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Esther Saperstein 

SESSION 7, TAPE 13, SIDE 1 

Q: This is Jack Kennedy? 

Volume 11 

A: Right, Jack Kennedy, a very charming and knowledgeable man. He has a lovely family 
of six children. 

Q: Six children? 

A: Yes, live in the suburbs and - oh, I believe that he once wanted to run as state treasurer. 

Q: Oh. 

A: But i t  never came to pass. He didn't belong to the school of professional 
politicians. That's what I wanted to say. Very inspirational to work with, i t  was a joy. I t  
was kind of an island in itself. And then the lady that  sat directly across the aisle was 
a seasoned politician. 

Q: Oh? 

A: And I admired her. My style wasn't her style. She had great rapport with the 
Democrats, and her name was Lillian Piotrowski. 

Q: Oh, yes. 

A: She has since passed away. She became, when she left - she left the house, she became 
ward committeeman of her ward. 

Q: Wasn't she a softball player a t  one time? I 
i 

A: Yes, that's true. Now that you say that. And a very . . . she assumed the stance that 
- of a - of a lady politician who had to pound the desk and raise her voice, you know. The 
kind of stance that  people who do take the stance think that they are convincing people, 
but I was never convinced by that loud demonstration. 

Q: And she was part of the organization you say? 

A: Yes, Yes, she was very close to Mayor Daley. We worked together when we could. 



Q: I see. Yes. (chuckles) Was tha t  most of the time or . . . 

A: No. I'll tell you, I didn't think about i t  that  way. I mean now that  I look back in 
retrospect. No, i t  wasn't most of the time, but some of the time. When we agreed on a 
Democratic . . . programs and Democratic bills. Sometimes not. Sometimes I think they 
- they looked at me a s  an  interloper. 

Q: Oh. Well. 

A: I t  was hard. (chuckles) 

Q: I see. 

A: And the man in the meat packing, he was vice - no, he was treasurer of the Amalgamat- 
ed Meat Packers and Butcher Workmen of America, part of the international union, was 
Pa t  Gorman. Did I tell you? 

Q: Yes. 

A: I did? 

Q: Yes, you talked about him. 

A: He stands out as a labor leader who really lead for the good of the - of the 
membership. He had an extremely good mind. He was an  activist and brought about I 
think much to the labor movement. I think he was the kind of labor leader that  the labor 
movement needed. That  you could trust and you could rely on his judgement. 

Q: Did you find him often in Springfield? Was he . . . 

A: No. He very seldom came to Sprinfffield. He had his liaison people in Springfield. 

Q: So you generally talked with him here in Chicago then? 

A: When I did, yes. When I needed money. 

Q: Well. (chuckles) 

A: For my campaign. And when we discussed some of the labor bills. Nobody had to per- 
suade me on the bill - on the negative aspects of right to work. I recognized immediately 
tha t  was a misnomer. 

Q: In what way was i t  a misnomer? 

A: Well, a non-union member could get work, but he had to join the union, eventually had 
to join the union. 

Q: Wasn't tha t  part of the legislation, at t ha t  time? 

A: Yes. The right to work legislation meant that  union membership would not be required 
a t  any time, and that  would weaken the trade union movement. 

Q: Oh, yes. 

A: And the compromise was, you get your work, get your job, in a union shop, you don't 
have to join until after a year depending on whether you liked it or not. But after a year's 
work, i t  was obligatory to join the union. 



Well you know my feelings on the trade union movement and I think they are proving i t  
now. They are recognizing that the unions can't keep on asking for increases, and increases, 
increases, They have to think about the economics and the condition of the country, and 
that is good. I think they have matured. 

Q: Yes, I see. Now you led, as I understand it, the fight to get a minimum wage established, 
and that failed, bills that  were introduced failed in several sessions. I recall a t  one time 
there was a bill in to establish i t  a t  $1.60 as a minimum wage. Da you recall anything? 

A: Did I lead that fight? 

Q: You were - you were involved . . . 

A: I was involved, right. 

Q: . . . in pushing for establishing a minimum wage. 

A: I established - I - in the senate, I did that  for women, the minimum wage. I t  wasn't 
a minimum wage for women. When I was in the senate, that I did. My involvement was 
maybe stronger than some others, but I don't think I lead it. 

Q: I see. 

A: You know I was involved. 

Q: You supported that position for minimum wage. 

A: Right. 

Q: What were some of the arguments against minimum wage? Do you recall what was 
being said a t  that  time? 

A: Well, one part of i t  always surfaced and that is no minimum wage for young people, 
sixteen. I also opposed that stance because i t  would be a way of engaging the sixteen-year- 
olds with no minimum wage vis a vis the adult with a minimum wage. That would have 
opened the door. 

Q: Do you recall the - raising the problem of farm labor? That is, children on the farm 
or youngsters on the farm not . . . 

A: Not very well, but the problem of the migrant workers came up also in that. But I must 
confess I don't remember the - how it  was resolved. Do you know whether they get a,mini- 
mum wage or not? 

Q: I presume they - of course, under federal law, I guess now they do . . . 

A: Under federal law. 

Q: . . . I don't know about this state. 

A: And always the argument that  i t  will ruin the small shopkeeper. And i t  didn't r 
- I don't know why they're in trouble. 

We didn't handle federal programs very wisely. And you can't blame either party, 1 
have to face the truth, the Democrats were in there longer. Weren't they? 

Q: What do you mean didn't handle federal . . . 
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A: Well, especially the programs - the entitlement programs, you know, and they, I think, 
just let i t  - let i t  go. They didn't implement i t  carefully. So . . . just a s  Alistar Cooke 
said in his last chapter of America, "There is no free lunch." 

Q: Oh. How did this represent itself in your district? Did you have particular problems 
there, specific instances? 

A: You know that's an  amazing thing, Mr. Waggoner, I never had any problems. 

Q: Oh? 

A: Never had any problems. Nearly every reelection I had an opponent. A man, a lawyer, 
a precinct captain, and they never were successful. Never. Nice, wasn't it? To have the 
confidence. I am very proud. I can look back with a very good feeling. I t  was only later 
tha t  they gave me problems. 

Q: Yes. Now they was what? the organization itself? 

A: No, no, no. The constituency, that  part  of the constituency that  was . . . anti-Daley 
and . . . who wanted to go too fast  on many things. 

Q: Now where did Neil Hartigan fit into this picture? Now first you were involved with 
his father, a s  I understand it. 

A: But I wasn't part  of the party then. 

Q: Yes. 

A: I ran for alderman as an  Independent, a s  chairman of the IVI, and that's the first time 
I knew of him. And Mr. George Lane ran a s  alderman too, he was the ward - he was 
the ward committeeman. And this is when the turmoil erupted in the Forty-ninth Ward 
because Keenan, the gentleman who was assessor, Democratic, very popular man, wanted 
to run for mayor too and so they developed two camps. The Keenan camp for mayor, the 
Daley camp for mayor. And you could hardly tell them apart  sometimes. And then of 
course when I was asked to run by Mayor Daley I joined the Forty-ninth Ward Democratic 
party. 

Q: Well now, a t  that  time was there a large body within the constituency tha t  was thinking 
independently? 

A: Not too large. 

Q: Rut this grew. 

A: But a comfortable, a very comfortable - after that  there was always someone who was 
running against the party. But we had a strong organization a t  that  time and so i t  wasn't 
very serious, except i t  was a sign, I think. 

Q: I see. 

A: Of things to come. 

Q: And this did grow then, this independent thinking. 

A: Yes. 

Q: Back on the industry and labor relations, a racket picketing bill came up during that  
period. 
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A: Oh yes, that's true. 

Q: Do you remember that situation? 

A: Yes, they wanted to outlaw picketing. Right? 

Q: Yes. 

A: Yes. Well I guess the main argument to that  is that i t  - and I think the Supreme Court 
took care of that too, the fact that picketing is a form of free speech, and so it never came 
to pass. 

Q: Did you take a strong stand on that? 

A: Well I took a stand against it. 

Q: Did you discuss that  with Pat  Gorman or . . . 

A: No. 

Q: Didn't have the necessity for that? 

A: No. I never went to Pat for those things. My - my biggest, most important, while 
I was in the house, was the poultry bill. 

Q: Yes. You mentioned that. 

A: But never to that  extent was there any episode. 

Q: What about incidents of picketing in your constituency? Did that  occur very often? Did 
you have much problem with . . . 

A: Picketing. 

Q: Yes, picketing. 

A: Me? 

Q: In your constituency itself. 

A: No, I tell you I never was attacked about an issue. 

Q: There weren't those in - in the constituency who approached you to support the anti- 
racket picketing bill? 

A: If i t  - if it was, i t  was very miniscule, not very important. Not an important issue. 

Q: Do you remember any of the debate or floor action concerning that? 

A: Picketing? 

Q: Yes. 

A: No, I don't, really. 

Q: Let's see now, unemployment compensation continually came up during that  F 
being raised year after year. What do you recall about the drive to keep up with uner 
ment compensation levels? 

riod, 
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A: (pause) There was always opposition to it. But i t  wasn't a large coalition. I think tha t  
my colleagues saw the justice of . . . unemployment compensation and also compensation 
for health and welfare. I think their main concern was tha t  i t  shouldn't climb too fast  - 
too much, too high and too fast. Because i t  always passed. 

Q: Yes. 

A: I think, you know, there is a virtue in tha t  kind of opposition. It's like putting a lid 
on, you know, and watching i t  carefully. And I think they're right. 

Q: Rut you don't feel that  the increases a s  they came were out of order? 

A: I didn't think so when I was there, but I understand that  in a recent session there was 
an  increase which was greatly questioned. 

Q: Now Bob McCarthy was a kind of a leader in tha t  type of legislation. 

A: Right. Right, Rob was. 

Q: One of the things tha t  he was pushing for, and I believe i t  finally came through, was 
to tie the increase to inflation. So tha t  - and this - this was part  of the problem of having 
to increase every year, was the fact of inflation coming up. Do you recall discussing tha t?  

A: I recall it, but I don't remember details. He  was a very intelligent man. He was sincere 
in what he was doing. He wasn't playing to the grandstand in any way. Is he still living? 

Q: Oh yes. 

A: What is he doing? 

Q: He has a law practice in - in - as a matter of fact most of his law practice is repre- 
senting labor. 

A: Labor. He was defeated wasn't he, his last time out? 

Q: Well not the last time. 

A: I don't mean the last time, the last time he ran. 

Q: Yes. 

A: That's what I mean. 

Q: That's correct, yes. 

A: Yes. I think we all felt bad about it. He was a valuable member of the legislature. 

Q: And generally to some extent he was an independent kind of - between what we've men- 
tioned of the Paul Powell bloc of the south and the Chicago bloc. 

A: Yes, its the downstate people who elected Paul Speaker, didn't they? A Republican cast 
the vote for him the last time he became Speaker. 

Q: Oh yes. That  was, lets see 1959 now was - there was a considerable to-do during the 
caucusing to determine who was going to be the Speaker that  year. De La Cour was being 
proposed by one faction, and Paul Powell by another faction. Do you recall that  caucusing 
tha t  went on a t  that  time? 



A: Yes, I recall it, not too vividly, this was my second term and I was still learning you 
know. I always say that  a legislator needs three ears and three eyes, you know. Because 
as you are doing your work and you're reading your notes and reading maybe a bill, the 
Speaker is conducting business and you have to have a trained ear, because as soon as he 
does something other than routine up you go and you - and you're alert. 

Q: You have to be with him. 

A: Yes. Well you asked me about that. Yes, I remember the controversy of De La Cour 
versus Paul Powell, and I do know the - the ending of i t  and that  was that  a Republican 
cast a vote for Paul Powell which elected him Speaker. 

Q: Well actually, all the Republicans shifted to Paul Powell. 

A: Later. Later. But first that  one vote and then they made i t  unanimous. 

Q: Yes. 

A: He was a great guy. (chuckles) 

Q: What do you remember about Paul Powell? 

A: He was a very colorful man who knew how to use his resources to achieve his goals. I 
remember one of his more amusing speeches. I can't give it to you verbatim but 1'11 give 
you the sense of it. I think he was severely criticized in one daily paper. Now I don't 
remember whether i t  was a Chicago paper or downstate, I kind of think it was a Chicago 
paper, 

Q: I see. 

