, but the minute that a bill like that would be introduced
it would become apparent to the leadership like a red star and you'd
send the word out to kill it.

Q: A red star, sir?

At Well, it'd become alerted.

Q: Oh, just mark it.

A: Yes. You'd get your members in the particular committee to kill it.

Q: I really don't understand how such a bill could do any good because
there's not much chance of it getting through.

A: Well, you best explained it, it was introduced to produce. (laughs)

Q: Yes, sir., Hm. Well, let's see, sir. Another thing that has come up
and, as a matter of fact, was in the Tribune yesterday morning or the
day before, it 1listed all the people who were holding jobs in municipal
governments or local governments as well as being legislators. And this
has come up over the years, a double—dipping type of thing, What's your
opinion of the double-dipping type of thing?

A: Well, I could see nothing wrong with it., When a fellow 1is on a
payroll of a city, county . « .
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SESSION 6, TAPE 6, SIDE 2

A: . . . he's taken off the payroll of the body that he's on and, while
they 1list the salaries, that's the yearly salary that the man is paid
but he's probably only drawing half of that. Higstorically, the
membership of both parties have always——the thing grew out of the
legislature being only a part-time job and there was only so many days
when you'd be in session out of the year. And the salary was, well, it
used to be. $1,800 a vyear and then it went to $2,500 and then to $3,500
and, when I was elected down there, it was $6,000 and it went to $9,000.
A man couldn't be expected to live on that, he had to do something else.
I never saw anything wrong with-—double~dipping is kind of a nasty word.

Q: Yes, sir. (laughs)

A: But it was practiced on both sides. And you'd be surprised what
expertise vyou'd get out of fellows that are engaged 1in local
governmental affairs. You know, they're very aware of the needs of the
municipalities or county governments that they work for.

Q: Can you think of an example of that, sir, any particular individuals
that . . .

A: (pause) Well, Dan Dougherty served with me. And Dan was one of the
most profound experts on county government. Dan worked for Cook County,

he worked for the county court. And he was as expert in county

govermment as you could want. And you could never buy his expertise in
Springfield. You couldn't afford to call experts in with his knowledge
of county government. And the same would apply to fellows that are
mayors of towns and small cities around the state. Fellows that work
for the sanitary district, they are aware of the needs of the district.
No, I think that it's a helpful thing to have a guy that's engaged in
municipal or county government serving down there. And I would never be
critical of a fellow because he's on two payrolls as long as, while he's
in Springfield, he doesn't collect his pay in the home base. And they
all deduct it.

Q: Oh.

A: So that the newspaper article is misleading when it lists a guy's
salary as $22,000 a year from the county government, maybe he’s only
drawing $9,000 of that.

Q: I see. Yes. Because he won't draw for the period of time . . .

A: Deducted it, yes.

Q: Is that situation changing any, do you think, now that a legislator
is becoming more full time?

rl
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A: Well, they get $25,000 a year. Could you raise a family on $25,000 a
year? It's pretty tough.

Q: Yes, sir.

A: I think the additional money is needed by the members. $25,000 don't
go very far now by the time you figure his additional expenses. They
get $37.50 a day and I don't think that you could pay your room rent and
feed yourself on $37.00 a day in today's market down there.

Q: One of the other major things that 1is occurring is that more and more
time is being spent down there. This is quite a change from the
part—time legislator of the past.

A: Well, when Russ Arrington and Touhy became the leaders in both Houses
in 1965, we then started on a four and half day week. And we would be
down there Monday, Tuesday, Wednesday, Thursday and back Friday. Now
it's a five day week.

Q: Yes, sir.

A: Previous to that it used to be, in January, you'd go down one or two
days a week; and in February, two days a week; and in March, to the
middle of March, two days a week, and then you'd go down three days a
week; in April, three days a week; in May, three days a week; in June,
the first week, three days and the last three weeks, you'd start four
days and then the last ten days, five days. And we'd still wind up with
a bedsheet calendar the last week.

Q¢ Yes, sir. What do you mean by bedsheet?
A: It was as big as a bedsheet.

Q: Oh, is that right?

A: Yes. (laughter)

Q: Yes, sir.

A: It was huge! How we ever got through everything that was on those
calendars I could never figure out. But we did.

Q: Yes, sir. Well, stopping the clock, I guess, was one method of . .

A: Well, they had to stop the clock and we'd continue on until four,
five or six in the morning. You had to move the legislatiom with the
false idea that the clock had been stopped at midnight. In the old days
down there, there used to be guys assigned to make sure the clock
stopped.

Q: Oh? (laughter) Yes, sir.
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A: To make sure it didn't go one minute past twelve.

Q: As a part of the picture of the full-time legislator down there is
the amount of legislation that is conducted. That's been increasing
tremendously over the last several years, the number of bills, for
example.

A: Too many.
Q: In what way, sir?

A: Well, there can't be a law on the books to cover every given
situation that can come up. And it's the application of the law. And
not too many years ago there was only one book with the statutes; now
there's four books, each one bigger than the other one. You know, I'd
be critical of Congress in the same vein that I'm c¢ritical of the
legislature. Every member of the legislature wants to be identified
with changing the world and stopping and letting everybody get back on
again, only under his scheme of a way.

Q: Do you feel that Congress and the legislature in the states is
getting too involved in the running of lives?

