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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, 
day- 
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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 

issue 
nal 
















































































































































































































































































