A: He didn't like it. They - they just reached him. He got up, pounded the desk, asked 
for a special leave, personal leave, and he started in. And this is what I remember, "And 
what about you guys that always hang around for a free meal? What about the camel-hair 
coats that  you're wearing. Where did you get them?" And he said, "Let me tell you what 
I think about your papers. I think they are only good for wrapping yesterday's dead fish, 
and throwing i t  out of the window." (laughter) He said other things, you know, inferring 
that the - that the press was not holier than thou. And that they were made of the same 
cloth as the politician that  they were castigating, 

Q: I understand that  most of his speeches he wrote out ahead of time, which I guess is in 
common with your practice, was it not? Didn't you write your speeches out ahead of time? 

A: Sometimes I did and sometimes I did not write my speeches out ahead of 
time. (pause) I t  just occurred to me that  one of Paul Powell's colleagues is still in the 
house, C. L. McCormick. I saw a picture of him the other day. He was the one that  cast 
the first Republican vote to make Paul Powell Speaker of the house. 

Q: I've noticed that  - that  the southern Democrats and Republicans worked together on 
a lot of things, especially when southern Illinois was concerned, like transportation, for 
example. 

A: Right. 

Q: And conservation development, and that  sort of thing. 

A: Yes, and transportation for children who attended nonpublic schools. A progra 
set up in which the children who attended nonpublic schools would be picked up and 
off along the usual bus route. And that  passed. 



Q: Was that  a James Holloway bill? Do you recall? 

A: Oh that  blond, young blond fellow . . . 

Q: James Holloway. 

A: Yes. I can't remember. 

Q: He had a constituent come forward and ask him - i t  seems that  - I've forgotten which 
town now - but they had been allowing the Catholic children to ride on the buses and all 
of a sudden the state billed them for hundreds of thousands dollars for several years of doing 
that,  and he had to get around that. Evidently - and he got Mayor Daley's help on i t  
because Corneal Davis - he asked Corneal Davis how to go about i t  and Corneal said, "Well, 
you need to go to Chicago and talk to the man." And so he came up and talked to Mayor 
Daley and - and i t  went right through. They got - they got a bill through which relieved 
the debt. 

A: Yes. 

Q: Prairie du Rocher I guess was the town. 

A: Yes, I remember that.  And I have always felt, Mr. Waggoner, that  we should not have, 
quote, "two classes of children" growing up as citizens of the United States. 1 felt 
tha t  . . . if children wanted, or their parents wanted them, to go to private schools, i t  was 
their right to. But I also believe tha t  those children were entitled to the - to the health 
services that  we provide the public schools. Because many of these services are necessary 
to permit them to grow healthy, strong, and - and able to assume the responsibility of 
citizenship. I was for giving them milk. I was for giving them the lunch program. I was 
for giving them psychiatric care. And any other service tha t  pertains to their health and 
welfare. 

Q: So you were generally for a t  least part  of aid to parochial school children? 

A: Yes, the children. The money went to pay for those services. The money never went 
to the treasurer of the Catholic hierarchy, but the services were paid like any other - for 
any other child. Wouldn't it be terrible to deny them the health services? 

Q: Yes. I would think so, yes. 

A: Yes. Some of my colleagues didn't like it. No, I was supposed to be terribly anti, you 
know. I may have lost some friends because of that  but I believe in i t  strongly so I had 
to give something up. 

Q: Who were some of the people tha t  were so much against that? 

A: The people who believe in the separation of church and state. And I also believe in the 
separation of church and state, but the health of the children has - i t  doesn't have anything 
to do with that. Wouldn't i t  be terrible if a child developed some emotional disturbance and 
they just didn't have that kind of service which we do provide in public schools. He grows 
up and he doesn't get any better and - and blame i t  on the fact that  he went to parochial 
- private school, so he couldn't have those services. Silly, isn't i t?  Ridiculous. 

Q: Concerning tha t  caucusing in 1959, do you remember your feelings when there wound up 
to be two caucuses? the Powell caucus and the De La Cour caucus. 

A: Yes. 



Q: What did you think about that? 

A: I wish I could remember better. 
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A: If I were to make a guess, I would say tha t  I went with De La Cour. I voted with De 
La Cour. 

Q: Why was that? Do you recall any particular reason? 

A: Well, I am even bothered with tha t  sometimes now and that  is my loyalty to the 
party. And that  - and in tha t  instance tha t  surfaced stronger than the other. I thought 
about that  today, (pause) Because essentially I think I am an  Independent, but I'm a 
Democrat. Maybe a naive Democrat, because I know to love the Democratic party too much 
really doesn't make sense, because they are  not always right. But the consequences of not 
going with the party tha t  you like weakens them when numbers count. Because its not only 
short view, i ts  the long view. I t  does have a platform, i t  does have certain standards and 
ideals tha t  you have to think about if you want to achieve them in terms of voting. 

Q: Did you have a sense tha t  perhaps i t  was better to get something done by sticking with 
the party rather than to kind of edge away from the party and not be successful in getting 
things done? 

A: I think what 1 told you was part  of me then as i t  is now. Take the long view focusing 
on certain issues, and you know you need numbers to achieve it. 

Q: There were those - comes to mind Leland Rayson particularly - who completely plwed 
the principle over the party sort of thing and therefore was very unsuccessful in getting 
anything done. As a matter of fact, a s  I recall, i t  was he tha t  had two of the enacting 
clauses stricken in two of his bills. I t  was the only time i t  had happened through those 
years of the 1960s and 1970s. Do you think tha t  there is a place for tha t  type of individual? 

A: Of course there is, you need them. I have said this, you know i t  might seem a woman, 
who has gone through a political career, a t  my age - and yet I think about the - the 
mechanics, and I think about the stances, and I think about candidates like I do, when tha t  
really shouldn't concern me anymore. But i t  does. 

Q: Why shouldn't i t  concern you anymore? 

A: Well I have no - I don't have power. I don't have - well power is the word. I can 
make decisions only for myself, however I told you about the bill tha t  I am interested in 
and I'm interested in the introduction of several other bills, but i t  is so much a part of ,me 
tha t  i t  just - i t  just emerges and there i t  is. I 
Q: Did you have any sense of conflict between your IVI relationship and the party? I 
A: No, because about that  time IVI was the organization that  expressed some of 
ideals. I t  was later tha t  the IVI turned around and I believe lost its stance 
the ideals of democracy. I - no, I just thought I had to do what I had to do, Mr. 

Q: Well weren't generally the Independent Voters, the people involved with that,  generblly 
against party organization? I 

A They did not in their early stages of their existence think about parties, they were 
oriented. And that's what I meant with ideals. Men like Leo Lerner, who was the orig 
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editor of the Lerner Press and who was my friend and who lived in my community, and 
he was one of the moving people in the IVI and later he resigned too. Because he could 
not condone some of the things tha t  happened in the IVI. So I never felt a conflict. I never 
consulted with, quote, "party leadership" whether or not I should introduce anything. I just 
thought if i t  was a good thing, I wrote up the bill and introduced it. 

The only time I had some conflict was when I introduced a bill for a four-year college in 
Chicago, a free college, with a minor tuition and so forth. And oh, I got nearly all my col- 
leagues on the Democratic side to sponsor it. And about a week later, i t  got on the calendar 
on the first reading - no, i t  didn't. Well i t  didn't get into committee yet. But one morning 
one of my colleagues got up and asked permission to withdraw his sponsorship, and then 
another, and then another, and then another. (chuckles) And I, you know, looked around, 
they didn't tell me anything about it. I t s  because the other private colleges in Chicago 
opposed it. 

Q: I see. Well. (chuckles) 

A: But we got the - we got the community colleges. 

Q: Yes. 

A: Which are a wonderful asset for a great big city like Chicago, and also i t  spread to the 
whole state. They are a very important component part in our educational system. 

Q: Concerning the growth of independence, we've mentioned kind of a group back in 1957, 
1959, through there, such as Paul Simon and Alan Dixon and Bob McCarthy and those people 
who were kind of intermediate between the major blocs. That group formed what they 
termed the Democratic Study Group. What do you recall about tha t  group of - or the 
activity of tha t  group? 

A: I thought i t  was wonderful. 

Q: Oh. 

A: That they did it. And tha t  would give us a - a - i t  could help develop a consensus 
of opinion and give us a sense of direction. And I tried to follow, where I agreed. I thought 
- I thought i t  was a great thing. 

Q: Did you get involved with the activity of the group? 

A: Yes. Yes. 

Q: What do you recall about t ha t  activity? How did they go about . . . 

A: Well they would meet a t  certain times and i t  was always convenient for all of us to meet 
together. I benefited a great deal. They were very competent people. They understood 
people's needs and the needs of the state, all the people. And i t  was one of my - my most 
satisfying experiences. 

Q: Did you meet with them in their study . . . 

A: I didn't meet too often. When I could, but I would benefit by their work. That was 
the important thing. 

Q: How did they . . . 

A: I was jealous about it. I couldn't stand the thought of my not being included. 



Q: Oh? Well. I understand that they were a t  variance in considerable legislation against 
the organization's position and . . . 

A: I never would - remember I told you about Mr. Daley when he first interviewed me. I 
didn't accept his kind invitation to run until I spoke to him. And he - and I made an 
appointment - I think I told you this story - and he said, "Esther, you vote your own 
conscience, the only thing I ask of you is not to vote to destroy the Democratic party." And 
I promised that, I wouldn't want to destroy it. And where I could vote with him, as I told 
you before, I'd do; where I couldn't, I didn't. 

Q: I understand to some extent - perhaps mot of course with the Democratic Study Group, 
but that group of people worked with several of the Republicans, such as John Parkhurst 
from Peoria. 

A: Oh yes, I know him. 

Q: I believe a t  one time, there was what was known as Economy Bloc, or group, that were 
concerned primarily . . . . 

A: Right. 

Q: . . . with appropriations and that  sort of thing. Do you recall that? 

A: Right. I don't - I wasn't active with that group. (chuckles) I remember one time, 
I got up on the floor, I don't remember . . . what bill i t  was, but William Pollack, that big, 
heavy-set, tall man from Chicago, his son finally became a judge - well he was the leader, 
the majority leader. Every time I'd get up on the floor, "Here comes the lady from Chicago 
who spends more money than any other rep." That wasn't true. When I wanted two cents 
for more food for the children a t  Dixon I didn't think that was a great deal of money to 
spend. 

But I suppose I did not . . . I did not introduce bills that had to do with building bridges, 
or - or fixing roads, which costs millions and millions. As I told you before, most of my 
- most of my labor was in - in the field of human needs and education, you know. But 
I understood - understood the need for all this. I mean you need roads, you need bridges, 
I know that, but I know that there are other people who were more interested in it than 
I was and they would take care of it, you see. 

Q: During your first session down there, you served on the Roads and Bridges 
Committee. Do you remember any particular activity on that? 

A: Oh yes, I think that's when my first disillusionment appeared. And that is I learned 
that the thing to do with the appropriation is to spend it, 

Q: Oh? 

A: Yes. You know, don't leave any money in the road appropriation because you won't 
it next term. And so they found ways and means of - of fixing roads even when they di 
need it. And when I said that's my first disillusionment, that's what I meant. 

Q: Do you remember any particular instances? I remember for example, one road that 
pushed for several years, and I am not sure whether they ever got i t  or not, was to 
Bald Knob Cross down south of Carbondale, Illinois. 

A: I really couldn't tell you. 

Q: You don't recall that particular one? 



A: No. But I do know - I do know - because for a long time I used to chuckle about 
it, you know - I didn't want to serve on tha t  committee again. As a freshman I guess 
they put me on it. 

Q: I see. 

A: Thats the wrong committee to put a freshman. 

Q: Oh. Well. Were most of those bills in the nature of logrolling bills? Was tha t  the type 
of thing tha t  was . . . 

A: Well not most of them, but there were a good many of them. Yes. Well, roads are  
important for a community, you know, and tha t  isn't what I was shocked about - is 
tha t  . . . I just understood tha t  even when roads weren't necessary they would break them 
up and fix them again and all so tha t  they would spend the money. 

Q: Now this was from Motor Fuel Tax funds, I guess, they were considering how to distrib- 
ute . . . 

A: Yes. They still have the same old system of earmarking, don't they? 

Q: For motor fuel, yes, for Motor Fuel Tax. Yes. 

A: For motor fuel? For other things - well, liquor tax too, I think - I think that  was 
earmarked. There were several. Oh, I would say a good dozen earmarked funds. I always 
opposed earmarked funds. 