A: Well, you've phrased it properly, the running of life. They control
your waking, sleeping, working, playing, resting, they control your life
and people don't realize the control the legislatures and Congress have
over the everyday function of a man's life., They tell you when you can,
how fast you can go and, in many cases, when you have to go to bed.
(laughs) And many want to tell you what time you have to get up like
you're in the Army.

Q: (laughs) Yes, sir. Do you think this is a good thing, sir?

A: No, I don't. No, I don't. I don't think that our government was
created with that aim. Government was created with the philosophy that
everybody was free and could live their life as they see fit. Now
there's infringement on business, play and everything. Everything is
controlled, licensed. Sure, licensure protects the people in many
instances but, in a lot of other instances, there are unnecessary
licenses.

Q: Do you see . . .

A: It's more bureaucracy.

Q: Do you see any way of reversing that, sir?

A: No. I think once the bureaucratic system becomes solidly set, no
elected president, governor, senator, House member can ever change

bureaucracy. Cause all that the bureaucrat has to do is sit and wait
for the guy to lose, or to get discouraged. Bureaucracies run
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government, I'm sorry to say.

Q: Yes, sir. Sir, we've touched on the conflict of interest caused by
special interests. Not all of those special interests, of course, are
bad influences in the legislature.

At Oh, no.
Q: Who is the best lobbyist that you ran into down there, sir?

A: Well, Joe Meek was a great lobbyist. The railroad companies used to
have a couple of fellows down there, they were great lobbyists. Today
there's a couple of fellows I served in the Senate with that I
understand have excellent reputations as lobbyists. There's a fellow
named Bob Maher, a fellow named Art Gottschalk, that were both in the
Senate; a fellow named Ron Swanson who is a big lobbyist around there.
You know, when you get to be a member of the body and you learn how to
move something or not to move something, why, you-—and, as a former
member, you have the privileges of the floor, you can walk right down on
the floor and buttonhole a guy. (laughs) And, as a lobbyist who
wasn't, he's got to buttonhole them outside the floor.

No, the lobbyists serve a unique and special purpose. And the
professional lobbyists adhere to the straight and narrow, they don't
give you——try to bribe. That's their business, that's their livelihood.
And they provide a necessary evil. They could explain the good sides of
the bill to you or they could explain the bad sides of the bill to you,
something that you might have missed yourself. You know, the average
member knows only what's in a limited amount of bills. He has to read
the short explanation of a bill and the fellow that wrote the short
explanation of the bill might not write in the real explanation of it.

Q: What made Joe Meek so great a lobbyist?

A: Well, Joe was a dedicated guy. He worked at his trade all the time.
He was a guy with great integrity and he had respeet from all the
members down there. The Retail Trade Association sghould erect a
full~life statue to Joe with proper dedication ceremonies for a pilece of
legislation he got through down there where the retailer could take--it
originally was one~twentieth, I think it's one—tenth now-—to deduct that
amount from the sales tax collected for the costs of collecting the
bills. You can imagine what big chainstores——built big buildings on
what they were able to withhold for the cost of collection.

Q: Yes, sir.
A: He lobbied that through. (laughs)
Q: How'd he go about that, sir?

A: Well, it took him six or eight years to get it through, but he just
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persisted. He'd get a member in a weak moment and finally he'd tell him
he'd go for it. (laughs) But it was one of the great pieces of
legislation that lobbied through both Houses.

Q: How about some of those others? Do you remember any specific
legislation that Bob Maher was involved in?

A: Well, Maher I think today represents educational systems. When I was
down there, the last sesslon I was there, he was just breaking in and he
had the contractor's assoclation. He wrote papers, pushed people, he
did a most effective job for them. You know, everybody has a lobbyist,
including the churches.

Q: Oh? (laughs)
A: Yes.
Q: Who were some of the church lobbyists?

A: Well, there were two fellows came down from the chancery office that
were trying to lobby the parochial aid bill through. (laughs) Who
shall be nameless, both great fellows, priests. I remember one of them
telling me that, since Pope John's Ecumenical Council, that the feeling
against the Catholics was practically nil, practically zero. And I said
to him, "I think you've been sleeping in a cocoon.” (laughter) There's
great feeling throughout different sections of the state. "Oh, no,” he
said, "I just can't believe it. That's all passe.” Well, the day the
bill was called up, there was 2,500 people marching around outside.
(laughter) I said to him, "That's how passe it is.” I said, "Next week
you better have 5,000 down here."” (laughter)

Q: Did he take your advice, sir?

A: But he was amazed. He couldn't believe that that condition still
existed in the state. And it will exist as long as mankind is alive.

Q: Yes, sir. (laughter) Well. Were there any other types of
legislation besides the parochial school aid that they were involved
with, sir?

A: Well, we were trying to get aid for the CTA [Chicago Transit
Authority]. See, the board of education and the CTA were usually the
Chicago main thrust, they were constantly needing money. And it was
quite a chore to get the Republican side to even give them a sniff.
They had their reasons why they were against it. I remember about 1959,
1961, 1963, we were trying to get school kids 1in Chicago to ride
half-fare and our argument for it was that downstate the buses picked
the kids up and in Chicago the kid had to go to school and pay a
straight fare for transportation. And it applied in the main, I
presume, to high school students. Well, there was a couple of guys that
thought that the high school kids that were involved were all Catholie
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