Q: Oh, you did? 

A: Yes, I think . . . I know tha t  I joined Representative Elward when he was in the house 
and I think he had a bill to  repeal the earmarked funds, and I cosponsored i t  with him, 
but we lost. 

Q: Oh, you did. 

A: Vested interest. 

Q: Well then you weren't for the - the sacredness of the the Motor Fuel Tax for 
highways. You thought tha t  i t  could be used for other areas? 

A: Well, if you don't need it, don't spend it. I was for roads, you know, goodness, you would 
have to be an idiot - for a state like Illinois, the length of Illinois, roads are important. It's 
important to the businessman, it's important to the farmer, it's important to the person who 
goes to school. I mean it's - it's, quote, "important." But it's only the fact tha t  I just 
don't believe in spending i t  if you don't need it. 

Q: How did you go about determining whether i t  was needed or not on a particular project 
t ha t  . . . 

A: Well . . . usually the person who represents tha t  area would introduce the 
bill. And . . . I knew my colleagues. 

Q: Oh? 

A: And when I thought tha t  they needed it, I would vote for it. I didn't vote arbitrarily 
against roads. 



Q: You are saying that you developed a sense of - what would you call it? not the virtue, 
but the reliability of particular individuals? 

A: Yes, you learn your - you learn - you get to know your friends and your workers and 
your colleagues. 

Q: There was a major effort in the early 1950's to establish a - a four-lane highway from 
St. Louis over to the Evansville, Indiana, area. This was south of the Route 64 that is down 
there now. I t  ran  through ~ u r ~ h ~ s b o r o  and Carbondale and Marion and across that way 
and was never successful. There were parts of i t  put in. But do you recall that  particular 
effort? 

A: No I don't. No. 

Q: What about road and bridge expenditures in your district? Did you have any particular 
problems there a t  all or was that  . . . 

A: No that was usually handled by the leadership. Because I think we always had difficulty 
getting our fair share of the road money up in Chicago. To take care of the - I think 
the bridges are a state responsibility, I'm not quite sure, and there are certain roads - cer- 
tain streets that are a state responsibility, that we were never adequately reimbursed for 
the ones that the state was responsible for. So there was always haggling over that. 

Q: What about the question of using Motor Fuel Tax funds for mass transit? Were you 
involved in that controversy? 

A: Oh yes, I was - I was then involved in mass transportation, Always - always a prob- 
lem, always never enough money. I thought a t  that time that i t  had high priority, trans- 
portation, and that  i t  ought to have received a more generous appropriation from the 
state. All over the state, you know, we have a problem, upstate, downstate. It reminds 
me of the movie - i t  isn't a movie, it's a play on television, "Upstairs, Downstairs." I t  
had to do with royalty and the service - the servants downstairs. Very well done. Its 
an English production. But anyway, upstate, downstate. And rightly so, they should get 
their fair share and the city should get their fair share. Its a difficult proposition. I always 
felt they should be adequately financed. 

I also believe that, in respect to our problem today with mass transportation - I voted for 
the regional transportation. And I voted of course for the CTA [Chicago Transit Authority], 
however, I think Governor Thompson is correct when he says that both - both agencies 
should look into there present structure and try to improve it. He thinks i t  is due for some 
change in the structure. 

Q: So when the Regional Transportation Authority originally came up, you were for i t  a t  
the time? 

A: Yes. I 
Q: Lets see now, that  was - Paul Randolph was particularly involved with that. sort of thing. 

A: That's right. That's right. 

Q: Did you work with Paul Randolph very closely? 

A: Yes I did. Paul and I developed a very nice working relationship and friendship, and 
Mrs. Randolph. Have you ever met her? 

Q: No I haven't met her. 



A: A very charming lady, He is not there anymore. 

Q: No. No. 

A: How is he getting along? 

Q: Well, I interviewed him here - well last year or so and at that time he had - he went 
to the hospital and had an operation, so we were delayed somewhht, but came out of i t  quite 
well. 

A: Oh, that's nice. They live on the near north side, don't they? 

Q: Yes. 

A: They still live there? 

Q: Yes, still a t  the same place. 

A: On State Street there? 

Q: As a matter of fact, he has lived there now for quite a number of years a t  the same 
place. 

A: Yes. Yes. 

Q: And still quite active in local political party. 

A: Republican. 

Q: Now he was involved - the name is about three feet long - the Metropolitan 
Area . . . Planning Commission a t  any rate, they shortened the name. 

A: Oh yes, they called - I served on that  commission. The four - the four - what do 
they call i t  - the four something - I've forgotten too. But i t  is a commission that  - to 
which the area that  i t  encompasses must submit plans for future development, in housing 
and in building and et  cetera, e t  cetera. I t  has to be approved by this commission. 

Q: Planning commission, yes. 

A: Planning Commission. 

Q: Well not that  - that  commission I think came after the Metropolitan Study Commission 
activity. I understand that  you did serve on - in fact both of those commissions. The 
earlier one, one of the major things that  they were concerned with was the provision of 
services, or the meshing of the provision of services, between Chicago and outlying comrnun- 
ities, such as police service and that  . . . 

A: Oh, metropol. 

Q: Yes, the metropolitan study, yes. Do you recall anything about - in particular about 
that  service? 

A: No, I don't. I only knew I wanted to get off that committee. 

Q: Oh, why is that? 



A: Because in the beginning they did so much talking and I felt i t  was such a waste of 
time. But I think they have been strengthened internally, and are functioning 
better. Chicago aldermen serve on that committee now. 

Q: Oh. That would be the planning commission then itself. 

A: Yes. I know one alderman that serves on that  commission, Alderman Bernard 
Stone. He was my seatrnate when I was alderman and we used. to talk about it. I didn't 
think i t  moved fast enough. (chuckles) 

Q: I see. 

A: And a lot of talking and . . . 

Q: As matter of fact, as I recall - before they were down there of course - Mrs. Van der 
Vries and Walter Reum both withdrew from membership on the commission. 

A: They did? 

Q: Perhaps for the same reason, I don't know, I never found out exactly why. 

A: Oh isn't that interesting. 

Q: I guess i t  was when i t  was originally being proposed - yes i t  was - what they did was 
withdraw their sponsorship of the original bill. 

A: Oh, their sponsorship. But I was on it, and. . . . I felt sorry for Stone. (chuckles) 
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Q: You say you felt sorry for Alderman Stone? 

A: Sorry for Alderman Stone, when he was appointed to it. (chuckles) 

Q: You don't think that the commission was - is very effective then? 

A: No, it's - it's getting better. 

I 

Q: I see. 1 

A: Really, yes. And more things are being - its getting respectable. And I don't mean 
that  in - in a derogatory tone, but its taking its work very seriously now. They alk a 
lot too, but I guess they have to. But I asked to please not be reappointed. I Q: I see. 

A: You know who was a good friend of mine? The late Senator Paul Douglas. 

Q: Oh? 

A: Yes. 

Q: Where did you meet Paul Douglas? i 

A: I think I first met him when he was alderman, and I was beginning to emerge as 
politician. (pause) I mean an "unattached politician," end quote. We met and I re 



that  - I think I told you when public housing was first introduced I appeared before the 
council, you know, asking them to favorably approve the small amount of money that  the 
legislature was ready to give to the people who were supporting public housing. They had 
a name but I can't remember. And that's where I met him the first time. And then as 
he became - went up the ladder, naturally I was interested in what he did. 

I was interested in his attempts to amend the income tax laws. He did a lot of work on 
that. To close up the loopholes. I have several of his papers, and I cannot find them. I 
would give anything to find his papers on the income tax because I supported his theory 
about the income tax. Everyone should pay their fair share in every bracket. Close up 
some of the loopholes. It's the hardest thing to do. They still haven't done i t  all. They're 
doing a little better now than . . . I remember when I was elected the first time he called 
and congratulated me and maybe from time to time I called him when I was perhaps espe- 
cially depressed about something, if I would lose an issue, if I would win an issue, you 
know. And he would always scold me. 

Q: Oh. 

A: And he would say, "Esther, you have got to toot your own horn, because if you don't 
you are going to go tootless." You know, if i t  is hard for you to believe that I was shy 
and I am I guess too - I am not an introvert, am I, Mr. Waggoner, I talk too much? But 
I am, and he wanted me to push myself or to announce myself or to go after things, which 
I never did. I have never in my life gone after an office or promotion. I used to ask my 
leader in the house to go on certain committees because I wanted to be sure that  I was doing 
the work I liked. So I did ask for that, but I never asked for anything else. I never asked 
for higher office, even though in one of the - in one of the elections where we had that  
great big ballot, do you remember? 

Q: Yes. 

A: That's when Adlai came in. 

A: Yes, in 1964 1 was thirteenth among the Democrats in the statewide 
election. Incidentally, that  was higher than any of Republicans. In 1972 the whole senate 
was up for reelection after reapportionment. I received the third highest number of votes 
among senators and first among Democrats. This was 29,747 more votes than the leader- 
ship, which was the fifth highest Democratic plurality in the state, but I had the highest 
Democratic vote. 

Q: So Douglas thought you ought to come out of your shell? 

A: Yes. (chuckles) I - I never was in a shell, but maybe I was. Its even bothering me. 

Q: Well did you have problems? Like on floor action, did you . . . 

A: I - my ERA was something to behold. When Harris said to me that  he didn't vote 
for it, for ERA, because he wants to be able to help the ladies, and I said . . . 

Q: That's William Harris? 

A: Yes. And I said, "What do you mean by that?" I said, "I've been here" - whatever 
number of years it was, 1972 so - and I came in 1957 . . . . How many years is that? 

Q: From 1957 to 1972, that  would be fifteen years. 



A: Fifteen years - I said, "I never asked for any special consideration because I'm a 
woman." Now that wasn't being shy, was it? 

Q: No, I wouldn't think so. Do you recall though, say in 1957, 1959, any occasions when 
you needed to speak on the floor? 

A: Oh, yes. 

Q: What was your feeling when you - did you have to force yourself to talk? 

A: Butterflies. I had to force - but once I was on my feet I was comfortable. Once I 
started to talk - then of course I knew that - I remember when you take public speaking, 
always speak to one person, forget that you're speaking to 177. 

Q: Do you recall having missed opportunities when you should have said something that you 
didn't because . . . 

A: I imagine I did, I imagine that happened. I imagine always saying, "Gee, I wish I had 
said that," or something like that. (chuckles) Right. But once you get on your feet . . . 

Q: I t  occurs to me we mentioned a while ago the Republican leader in 1957. That was 
William Pollack, I believe, was i t  not? 

A: Yes. 

Q: The large fellow. 

A: The large fellow that  used to get up on his feet and say, "That lady from Cook County," 
he called me, "is spending money again." 

Q: Oh. (chuckles) 

A: Yes. He tried to stick that label on me. 

Q: Oh. Well. What do you remember about him particularly? 

A: Well he and Lillian Piotrowski were friends. They were. But when he - when she used 
to get up and - and he would say things that  kind of - of annoyed her, she would get 
right up on her feet and answer him in a very good way. I mean she would "let him have 
it," quote. 

Q: I see. 

A: That's when I used to say, "I wish I could do that." "I wish I could have said it.': 
I can't. They were good friends though. 

Q: Did Paul Douglas help you in your campaigning in any way? 

A: (pause) Right now I'm thinking about Stevenson. I mean when you said Paul Dc 
- Stevenson came to mind. 

Q: This is Adlai Stevenson, the elder . . . 

A: No, no, no. The young one. 

Q: Oh. 



A: The third - the third, right? 

Q: Yes. 

A: Because I have a picture on my wall, that  says, "Saperstein" and then that was Mrs. 
Stevenson with me there. I am trying to think whether Nancy ever came to my meetings. 

Q: That was Nancy Stevenson, you mean? 

A: Nancy Stevenson. (pause) Paul Douglas used to go to some of the congressional meet- 
ings, not so much as a local - I - I don't remember him coming, he may have, but I don't 
- but his advice over the telephone and my crying on his shoulder. He was always there 
to help. I felt badly when he was - he was defeated. 

Q: Do you recall - before you went to the legislature - do you recall his - the year, I 
believe it was 1952, when Adlai Stevenson I1 ran for president and Douglas ran for 
senator. At that time there was a question as to who was going to do what, whether 
Douglas was going to run for president or . . . 

A: Yes, I remember that. 

Q: Do you recall that  situation? 

A: Yes, I do - I do faintly. 

Q: Do you recall any thoughts on what i t  ought to be a t  that  time? 

A: No. 

Q: You didn't know either one of them a t  that  time, I guess, to any degree? 

A: Oh, I knew of - oh yes, I knew of Douglas. 

Q: Yes. Did you know Adlai Stevenson a t  that  time? 

A: Because . . . Oh. When he ran for governor? 

Q: No. When he ran for president. 

A: When he became - oh, president, that's right. 

Q: Governor would have been 1948. 

A: Oh, I have letters from Adlai Stevenson 11, the governor, supporting me. I t  said - you 
know, all the flattering things they said in the letter and, if you have the opportunity, you'll 
see it on my wall. 

No, I didn't have feelings. I liked the elder . . . Stevenson. I have a picture, I was cam- 
paigning for state rep and he was running for president, and I have a picture with him, 
with a few people surrounding us. Yes. 

Q: So he was involved with your campaign. This would have been 1956, I guess? 

A: Right, yes. He was - he was there. 

Q: You say Adlai Stevenson I11 campaigned with you later then, did he? 



A: No. No, his wife. 

Q: His wife did. 

A: And . . . Nancy Stevenson. Yes, I have a picture with her a t  the 1972 campaign. Adlai 
Stevenson I1 was 1956, that was the campaign in 1956. 

Q: (pause) Let's see, back to your getting started down there, now there were a tremendous 
number of bills being introduced during the session. Did you set up any particular system 
for how you would know what these bills were, or how you would be able to quickly locate 
a bill or keep track of . . . 

A: Oh, I learned by doing. I learned there was a bill room. I learned there was a reference 
room, I mean department - a bureau. Mary helped me a great deal from - she 
worked . . . . 

Q: Oh, we haven't thought of her last name, the librarian there in the Reference Bureau. 

A: Right. She used to - going back to my school days and my little briefcase, I liked to 
keep my things in an orderly fashion and they were doing something with the reference room 
at  the library and she gave me these metal-like bookends, that I could keep on my bills and 
on my material. 

Q: This was on your desk you mean. 

A: On my desk and a t  home, or my - I didn't have an office a t  that time, but when ,I had 
an - I still have them, they are on my bookcase. I use them. I have a lot of material 
that I must give to somebody. What I did I set up for myself? An impossible task of 
reading the bills, 

Q: Oh boy. 

A: Yes. I used to read them on the train with Mrs. Dawson. This is when we discussed 
bills. That's what I did. I - a lot of people - not a lot of people - some of my friends 
in the legislature once called me a loner. 

Q: Oh? 

A: I remember that, you know. At first I couldn't understand what he meant by that and 
later I understood, but I just thought my work was my work. There is no other way of 
doing it, I didn't think. But he meant I just didn't mingle enough with, I guess, my col- 
leagues and discuss bills and things like that. 

Q: I see. 

A: I guess if I - I know I had many faults, but that  may be a fault. 

Q: Well did you find that there were times when a bill would be coming up and you hadn't 
had time to really find out what i t  was all about? 

A: I think I - I - when I couldn't understand i t  is when I asked questions. Or wen down 
to the Reference Bureau and asked Mr. - I wish - I can see him right in front - in my 
mind's eye, That is what I did, I used to take bills home by the dozen, sometimes never 
covered it, but I tried. I didn't require much sleep. I used to work up into th  early 
morning. I used to get five hours of sleep, four or five hours of sleep. Luckily I w s able 
to absorb i t  and tolerate it. So I worked hard. 1 



Q: But you couldn't keep up with the number of bills that were coming? 

A: No. No. What you do is go to a person . . . who might be an expert in that field, and 
if you have faith in them, you go to them and ask. And many times I would - many many 
times I would find things that  they didn't find in bills. (pause) This just came to mind 
about bills. When Kerner was governor is when we established the community colleges. 

Q: Yes, 1965, I believe, was it not? 

A: I guess, I was in the house. There - there was a bill to establish them. I recognized 
- oh, they said something about tuition, and I didn't like it. Because i t  would have allowed 
them a t  that  time to charge tuition without any ceiling. And if you - one was down there 
a t  that  time, i t  became a very controversial thing, the community colleges and especially 
for Chicago. I t  had no . . . secondary level outside of high school to which young people 
could go to, if they couldn't afford to go to Champaign, nothing, except the private 
universities. And I knew that a community college would have to be a real community col- 
lege for the young people in that  situation. I wanted to be sure that  they could go, because 
financially I knew it  was going to be for the poor. So . . . Netsch . . . 

Q: Dawn Clark Netsch? 

A: Dawn Clark Netsch was Kerner's aide. I sent a message down to Kerner by Mrs. Netsch 
that  I wanted to amend the bill to provide that  if they did find it necessary to . . . to levy 
tuition that i t  be within the capability of the students who would use that  college - I can't 
remember the wording, exact wording - and otherwise I wouldn't vote for it. So i t  came 
back with Dawn and it said the governor will agree that  I put it in. Well you see, when 
I talk about being a loner, you don't run to people and say - if you had some knowledge, 
you're sure of yourself, you know its right the way you believe, then you stand firm. You 
don't need, you know, backed up or supported by someone else. I mean . . . I think about 
that  loner thing a lot. And the bill passed that  way. 

Q: Well now, when you got the okay from Kerner, or knew you had his backing on it, how 
did you go about - you submitted the amendment I suppose on second reading. Prior to 
that  time, did you contact other legislators to determine what the vote might be for i t  or 
what the feeling was for it. 

A: (indicates negative) 

Q: You just presented the amendment. 

A: I was very active in the development of the community college, the legislators knew that. 

Q: So was there any response, negative response, to your amendment a t  all? 

A: Oh i t  passed. There may have been a no vote, I don't know, but it passed. I don't remem- 
ber the vote. I didn't keep that kind of record. 

Q: At that time do you recall feeling any trepidation for getting up and proposing this 
amendment? 

A: No I felt very comfortable. 

Q: What about the - now of course there was electronic voting a t  that  time. Were you still 
allowed to, on roll call, present your veiwpoint on bills? During the roll call. 

A: Oh, explain your vote? 



Q: Explain you vote. 

A: Yes, but i t  was reduced drastically. 

Q: Yes. 

A: (chuckles) There was a time when the sky was the limit, but I think they reduced to 
one or two minutes. 

Q: Did you feel that was a good move to reduce i t  or was there real value in this explanation 
of the vote? 

A: Well, I - I think that  - that saying, "If you have not convinced your audience in three 
minutes, stop boring your audience." 

Q: Oh. So you think a couple minutes is adequate? 

A: I think its good, yes. Right. If you learned how to just touch the points and not 
ramble, If you don't have some kind of limitation, there are a great number of ramblers 
in the legislature, I thought that  was good. But the second reading was not the only oppor- 
tunity you had to talk about a bill. There was the introduction which had no time limit, 
the second reading, and the amendment stage. 

Q: What about your daily routine? Now you say that you slept only four or five hours, what 
was an average day like in the early days in the house? 

A: I got to the house, did my work, in the early days a t  my desk, later up id my 
office. Tended to the mail. When I was chairman of the Education Committee, staff people 
used to meet with me. We would go through the bills and . . . evaluate them. I think'that 
then we'd have to know how the school people felt about it, when we wanted to know. And 
then we decided which bills we were for and which bills we were against. And then some- 
times we met a t  ten in the morning and sometimes we met in the afternoon. In those early 
day we had no lunch hour. No time off for lunch, you ate . . . 

Q: There was no time provided a t  all? 

A: No. No time for lunch, you ate a t  your desk, pages were there to bring you a 
sandwich. Depending on the kind of day, morning session or an afternoon session, and then 
when we had the free time we had the committee meeting. I mean if we met in session 
in the mornings, we had committee meetings in the afternoon, and vice versa. And some- 
times we worked through the dinner hour - not through the dinner hour, that was toward 
the end, but close to the dinner hour. And I'd go to dinner, go back into the room and 
read. And sometimes go to a movie. 

Q: Yes. I see. 

A: And we would have visitors from out of town and I always liked to play host. Espe 
when they were people that I could discuss politics with. 

Q: Well. (chuckles) Did you have any general plan that  you used when a group w nted 
to come to visit, to see the government? i 

I 
A: Yes, if they wanted to tour - a lot of children came, a lot of my school children, I think 
we had about five elementary - oh, more than that  - ten or twelve schools in the whole 
district. They'd usually want a tour and I would arrange for a tour. Then I said, "/ifter 
your tour," and I would tell them when the session was going to start. They would g into 9 



the balcony, I would introduce them, the teacher and the pupils and the school and what 
district they're in. And that's how I took care of the children. 

Q: What about adult groups that  came? Were there many of those? 

A: Yes. We did - they liked to tour too. They liked to s i t  in the balcony. Always intro- 
duced the guests, adults too. They liked tha t  little bit of recognition. And if they came 
early and I was sitting in my chair, this was in - in the senate, more in the senate because 
there was more room, I would invite them to sit  on the floor. Take them up to the podium 
and maybe introduce them to the Speaker, to  the president of the senate, just make them 
feel a t  home. 

Q: Did you have occasion to get them over to the Governor's Mansion very often? 

A: Not visitors. 

Q: Did you yourself have much occasion to go to the Governor's Mansion? 

A: Yes, we would be there several times a session. There would be this annual ladies' 
luncheon. The governor's wife would have us for luncheon. He would have us for 
dinner. And when there was a special conference sometime, we'd go upon his invitation. 

Q: Do you remember any of those particular conferences? The subjects of any of them? 

A: Money for the Mansion was when he invited us one time. 

Q: Which governor was this? 

A: Well, when did we start repairing tha t  Mansion - in the house. Were we in the house 
or senate? I don't recall. 

Q: I don't recall either. 

A: I remember distinctly, you know, tha t  we went through the house, not the private quarter. 

Q: But you don't remember which - Governor Ogilvie perhaps? 

A: No. No, I don't think i t  was Ogilvie. 
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A: . . . whether we should pull i t  down and build a new one. 

Q: I hadn't heard about that. 

A:No? Yes, there was a time when they thought of pulling it 
down. Kerner? (pause) Shall we look into that? 

Q: We could, I hadn't heard of tha t  situation. I didn't know they were - all I heard was 
the refurbishing. 

A: No, they were thinking - then we finally voted to refurbish it. 

Q: Was there a difference in the dinners for example tha t  you may have gone to there 
between Governor Stratton and say Governor Kerner? 



A: I wouldn't . . . 

Q: You don't recall that. 

A: I don't recall. (pause) I'll call up somebody in Springfield. Oh, I'll call - I'll call up 
Regina, who is Mr. Rock's secretary, or Miss Wyeth, she used to be my secretary. 

Q: What is Regina's last name, I've forgotten now? 

A: Regina Donelan. Because we exchanged Christmas cards. 

Q: Lets see, could you contrast the styles of say Paul Powell and Warren Wood as 
Speakers? How were they different in their approach to being a Speaker? 

A: I need one word to describe Warren Wood. (pause) I think he was scholarly, more 
scholarly than Paul. I think Paul was a swinging kind of Speaker. You know, he was corn- 
fortable up there, natural. (pause) Mr. Wood was more as I said scholarly, more . . . had 
a greater grasp on the English language, I think. 

Q: Paul Powell spoke southern Illinosian, as I understand. 

A: Yes, i t  was. (pause) He was fun, Paul was, many times - or informal. Wood, was 
more formal. I liked Mr. - I liked both men. Different, and enjoyable in their own w q .  I 
told you about the story when we - one day he announced an evening meeting to conpider 
judicial reform. 

Q: Oh yes, and sent the lawyers to St. Louis? Yes. 

A: Yes. (chuckles) 

Q: What about punctuality, was Wood or Powell more punctual? 

A: I can't remember. 

Q: How about night sessions? Were there many under Warren Wood, or Paul Powell? Do 
you recall night sessions? 

A: Not too many, I don't think either man - I don't remember. I remember thia one 
because I remember what Warren said. 

Q: How about the ability to schedule so that  you could finish up by June 30th. 

A: Oh, that  was - that  was a hassle and very informal. Close to the time to adjourn, some 
member of the house would jump up on the balcony and turn the clock back. That's the 
way they did i t  then. If any of the members were out, they sent the troopers after them 
to come in. When we worked very late into the morning, Paul I remember one time ordered 
cots to be placed in the house, those who became overtired could lie down. 

Q: Did you have to take a nap? 

A: I never did. 

Q: You didn't. 

A: When - when we worked late without dinner, he'd order chicken from the - the 
cratic . . . 



Q: St. Nicholas? 

A: St. Nicholas, because he lived there. He was in a way a father figure because he felt 
tha t  he possessed us, I mean he had to take care of us. And he did. Very colorful. 

Q: Why do you think Paul Powell was such an effective legislator? 

A: Lets see what kind of psychologist I am. (pause) He sought power and he knew how 
to get it. (pause) The . . . you knew when you spoke to him tha t  here was a man who 
wanted to get his way. (pause) I suppose he had his - he possessed ways and means of 
influencing people. He knew what was important to people. And if he wanted something, 
he knew how to get it. 

Q: I understand that  his sense of timing was very good, tha t  he knew when to bring up 
something? 

A: Oh yes. Not being - for me i t  was limited, I mean to recognize some of his talents 
only when i t  happened with some degree of repetition that  I could see what this man was 
made of. 

Q: Can you think of an  example tha t  kind of . . . 

A: Well, his election. 

Q: Oh? 

A: That was a prime example. 

Q: In what way? 

A: Election of Speaker, I mean. 

Q: Oh, I see. Yes. 

A: He knew where to get the votes. You know, tha t  never happened before. 

Q: And he did i t  twice in a row, I guess. 

A: I think so. 

Q: In 1959 and 1961. 

A: I remember the first time. Right. Now what  else can I say about it? Now on my poul- 
t ry bill, he was chairman of the Agricultural Committee, and he just was - he was surprised 
and annoyed tha t  a lady from the city would come down and tell these guys how to run 
their farms. But in the last analysis, he voted for it. 

Q: Oh. Well. Well, did you have occasion to go to him and request his support? 

A: Oh yes, remember I told you he lived a t  the St. Nicholas, and I would see him a t  break- 
fast, and I would go up to the table - and I never should have - bother a man when he 
is eating breakfast, I didn't do that  anymore - and asked him to support it. 

Q: Were there other occasions when you asked him to support actions tha t  you wanted? 

A: I may have. I may have. When I thought a bill was important, I would speak to the 
leadership. You have to. One way of the leadership knowing how important a thing is to 



a legislator. You don't think about them, its not important, so you don't make any over- 
tures. 

Q: I understand Paul Powell late in the evening, he would have dinner a t  eleven, twelve 
o'clock, something like that, and usually a group would gather to discuss war stories or what- 
ever a t  that time. 

A: Yes. Yes. 

Q: Did you ever join them in any of that? 

A: (indicates negative) 

Q: Evidently not. 

A: No. I would have loved to. See? (chuckles) 

Q: When Joseph De La Cour was defeated for Speaker in 1961, what was the situation 
then? Did he become the leader of the . . . 

A: I think he did, with the - the majority leader because a t  that time we had the house, 
I believe. 

Q: Well I believe the Republicans had by one . . . 

A: Oh did they, that  time, the first time? 

Q: At that time. So - well he would perhaps have been the minority leader a t ,  that 
time. What did you think of Joseph De La Cour as a leader? 

A: (pause) He was not inspirational. 

Q: Oh? I understand that he was backed considerably by William Connors, Botchy Connors 
I think was the name he was called. Did you know William Connors to any extent a t  all? 

A: No. I didn't know that part of it. No. 

Q: Lets see now, you traveled back and forth mainly by train I guess. And you traveled 
I understand with Mrs. Dawson and - or met with them on the train quite often. Were 
there any Republicans other than Mrs. Dawson that you . . . 

A: Women? I 
Q: Well women or men - that  you remember discussing with rhem. 

A: Oh my yes. We - we - I always had a lively conversation - now when I say a ays, 
I mean we had lively discussions with those that  came from my district, especial my 
friends. 1 met new friends. I met any number of my colleagues and enjoyed their 
company. That ride was always a ride of enjoyment and pleasure. We would have reak- 

stops down the way . . . 

f 
fast together, those of us who didn't have breakfast a t  home. I met some d the 
senators. If I looked down the roster, I know that I would recognize the names. Its hard 
to - because I came from Chicago, I came on the train first. Then we made subsequent 

Q: All down the way, yes. 

A: . . . and picked up our friends. Randolph was one of them. 



Q: Paul Randolph, yes. 

A: We met on the train. Senator Korshak was another I met on the train. Of leadership, 
I think i t  was Senator Lynch - Lynch, the judge. Isn't he a judge now? 

Q: I believe he is now, yes. 

A: He and I had a nice relationship. 

Q: How about Donald O'Brien? Did he . . . 

A: O'Brien too, right, and the fellow that  is the judge in the appellate court. 

Q: McGloon, Art McGloon? 

A: McGloon, yes. They - everyone . . . I'm trying to say that all my colleagues I liked, 
I found them interesting. Some people I could talk more freely with than others, or we 
had better chemistry, you know. (pause) I'm trying to think of few that I used to get angry 
a t  because they didn't "vote right." (chuckles) But not in the sense that  I ignored them 
or was rude or anything like that, only I'd say, "I'm not going to talk to him. I don't like 
the way he voted." (chuckles) 

Q: Would these generally be Republicans then, or Democrats too? 

A: Yes, Democrats too. They didn't vote for my ERA, my Democratic colleagues. 

Q: You didn't drive back and forth very often then? 

A: No. 

Q: Usually by train. 

A: For a time I did, because one of the ladies that was a secretary of the mailroom lived 
in my area and she drove, so we used to drive together. Her husband was a former Repub- 
lican senator. 

Q: Oh? 

A: She was a very unhappy person, because she needed to work and the Republicans for 
some reason or other refused to give her a job. And she went to a Democratic senator and 
he got that job for her in the mailroom. 

I Q: Was her husband a Republican? 

A : A  Republican senator from my district, who - way back, from 
Evanston. (pause) William - Bill Knox. It was Senator Cherry who gave her that posi- 
tion. 

Q: Oh, Robert Cherry? 

I A: Yes, Robert Cherry. 

Q: Lets see, we've mentioned a couple of Speakers there. How about Fred Smith as a 
Speaker? I believe he followed Powell. What do you remember about Fred Smith? 

A: Fred Smith was never Speaker of the house. I t  was John W. Lewis, Jr. who followed 
Paul Powell. However, Fred Smith was an outstanding orator. I was awed by him. 



Q: Awed? 

A: Awed by him when he would get up on - on Lincoln's Birthday, we'd always have a 
special speaker and he was a spellbinder, believe i t  or not, Fred was. I enjoyed working 
with him. I remember when he said one day to me, when I was in the senate and he was 
in the senate, he said, "Esther, you like to get your own way, don't you?" (chuckles) I 
guess I was persistent. His wife now is going to be a senator. 

Q: Oh, is that right? 

A: Yes. She was a member of the house for one term. And she ran for senator this last 
primary and made it. Charming lady. 

Q: Did you have - feel any sense of resentment a t  the way Paul Powell - his speeches 
that he made in the house? 

A: No I don't think so. I may have said I would have done i t  differently, but everyone is 
different. No, he was effective. You know he was effective. 

Q: Yes. What about John Touhy as Speaker? Was he an effective Speaker? 

A: I wouldn't call him an orator. He wasn't an orator. (pause) Power goes with that 
gavel and you have the gavel, you don't have to be an orator. The gavel is the powar, of 
the people, by the - by virtue of their effectiveness as a Speaker make points too, very often 
change minds. Different way of changing people minds, 

Q: Well. Do you remember any examples of how minds may have been changed on a pqrtic- 
ular subject? 

A: (pause) Certainly. Especially, number one, when . . . you hear facts - facts about a 
subject or an issue. (pause) You have to be able to sift . . . sift the facts against petsua- 
sive language. Some people have a great gift of persuasion. I'm reading some testimony 
now on the bill that's under consideration now. It was defeated last year - Giddy Dyer 
had i t  last year and i t  was defeated - on an issue that I didn't think that legislators would 
be influenced by. This person who raised the issue against the bill did i t  on the basis of 
government should get off people's back. We all believe that in some degree the government 
maybe intrudes, but if we believed i t  in its totality then we could shut down the 
legislature. We should shut down Congress, you know, if you think that way. Its such a 
- and they are - the very intelligent ones - I talked to a house member and I know him 
well and I least expected i t  of him. And he said, "Well, I don't know whether government 
should tell a family that they have to put their baby in a restraint, they ought to use their 
own judgement." I didn't expect i t  of him. But now - you know to base a decisio for 
the health and welfare of a child on the basis that the government shouldn't interfere ith 
family d a i r s  is kind of ridiculous, i t  seems to me. We're always passing bills that pe aps 

that we are intruding on private life, its kind of silly. 

k 
prevent tragedies, that  prevent injustice. If you say the legislature is the government and 

But there are times when you have to be very persuasive. You have the tools of persuwion, 
the right choice of the right words are so important. Words that  make you fearful, 4ords 
that  inspire you, words that create an emotion. Our greatest lawyers have that  greatjgift, 
our greatest orators. 

! 

Q: In preparing your speeches for the floor, as I understand you wrote them out geneqally, 
did you? 

A: I worked - I wrote out key words, so many times. 



Q: I see. Yes. Well did you . . 

A: Key words. I did a lot of speaking before organizations, a great deal of it. That's when 
I wrote all my speeches. 

Q: I see. 

A: But I never read them. 

Q: Oh. 

A: I read a speech once before a large organization and I killed them, and myself. 

Q: Oh is tha t  right? 

A: Right. I read it. I think i t  had something to do with environment or something to do 
with the A-bomb, you know our big problem now with the . . . 

Q: The arms control? 

A: The arms control. Oh, i t  was awful. I promised I would never read a speech. No, I 
could put key words and sentences and they would clue me into what I wanted to say. 

Q: What I was wondering was did you spend very much time figuring out what the key words 
were and tha t  sort of thing? 

A: Oh yes, I tried very hard to do the best I could in trying to convey, you know, 
meaning. Oh, I think I ramble too, myself. 

Q: Well, lets see, its eleven-thirty, think we could . . . 

A: Yes. I have a luncheon appointment. (chuckles) 

Q: Oh my goodness, okay. 
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A: Well I was rummaging through some of my old purses and I found a newspaper 
clipping. (hands clipping to interviewer) 

Q: Oh. On the City of Hope. 

A: Yes. 

Q: (reads) "President of the Chicago Junior League of the Los Angelos Sanitarium which 
is combining with the Save-A-Life League, also an  affiliate of the sanitarium, in sponsoring 
a Monte Carlo party and supper dance tonight a t  the Medinah Athletic Club. Proceeds from 
the fair will go to the support of the tubercular patients a t  the sanitarium." Well. What 
was the Save-A-Life League? Were you connected with that? 

A: No, I was connected with the Chicago Junior League. And the Save-A-Life League per- 
haps was a group of people also interested in raising funds for the children's sanitarium 
there. So when we found each other, we combined you see. And we became the Chicago 
League, the Chicago Junior League of the Los Angelos Sanitarium. I t  went through several 
name changes until i t  was called the City of Hope. 



Q: Lets see now, the City of Hope. Was that a specific hospital itself or was i t  more than 
one? 

A: Well, they now have a number of medical buildings. They have expanded into 
research. Studying the - the - well, I'm sure studying the possibility of eradicating tuber- 
culosis and also the related illnesses that come out of tuberculosis. In those days tubercu- 
losis was a ravaging disease, because they didn't have the wonder drugs that we have 
now. People were isolated immediately you know. Right now the legislature closed, on the 
recommendatibn of the Board of Health, the tubercular sanitarium, the sanitarium which 
housed some tubercular patients because they have other ways of treating it. They don't 
have to go into isolation. They are doing wonders in surgery and in research and in the 
care of the tuberculosis patients. Great . . . 

Q: I recall there was a sanitarium near Springfield, Illinois. Were you associated in any 
way with downstate , . . 

A: No. 

Q: Well let's see, I wonder if we could talk a bit more - we've gone into some of the mechan- 
ics of being a legislator. Harold Hoover was quite active in attempting to get a study eon- 
ducted of the organization of the General Assembly. Do you recall his efforts in that  
direction for - in 1959 - let's see, 1957, 1959 and 1961 I guess, he put in bills to have a 
commission established and they failed in each of those years? 

A: No I don't remember. Was i t  Herbert Hoover, did you say? 

Q: No. No, Harold Hoover. 

A: Oh, Harold Hoover. 

Q: He was from - I believe South Chicago, wasn't he? or some place in the Chicago area? 

A: Yes, the name is familiar, but I don't remember. I don't remember. That was when 
I was in the house and I was thinking of Mr. Arrington when you mentioned the idqa of 
realigning or reforming, whatever we want to call it, the legislative process. I think more 
than that, Mr. Hoover I think was interested in the structure. He thought i t  was cumber- 
some and of course then, as we have now, before the reform, of reducing the house. The 
bill went through and was successful and next year the - I think they were left with about 
117. Is that  the number? 

Q: One hundred and eighteen, is it? 

A: One hundred and eighteen? 

Q: One hundred and eighteen, I believe now, yes. 

A: And Mr. Arrington felt the same way about the senate. He did a lot to give the senate 
greater skatus. He did i t  not only by structure but also . . . by behavioral sciences, if I 
may say so. And everybody respected him for it. They didn't fight him. 

Q: Oh?. 

A: No. Not a t  all. All of us worked with him. 

Q: What type of things was he . . . 

A: Well I think he insisted on committee attendance, "If you are on a committee, I 
you to be on it, I want you to be present." On knowing the rules, he wanted every se 



to know his job. In addition to introducing bills there were many things that were not pro- 
ductive or effective and he wanted the senators not only to know the rules but - be prepared 
to defend them or be prepared to fight them - but do it in a way that people would look 
to the senate to say, "Well that's a house that knows how to do its job." He brought us 
a great deal of pride and respect by the outside community. 

Q: How did he go about doing that? 

A: He increased the number of aides. By giving the senators more assistance he allowed 
us to be more efficient. (pause) He was also interested in updating the commissions and 
the committees. He . . . 

Q: Updating? 

A: Yes, updating, like I always fall back on that Mississippi-Sinnissippi that wasn't very 
important and i t  kept on going and going and going, and the report was - one report didn't 
differ much from the other next report. That kind of thing, he wanted to clean out the 
commissions that were not necessary, not productive, and served no purpose but to keep some 
legislators busy and waste taxpayers' money. One time he called the Commission on the 
Status of Women, which I introduced and of which I was chairman - he called i t  my play- 
thing. 

Q: Well. (chuckles) 

A: And he didn't want things to become their playthings. He was right but except that 
I didn't think that the Commission on the Status of Women was a plaything. I t  was and 
still is an important public question. And those are some of the things he did. 

Q: I have heard that he was considered an arrogant person. Do you feel that thats . . . 

A: (pause) I want - I want a less harsh word than arrogant. I am groping for it. I guess 
some people might call him arrogant. He wasn't arrogant to me. I think he had all the 
amenities of the gentleman. He wasn't always right, I am referring to the Commission on 
the Status of Women. 

Q: I see. 

A: And he was not a proponent of the ERA. We didn't have the ERA in the early days, 
i t  was still in Congress. I t  was adopted by Congress in - I think in 1972 i t  passed 
Congress. That's when I introduced it, the same year. 

I'll tell you a story, i t  had to do with McGloon. McGloon and - McGloon and Arrington 
were friends. And one time Arrington got up and he was chastising McGloon, and the story 
goes like this: Mr. Arrington liked McGloon and McGloon liked Mr. Arrington and they were 
friends and they showed their friendship on the floor. But one time Mr. Arrington got up 
and mildly chastised Senator McGloon because he didn't confer with him often enough, said 
Mr. Arrington. And he didn't consult with him when bills came up and he wanted more 
of this communication between himself and Mr. McGloon. Well, Mr. McGloon got up and 
said, "Russell, you know you're a very busy man and I respect that and there are times I 
would love to come over and confer with you and consult with you and help with bills but," 
McGloon asked, "Russell, tell me how can you kiss a porcupine?" 

Q: (laughter) What did Senator Arrington say to that? 

A: I don't know. 

Q: You don't recall? 



A: I don't think he - I think he dropped i t  a t  that  point. I can't forget that. 

Q: They evidently then had periods of spats on the floor. 

A: Oh yes. Oh yes. That's the wonderment of the legislature. You know, I - I didn't 
come from that kind of environment. I mean my friends and people I associated with, if 
we were angry, we were angry, you know. We knew that as a difference, but in politics 
i t  isn't that way. 

Q: Oh? 

A: No. McGloon would blast Republicans, blast Arrington, and Arrington would do the 
same, but my goodness, they loved each other. They just loved each other. So you need 
years of experience to recognize that i t  isn't what i t  looks like. You better be careful before 
you think people are enemies because they act like enemies, but they are not. 

Q: Just on the floor on the issues I guess? 

A: Yes. It's interesting. 

Q: One of the things that Senator Arrington was very much concerned about was the ade- 
quacy of staff support. 

A: Yes, you are right, Mr. Waggoner. 

Q: Do you recall . . . 

A: Yes, yes, yes. Oh, and we were delighted because in the house you don't have yourt own 
secretary. You have to take from a pool when i t  is available. But in the senate he wanted 
everyone to have a secretary. He wanted everyone to have an office. That's what I forgot 
to tell you. I am so happy you reminded me. That's when the system of the senate became 
superior to that  of the house. That's why they called us the "House of the Lords.'' Is i t  
the "House of the Lords?" yes. Yes. 

Q: In relation to the Parliament? 

A: Parliament, yes, right. In   elation to the parliamentary procedures and the staffing and 
the work. He also wanted us to have a lunch hour. We never did have a lunch hour. We 
ate at our desks whenever we could. The pages brought the lunch and there was a sandwich 
bar out in the rotunda. And i t  was only in the latter years, maybe - let me see, I left in 
1975 - I would say 1973 that we had a regular lunchroom in the lower level. 

Q: Oh, that  was down in the basement there? 

A: Right. 

Q: The Rathskellar I believe they call it. 

A: Yes. 

Q: Do you think that  was Arrington's pushing that . . . 

A: Yes, yes, yes. Absolutely. Absolutely. I don't think he liked i t  either, eating his lunch 
at the desk. 

Q: I see. (chuckles) Well. What about development of the intern system, which 
form of staffing. Did you have an intern working for you? 



A: Yes. 

Q: Do you recall the name? 

A: Oh yes, she is a dear friend of mine. Her name is Sylvia Davis and she was my 
intern. And also secretary of the Welfare Committee - Health and Welfare, which is now 
Health, Welfare and Correction. And from there she became a . . . a staff, a member of 
the staff, and she helped Cecil Partee and then she got a partial - she's a Rhodes scholarship 
and went to England twice on scholarship. And now she is Senator Alan Dixon's - one 
of his staff people. 

Q: So she is Washington now? 

A: She is in Washington now and we correspond, we talk over the phone. She's a dear 
person and I am extremely fond of her. 

Q: How did you come to have her as  an intern? 

A: She was in her last year, I think - I can't remember whether - I think she had 
graduated. I don't know, they just gave her to me. And one morning I found her a t  my 
seat. She was delightful. She was a very competent charming young lady. 

Q: How did you go about deciding how to use an  intern? What types of things . . . 

A: Mostly for research on my committees, Education Committee. When I was chairman of 
Education, I had two - they were staff people. And one staff - one young man who was 
a staff person is now a rep. 

Q: Oh? 

A: Larry Stufle was his name. And last term I thought he - he told me he was going 
to run for senate, very competent. And it's such a pleasure to have competent staff, makes 
a11 the difference in the world. 

Q: In the house did you feel a real handicap in not having a staff or personal . . . 

A: Oh yes. Yes, it was very hard. Because I answered all my mail and when you have 
that kind of program, its very hard. I don't think I ever went to sleep before one o'clock 
- never before one o'clock a t  night, sometimes two. Reading and responding to mail. 

Q: Yes you had mentioned attempting to read all the bills. 

A: Yes, very uncomfortable when I - I was very uncomfortable when I didn't know the con- 
tents of a bill. Yes. First, I didn't want to make a mistake. And number two, I wanted 
to be informed so I could participate. You know if you don't know what's in the bill, you 
can't - you better not participate. 

Q: Well, along in 1965, Harold Katz proposed a Commission on the Organization of the Gen- 
eral Assembly, i t  was called COOGA. 

A: Yes. 

Q: Did you support his action in 

A: Did i t  come to the senate? I don't remember. 

Q: You were still in the house in 1965 I believe. 



A: That's right. Right. In 1967 I left. 

Q: Well i t  - i t  - this particular bill originated first - well i t  originated in the senate 
with Senator Fawell, a Republican bill, and in the house with Representative Katz, a Demo- 
cratic bill, and of course Kerner - both bills were passed and then Kerner signed the Demo- 
cratic bill, Do you recall anything about the passage of that bill, the controversy theqe as 
to which party was going to get the . . . 

A: Credit. No, I - I don't remember. Faintly I remember that i t  received very good sup- 
port, yes. I t  wasn't fought. 

Q: Well, the only fight was between who was going to get credit. 

A: The parties, but I don't remember the bill being a controversial - no, i t  got a lot of 
support. I can't even remember what i t  did. 

Q: Well, i t  formed a commission, for them to study . . . 
A: Yes, to study, and what came out of the commission I don't know. Did he say? 

Q: Well the commission came up with a great many recommendations, some seventy-eight 
recommendations for the. . . . For example one of the things they proposed was that annual 
sessions should be used. What was your opinion on annual sessions? They finally went to 
that of course. 

A: I liked it. 

Q: You prefer that  over the biennial, do you? 

A: Yes. 

Q: Why? Why would you like the annual session more? 

A: Because if you're going to do business and you have important issues and problems that 
need to be solved, you do it. Otherwise you would have to call a special session, which didn't 
make much sense and was very expensive, to do that. And I thought the idea of annual 
sessions was very wise. I'm a workaholic, is that  the word for it? 

Q: Yes, there is a word. 

A: Yes. And if I'm going to do a job, I just want to do it. I think waiting - what is 
it? how many months was i t  . . . before you meet again? 

Q: Well i t  would have been - you met for six months and then i t  was a year and half 
you met again. 

A: That's right. I liked it. I just like it. I'm comfortable with annual sessions. If here 
are important issues to take care of why wait for the governor to call a special session sup- 
pose he's against it. You know, he doesn't have to call - although leadership can all a 
session. That was a good one. I would love to reread those recommendations to se how 
many we accepted. 

f ! 
Q: I can get you a copy of . . . I 
A: Do you mind? 



Q: There is a - a - well, Representative Katz put out a review, it's called COOGA, Ten 
Years After and i t  takes each recommendation and says what has happened to i t  down the 
line. 

A: A very competent legislator. 

Q: Yes. 

A: Labor man. 

Q: Oh? Yes. He was from north of you, I guess, up Evanston or Glencoe area. 

One of the things' that  you've indicated there was that there might be a place for full-time 
legislators. With the annual sessions they kind of dropped out the idea of the citizen legis- 
lator who came in for six months and then went home and waited for eighteen months and 
then came back and . . . 

A: And tilled his farm. 

Q: Right. Yes. Do you feel there is any gain in going to the full-time legislator? 

A: (pause) You mean the annual? Because I prefer annual sessions over having full-time 
legislators. 

Q: Well the annual session and - and the fact that  then the legislature is in session all 
the time practically. 

A: Yes. (pause) 1 think we have to - it's a two-part question. Thinking in terms of value 
to the people of the state of Illinois and a hardship for the legislator. With full time as  
i t  is if anyone has a profession they cannot fulfill the obligations to their profession and 
to the people of the state of Illinois, both suffer. (pause) I think that  . . . they now call 
i t  a full-time legislature. They adjourn a t  the end of June and come back the first week 
in January. 

Q: Yes, normally, unless there are additional . . . 

A: Yes, right. Which gives them - July, August, September, October, November, December, 
i t  gives them six months, but i t  doesn't - but now they have more frequent calls for special 
sessions than they used to. So i t  is close to a . . . I would say eight month session, nine 
month session, now. There is a New England saying, i t  comes from one of the legislators 
in the east, not contemporary, who said, "No man's home and property is safe while the 
legislature is in session." Did you ever hear it? 

Q: I've heard that, yes. (chuckles) 

A: Well, that's true. I t  is true. They have a compulsion, you know, to introduce bills so 
they can point with pride to their prolific legislative ability. But leadership is important 
to control that  and it can be controlled. It's a continuing process to teach legislators not 
to introduce trivia. And there is  a lot of trivia introduced. 

SESSION 7, TAPE 15, SIDE 2 

Q: Do you think that  this may be a detracting factor from the full-time legislative business 
as  i t  is being conducted now then? That there is too much legislation being introduced? 



A: Too much legislation that is not serious, that  cannot stand up as a contribution to good 
government, should not be introduced. Yes, there is a lot of trivia. Is that what you asked 
me? 

Q: Yes. What I have in mind, do you recall any attempts that were made to reduce that 
type of legislation, or the introduction? 

A: I seem to remember there was, but I can't - I can't get it. out of - I can't bring i t  
forth. There was, I think both leaderships agreed on something that  would, they hoped, 
reduce the amount of legislation. One year we had close to six thousand pieces of proposed 
legislation. And you can't do a good job on six thousand pieces, even with increased 
staff. It's impossible to be an expert on that  many different diverse subjects, and so what 
happens is you begin to rely on your seatmate or someone else that you have confidence 
in. But I'm sorry I can't remember unless I dig it up, but there was something that they 
tried to do . . . 
Q: Did i t  have to do with committee effectiveness or the work in the committees? 

A: Oh certainly. Certainly. You see if a bill is introduced and i t  is written correctly, i t  
has to be heard. Because the legislator has a right to introduce a bill that he thinks, you 
know, is necessary, although others may not. So i t  does, by simple process of the rules 
which says, "Every bill introduced must be referred to a committee," or any special type 
of committee, sometimes it's the Committee of the Whole. 

Q: Yes. 

A: But they are forever preaching the problem of "Please don't introduce bills that are 
trivia: Please don't introduce bills unless you are serious about it." They're doing that all 
the time, It's a continuing process. How many did they introduce this year, do you know? 

Q: I don't know. I don't know the figure. 

A: I t  would be interesting to find out. When I talk to Springfield, 1'11 find out, because I'm 
curious about i t  myself. 

Q: Well, there has been a tremendous increase in the number of bills that were introduced 
through the years. 

A: Is  that  right? Yes, This year? 

Q: Well, through the years, and I don't know what the situation is specifically this year. 

A: Well you see, i t  - the outside influence plays a part in that, Mr. Waggoner. The watch- 
dog agency, "We'll support Mrs. X because she introduced blah, blah, blah," and all th  agen- 
cies do that. So you want to wrap up a good legislative record if - you see ow it e works? Now both from your own commitment perhaps and then because of the many 
watchdog agencies that  are looking at the legislators and the legislators are looking for their 
endorsement. 

Q: So you need to put in bills that  are of interest. 

A: Yes. Even bills that are serious and the legislators can't handle them, you see, but they 
will introduce them . . . 
Q: What do you mean can't handle them? 

A: Well, they're not informed enough about a - many times they may be over their heads, 
but they have to do it. I don't know whether I told you, when I was in the house, legislators 



would come up to me and say, "Esther, you got something good you are going to introduce 
today?" 

Q: Oh? 

A: Yes, they wanted to be sponsors. 

Q: Oh, I see, cosponsor with you on the bill. 

A: Yes. 

Q: Well. (chuckles) What did you say to that? 

A: I don't remember what I said then. If I did, I would say yes; if I didn't, I would say 
no. 

Q: Of course the idea on bills that  you were sponsoring was to get as many cosponsors as 
possible, was it not? 

A: Yes. Yes. 

Q: Because that indicated that . . . 
A: Yes, but some sponsors count and some sponsors don't count. 

Q: In what way? 

A: Prestige and reputation. 

Q: So you would make special efforts then to get certain individuals on it? 

A: Right, certainly. 

Q: What about - let's take a bill. In 1967, I believe i t  was, you introduced a bill to have 
the compulsory age of schoolchildren raised. I believe the first year it was to go up to seven- 
teen or eighteen and was then to go to nineteen in 1968, I believe i t  was. Do you recall . . . 

A: For attendance? 

Q: For attendance at  school, yes, compulsory attendance. 

A: I did! 

Q: Yes. I think i t  was an administration bill. It was a Governor Kerner bill, but you were 
the primary sponsor on i t  in those two years. 

A: I know that I - a t  that time I also introduced to allow the GED test . . . 

Q: Yes, you mentioned that. 

A: . . . in prison to be lowered, so that the younger prisoner could take advantage of any 
educational opportunity. 

Q: And you mentioned Charles Clabaugh's reaction to that  on the floor. 

A: Yes, isn't that . . . (chuckles) (pause) If I did, I don't remember it. 



Q: Well on a bill like - like the GED test, did you go seeking specific individuals to cospon- 
sor with you to give some prestige? 

A: I must have, I must have. 

Q: You don't recall? 

A: No I don't recall specifically who was on it. But first I would go to members of the Edu- 
cation Committee, naturally, and then if i t  was an administration bill, I would go to the 
leadership first. 

Q: So that  would have been John Touhy, I guess then in 1965 - no, you put that  bill in 
1967 I guess. 

A: In 1967. Why did I want to put a bill in to raise compulsory age of education? 

Q: Well, i t  may have been that Governor Kerner asked you to introduce it, I don't know. 

A: I was as concerned as was the governor about the huge dropout rate in our high 
schools. The essence of the bill was to raise the compulsory age of attendance to graduation 
or age seventeen. This would increase the opportunity for the children who were not going 
to continue their education to a t  least acquire some work skill. 

Q: Did you have many occasions when you were given bills by the administration to handle 
that - or the leadership - that you really didn't feel comfortable with? 

A: (pause) I can't remember. I may have, but I can't remember. 

Q: A couple of other items on mechanics of the legislature. There was a move or a desire 
on the part of many people, and the COOGA proposed that i t  be done, that all of the debate 
on the floor, specifically I think on third reading a t  first, be transcribed. What was your 
opinion of the necessity for transcribing all of that? 

A: Oh, I liked that idea. 

Q: Why did you think that . . . 

A: Well, one, in doing research. That's one, you have no record a t  all of any given 
legislator's expression of support or of opposition. And there are some very important bills, 
extremely important bills, that come through the legislature from time to time. But now 
I think they transcribe the whole thing. 

Q: I think i t  is the first, second and third reading and the whole thing. 
I 

A: I have now on my desk the transcription of the 608 Bill the day i t  was adopted be 
I wanted to read it. 

Q: The 608 Bill? I 
A: Yes, in the house. House Bill 608 which provides that babies under five when ridi g in 
the car of a parent, or two parents, be provided a restraint. Because the - especial1 the 
health people, the Rehabilitation Institute, is concerned with the increase of fatalities of chil- 
dren that  age, their skulls are thin, their bones are soft, and the automobile accident co i rib- 
utes more fatality to babies than any other special incident. So Giddy Dyer handled ilj last 
year and i t  was defeated. A gentleman by the name of Tim Johnson from Champaign helped 
to defeat i t  by declaring i t  was interference in family life by government. It'p so 
silly. When I was told that  this year, I said, "Well, if that's the case you ought to g q  rid 



of all legislatures, because what about vaccination, mandatory school attendance and a host 
of other things tha t  we do?" But this  year he wasn't succebful. 

I got into the act, they asked me, the Board of Health asked me and the Rehabilitation - 
Dr. Betts, Henry Betts, asked me to . . . work, and we did, and i t  passed the house by 
114. Isn't tha t  lovely. I t  is in the senate now. And I'm working on the members of the 
Rules Committee, just calling their attention to the important facts of i t  and for them to 
please look a t  it. 

Q: Would you characterize that  type of activity on your part  now as  lobbying? 

A: No. No, I'm not a paid lobbyist. I am doing i t  - they asked if I would and I agreed 
because it's a very important bill. I don't have to do it, but I do. No, I'm not being paid 
specifically to lobby, so I am not a . . . 

Q: Well, i t  would be an  unpaid lobbyist-type activity? The same activity, I guess. 

A: Well, I guess if you want to interpret it, I'm lobbying for it. Yes. But so are  a lot of 
other people who are being paid lobbying for it. (chuckles) 

Q: Do you go to Springfield on these occasions? 

A: No. No, I haven't. I don't even go to the Mental Health Commission meetings. When 
I get stronger I may, if it's important. I may, but now it's too difficult for me. (pause) Oh, 
I'm on the board - right now it's emeritus - of the Chicago Area Project, I think I told 
you about that. Well the governor had issued an executive order tha t  would have combined 
several separate projects into the Department of Children and Family Services. I t  wasn't 
appropriate a t  the time to combine them together because the Department of Children and 
Family Services was having trouble of its own. If you remember there were a few scandals 
about children tha t  were placed in foster homes, and foster homes were not appropriate, 
and . . . 

Q: Now, you're speaking of what period of time? The early 1970s? 

A: No, no. This was last year. 

Q: Oh I see. 

A: The Chicago Area Project would have been lost. To some of us who support it, we think 
i t  is vital and important. And I called a few of my senator friends like hundreds of other 
people did and saved the Chicago Area Project. You have to take action. You can't sit  back 
and let things go by and wish they hadn't. I t  takes more than a wish to get things done. 

Q: You mentioned committees there. What did you think of the number of committees tha t  
you had to serve on at any one time? Was there a real handicap in being able to support 
all the activities of the various committees you were on. 

A: Well, because there may be conflicts, you find yourself - you have to make a choice. For 
instance, there is a date for X committee and you can take it, your calendar is free, and 
low and behold the Speaker will call a meeting for something or another. Something else 
will happen or they'll call a Committee of the Whole. Or you're asked to appear before a 
committee and it's a conflict, so you have to make choices. Three or four are the maximum 
committees, but some people serve on more committees. I liked to serve on a s  many commit- 
tees a s  I could. 

Q: Oh. Well. (chuckles) Did you have any committees tha t  you served on that  you would 
rather not have served on? 



A: Oh, I had one committee that they put me on and I asked to be taken off. I didn't have 
as much interest in it. It's a very important committee now, members of the council serve 
on it, members of the legislature serve on i t  and I can't remember the name but i t  has to 
do - before you build in the Cook County area - before you build you have to submit plans, 
architectural plans. You have to meet the guidelines of the housing - if it's a building 
- of the housing department. You have to prove you're financially able to build i t  and to 
operate it. Its that  kind of . . , 

Q: Is this Capital Development? 

A: No, not Capital Development. (pause) Bernard Stone, the alderman, is on it. But I 
wasn't interested in that. I'm interested in planning for - in an orderly fashion, not so 
haphazard that we have a building here and then a street comes through or the hospital 
here and they don't have access. You know, things should be built in order, in a good orderly 
fashion, good planning. That's the trouble with some of our areas here in Chicago and many 
cities. So i ts  a good committee, but for someone who is interested, for a real estate man, 
city planners, developers, etcetera. 

Q: Was this a legislative committee? 

A: Yes. 

Q: It was. Did i t  pertain to areas other than Chicago? 

A: No, Chicago area, its the - the Cook County. 

Q: I see. I 

A: Maybe outside of Cook County - or the counties that ring Cook County. But as I ,say 
for a builder, a man who is a developer, for - I was going to say for public officials* its 
good. You know, they should be active in planning. We have more planning now than we 
have ever had. Well that's - is that  progress? I guess i t  is. 

Q: Well, are the results good from all the planning? (chuckles) 

A: Yes - well i t  isn't always good. I am thinking of the public housing. When I first 
became active in - I was not in the legislature a t  that time and they had a very competent 
active humanitarian, was the head of the committee to push public housing. The legislature 
was willing to give X number of dollars for seed money. And the recommendation was the 
high rises, a t  that time. They thought i t  was a very good idea. Number one, i t  took the 
minimum amount of land to build twenty-five or thirty stories high. They couldn't afford 
to take that much land off the tax rolls if they built two and three story buildings to provide 
the housing. 

It isn't good to put that  many families under one roof. I t  isn't good for family life. It's 
not good for safety. I t  isn't good for health. I t  isn't a positive way of life a t  all. It's 
destructive. And then you turn around and say, "Well, what about the high rises on Sheri- 
dan Road?" There tall and - but its a different kind of location. Don't have that many 
children. High rises are not a place to raise children, a t  any rate. So we made a mistake 
there, but you couldn't foresee that. 

Q: How much were you involved in housing - the legislation, say when you were in the 
house of representatives? 

A: I voted for open housing. I thought open housing would take care of itself. I still think 
i t  will. People should live where they want to, provided they can afford it; provided1 the 
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community offers them the kind of schools, churches, synagogues, and stores that they need; 
provided that  the neighborhood represents the kind of people they wish to live with. 

There are some people who don't mind a mixed neighborhood a t  all. Rogers Park is a mixed 
neighborhood now if there ever was one. Everything - we have the United Nations in Rog- 
ers Park. Some of i t  we like, some of i t  we don't, and it isn't predicated on color or ethnicity, 
its predicated on cultural habits and cleanliness and other things, you see. Some people 
want - well there you have the three. Some people, they want to live with their 
own. Some want to live in a mixed neighborhood and i t  is all I believe guided by an 
individual's ability to support that  kind of living. 

Q: Now Cecil Partee was a leader in the open housing legislation. Did you work closely 
with him on that  type of legislation? 

A: No, I don't think I worked closely with him, but I spoke for it and I voted for it, but 
I wasn't a pusher. I mean by that  a sponsor has to push the bill, you know. But I still 
believe that's the way to go. 

Q: What about the legislation concerning the quality of housing, low rental projects and that  
sort of thing. Did you get involved with that  type of thing? 

A: No. By involved do you mean did I make policy or . . . 

Q: Yes, did you . . . 

A: No. 

Q: Did you sponsor that  type of legislation? 

A: I don't think I sponsored it. I supported it. 

Q: Did you investigate any of the situations in the Chicago area a t  all? 

A: I only did that  for the University of Illinois a t  Chicago. We went on many tours trying 
to pick the best area in which to build a city university. 
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Q: Again on the mechanics of the legislature, what was your opinion on the proxy 
voting? Should they allow proxy voting? 

A: (pause) Not when we're voting on the floor, pushing the buttons, I don't think so. But 
in committee, I think they should allow it  where they fill out a notice giving the name of 
the individual to do the proxy voting. 

Q: So you think that proxy voting has a place in the committee then? 

A: In the committee, yes, but not on the floor. 

Q: Why do you think i t  should be allowed there? 

A: Sometimes bills are lost or passed by one vote. And if they are important, look at the 
time and the effort, and I'm not even talking about money, that has been spent on getting 
a bill to its passage state, and so the proxy gives everyone who supports i t  an opportunity 
to vote for it. However, everyone has to be made to answer for exercising the proxy. 



Q: And that is the procedure now, I guess? 

A: No, there is no proxy voting of any kind. 

Q: What about a district office? HOW soon did you start exercising the right to have a dis- 
trict office? 

A: As soon as they allowed i t  and paid for it. I t  was toward the end. 

Q: How did you go about setting i t  up? 

A: Well. One is expected to have some kind of connection with your ward office. But I 
never wanted an office in the Democratic party headquarters. (pause) I had an office - 
I had an extra room in my apartment and I set up an office in there. I still have it. I 
have everything, files, desk, typewriter, extra telephone. There were two stages in devel- 
oping the district office, a t  first the reimbursement was very very small, very very small. It's 
very generous now, I think, right? (pause) I t  was a, oh, a tremendous lift as far  as the 
legislator was concerned to be able to have a secretary and an office and telephones. And 
for me I loved i t  a t  home because I could be both places. (chuckles) 

Q: I see. Well. Did you have a secretary then? 

A: Oh yes. Yes. I think I had two in the latter years. And I still get letters and calls 
from my secretaries, we became friends. My secretary in Springfield, who was paid dirpctly 
by the state, we see each other a t  least once a year. When they have the senate di '  ner, 
we go out for dinner, she and her husband. 7 
Q: Who was that? 

A: Dorothy Beck. 

Q: Dorothy Beck? 

A: Yes, Mrs. John Beck. 

Q: You say the senate dinner. You still go down to the senate dinners then? 

A: Oh I love to go down. 

Q: Well. What about your secretaries up here, who were they? 

A: Well. One was Dolores Rich. The other . . . Kathy - Kathleen Deany. My alder- 
manic you don't want. (pause) Dolores and Deany and Dorothy Beck, the others were the 
aldermanic. 

Q: I see. How did you go about selecting those secretaries? Was i t  someone you kn w or 
- o r  . . .  

A: No, I was very fortunate that  they just announced that Dorothy Beck would b my 
secretary. Excellent, excellent. She and John had eight children. : 
Q: Oh my goodness. 

A: And she was the calmest, most controlled lady in the capital with the ight 

great. She is still there. She is on the Democratic staff. 

1 children. And her mother lived with her. But never excited, never a t  loss to knowl how 
to solve a problem with the family. The minimum amount of interruptions, she wai just 
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Q: Oh? 

A: Yes. Deany had some experience in politics. She was an  intelligent lady and she had 
nine children. 

Q: Oh my goodness. 

A: (chuckles) And she and her husband ran a mama and papa grocery store. Her husband 
has passed. He was a marine, he died because of injuries. And I hear from her every holi- 
day, every birthday, Christmas . . . 

Q: Now this was in Rogers Park area I guess? 

A: Yes. And then Dolores Rich, she was close by, a s  was Deany, lived on Ridge 
Avenue. Some could work eight hours, some couldn't, so that's why I had the two of them, 
so they could change hours. 

Q: You kept your office open then eight hours a day? 

A: Oh yes. More than that,  i t  was at my house (laughs) I officed until i t  was time to 
go to bed or  later. It was a bad thing as far  a s  personal rest is concerned or 
interruptions. (chuckles) 

Q: Did your constituency use the  office considerably? 

A: Oh yes. 

Q: Did a lot of people . . . 

A: Yep. I was a busy legislator. 

Q: Did this situation exist at all before you were given the funding for a district office? Did 
the constituency come to your house quite often? 

A: Yes. 

Q: So really tha t  was your office when you were a representative a s  well . . . 
A: Right. Oh yes. All my - I mean my home was open. Telephones, a lot of telephoning, 
a lot of telephoning. And I never, quote, "hid my phone number," I was always in the tele- 
phone directory. Some legislators a re  hard to  get. 

Q: Oh. 

A: (indicates affirmative) 

Q: They don't want to be bothered I guess then? Well. When you first went down there, 
only travel pay was provided and per diem came along, tha t  was another recommendation 
of the COOGA. When did they s ta r t  paying you per diem? This would have been after 
you were in the senate I guess wouldn't i t? 

A: You know I don't remember, really. 

Q: I suppose you went along with tha t  requirement for per diem? 

A: Yes. Oh absolutely. You know, and I think when - let me see, when I first went in 
- we - i t  was either five thousand dollars or six thousand dollars, five or six, not any 



more. Then it climbed up, seven, nine, very slowly up, When my husband was living it 
was easier for me. I mean I could manage very nicely with hotel and other expenses, but 
when he died is when I had hardship. 

Q: Yes, you mentioned talking with Mayor Daley about a job. 

A: Yes. 

Q: Let's see now, I don't believe electronic voting was in the senate when you moved to the 
senate, was it? Wasn't that put in after you had joined the senate? 

A: I haven't thought about that. 

Q: In 1970, I know the - i t  was approved . . 

A: Electronic? 

Q: . . . that the electronic voting should go in. 

A: Yes. Oh of course that was a great progress. 

Q: Oh i t  was, in what way? Some people have said that i t  detracted from your ability to 
explain your position. 

A: You weren't allowed. They only gave you X number of minutes, three minutes I t 
to explain your vote. That was all right, because if you're gifted, or trained, you can ex 
your vote in three minutes. You know, there is a little saying that 1 love, "If you 
make your point in ten - in ten minutes, stop boring your audience." 

Q: Oh. I see. (chuckles) 

A: At first I said, "Oh dear, three minutes," I remember. But then when I thought about 
it, I thought it was all right because some of us have a tendency to go on and on and on 
and on. 

Q: While you were in the house and when you first went to the senate, the Budgetary 
Commission was still in operation. What did you think of the operation of Budgetary 
Commission? Was there any real requirement for that? 

A: I liked it. Maybe in my naivete a t  that  time, i t  was quite early, because I thought that  
the legislature should have the right to have a committee. They really get either the praise 
or the blame for expenditures and ought to have some responsibility to determine what the 
budget should be. Of course, the leadership must have had other reasons for i t  too, like 
having pet projects and wanting to see that  the projects were well provided for. The gover- 
nor feeling that  he also has a responsibility of determining, I think by Constitution, how 
much money the state - the state must be solvent. They can't go into debt. But did that  
last long, the commission? 

Q: The Budgetary Commission? No i t  went out under Ogilvie, he refused to provide 
information to i t  or allow information to be provided to it. Do you remember anything about 
that situation . . .? 

A: No. 

Q: . . . in 1969 when . . . 

A: That was only two years after I came into the senate. 



Q: Do you remember much about Senator Peter's activities as chairman of the Budgetary 
Commission? 

A: Yes, he was a real strong-arm guy. You know, that's my colloquial term for 
it. (chuckles) Very adamant, not much of an  open mind, Peters. A good legislator, I mean 
a competent legislator. Well, considering that  the Democrats had very little - very little 
experience as leadership - I don't think they had - they had - once or twice did they 
have leadership? 

I Q: In the senate? 

I A: In the senate. 

I Q: Yes. Yes. 

A: So i t  was really an uphill fight for the Democrats to get their program through the Bud- 
getary Commission. That I remember created a lot of squabbling. Maybe that  is one of 
the reasons they did away with it. 

Q: Well part of the idea of the Budgetary Commission was to make a bridge between the 
governor, who had the responsibility of drawing up a budget, and the legislature, which had 
the responsibility to investigate and approve the budget. So you felt that  i t  did have a func- 
tion? 

I A: I was pleased a t  the time. Yes. 

Q: Did you go along with the recommendations of the Budgetary Commission in most 
instances then? 

A: No, I didn't when mental health was concerned and education was concerned. Those are 
my two pet projects. And health - health, yes. No. I . . . when I was chairman of Edu- 
cation, I increased. Mental Health, I increased. 

Q: Now when the Budgetary Commission went out, there was an attempt, headed up I think 
primarily by Cecil Partee, to establish what was called an Economic and Fiscal 
Commission. That may not be the precise name, but i t  was a replacement for the Budgetary 
Commission and of course it never got off the ground particularly. Did you get involved 
a t  all? 

A: Do - do you mean the fiscal note that  needed to be attached to any kind of . . . 

Q: No - well of course that  is related to it, but no, this was a commission which would 
analyze the budget prior to legislative action. (pause) The fiscal note of course was related 
to that. Were you involved with the requirement or the development for the . . . 

I A: No. No, I just went along with it. 

Q: John Parkhurst was one of the ones that  was pushing for the fiscal note addition. What 
do you remember of John Parkhurst? 

A: What do I remember. I was impressed with him. Yes. I think he was a sincere 
legislator. (pause) Effective, stature, and I was sorry to see him go. He resigned, didn't 
he? 

~ Q: Yes, he decided he had had enough I think. 

A: I liked Fawell too. 



Q: What was his first name, Harris, Harris Fawell? 

A: Harris? 

Q: Harris, I believe, Fawell. What did you like about Fawell? 

A: I liked his sincerity. 

Q: Even though he was a Republican. 

A: Oh, what has that  got to do with it? (chuckles) 

Q: I see. Now Fawell was from your part of Chicago, wasn't he? Near north side? 

A: No, I don't think he was Chicago. I don't remember. 

Q: Perhaps one of the collar counties, I believe . . . 

A: There is someone by the name of Fawell in the house now. 

F-A-I . . . 

Q: At the present time? 

A: Yes, F-A-I-W . . . 

Q: Well, his didn't have an I in it, of course, F-A-W-E-L-L. 

A: Yes. But I liked him. I don't know whether he liked me but . . . . 

Q: Oh? " 

A: I felt sometimes he didn't like what I did in the Education Committee. (chuckles) 

Q: Well. Do you remember any specifics? Were there . . . 

A: Oh, I am trying to remember that  time . . . we had a bill the Republicans didn't like, 
and i t  was an important bill. And they were haggling about it and . . . I decided I wouldn't 
take a vote, but send i t  on to another committee and they didn't like that a t  all. 

Q: Oh? 

A: Yes. But - "Never heard of anything like that." (chuckles) 

Q: But they didn't object though enough to cause you to . . . 

A: No, they were kind. 

Q: I see. (laughter) Well. Lets see, lets talk a little bit about the Education Comr@ttee 
work. Now you were on the Education Committee your entire tenure there, as I u n d e r F d  
it, both in the house and in the senate? 

A: Yes. 

Q: Now I believe you requested to be on the Education Committee when you first started? 

A: I guess I did. Yes, 








































































































































































































































