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Volume I1 

Anthony Scariano 
SESSION 5, TAPE 11, SIDE 1 

A: We were extremely short so we couldn't hope to take the speakership but De La Cour 
won. I discovered later that Daley had to back down. Although he wanted Clark, he had 
to back down way in advance of the caucus. And the word went out whom to vote for among 
the Democrats. 

At any rate I kicked up my heels. I did not vote for Joe De La Cour, And I got some 
pretty bum committee assignments, you can be sure of that, because Joe De La Cour became 
the floor leader, and i t  was his recommendation that  determined which Democrats yrere 
going to get on which committees. We were given a certain number of seats and he dbled 
them out. I think I got such things as - oh, I can't remember exactly now but Enrolling 
and Engrossing which doesn't do anything. Or Agriculture, about which I know not$ing, 
and Veterans Affairs which did nothing either you know, because veterans affairs is mostly 
a federal affair. At any rate Joe De La Cour never forgot it, and I got the bums end of 
everything. I didn't get any boards or commissions to work with or anything like that. 

Well I was prepared to pay the price. I knew that I could be cast into practically total 
political oblivion. But then the following term when the Democrats became a bit more 
numerous then Powell made a play for the speakership and got some Republicans to vote 
for him. He got Republicans to vote for him, Babe McAvoy, Pete Miller and Augie Ruff. All 
he needed was three votes and he got the three votes, he got them from the Republicans 
and he became the Speaker. And here was the minority party producing the Speaker for 
the house. Very rarely has that  ever happened. I think that  happened only one other time 
in the history of the house. At any rate Paul became the Speaker. Now he wielded a lot 
of power whether he was Speaker or not. 

Q: Do you remember that  caucus action where Powell's group would not caucus wit 
rest of the . . . 
A: Oh sure. Yes I remember that  very well. They met separately, they met 
separately, They met somewhere near the state fairgrounds yes. That's typic 1 of 
Paul. He'd go near the state fairgrounds, near a track somewhere where the horses ere 
running. (chuckles) At any rate, Paul took all of his downstaters except Shapiro and ack 

recall. There may have been as many as five. But Paul held i t  separately. 

t 
Bairstow. There may have been one or two others. Those are the only two tqat I 

I 
! 

And we met. I forget whom we nominated. I t  probably was De La Cour. It probabli was 
De La Cour again but Paul took the speakership because he pulled the statue of liberty play 



on the Democrats and the Republicans both and went and got three Republican votes and 
became Speaker. He was pretty good a t  tha t  sort of thing. He had a lot of chips to cash 
in, and he could cash them in any time he wanted to. 

Q: What do you mean by chips tha t  he could cash in? 

A: He could go to the Chicago Republicans and demand tha t  three Republicans vote for 
him. And they did, three Republicans who held jobs controlled by the Cook County 
Democrats. I suppose there was some Democratic control tha t  played its part  there too. So 
those three made i t  possible to capture the speakership for Paul Powell tha t  year. Now 
I'm told tha t  the Republicans were mad and they were going to visit reprisals. I never saw 
anything visited on those three people by the Republicans tha t  ever amounted to 
anything. Maybe they were powerless, I don't know. But nothing ever happened to those 
three boys. And the Democrats I guess took good care of them in one way or another. 

Q: Yes sir. I guess in the 1964 election tha t  - I believe they were excluded from the ballot 
so apparently they got . . . 

A: By the Republicans yes. 

Q: Yes sir. Percy I think was insistent. 

A: Alright. Percy and Ogilvie both, right. Ogilvie, yes, now tha t  comes back to 
mind. Ogilvie and Percy both insisted that  they be kept off the ballot. 

Incidentally I think all three of them were Sanitary District employees. But they were 
beholden. And I think they were looking to their jobs. I suppose tha t  the Republicans who 
were in the legislature understood their plight and probably sympathized with them. 

You know, the Italians got all the blame for being the West Side Bloc but when you star t  
counting up the adherents I think you'll find more people without vowels a t  the end of their 
names than you found who were of Italian extraction. And that's the thing that  always 
irritated me very much because the newspapers, a t  least a t  tha t  time, were always talking 
about the Italians, the Italian members of the legislature. And that's something I always 
had to fight, tha t  the Italian members of the legislature were the West Side Bloc. 

I considered Paul Powell to be a leader, if not the leader, of the West Side Bloc. He was 
the spiritual, the physical, the intellectual and every other kind of a leader of the West Side 
Bloc. He's the guy tha t  kept me off the Crime Commission, you know, and here I was the 
sponsor of the bill. The only two people who voted against the bill he put on the State 
Crime Commission to investigate organized crime and its links, its connection with 
politics. And he kept me off and he put them on. Which is the West Side Bloc? Who 
is the West Side Bloc? you know. Paul Powell and his crowd from downstate. 

Paul could count on a t  least fifteen to eighteen people who never were near Italy, nor were 
their parents, nor their grandparents nor any of their forebears. All of them without vow- 
els, probably the most WASPish names that  you could find. And he had fifteen to eighteen 
votes tha t  he could throw in with what few Italians he could find. And yet Granata and 
some other members of the legislature with Italian names were always known as  the West 
Side Bloc without ever taking into consideration tha t  Paul Powell was calling the shots and 
supplying the votes. Ckrtainly they were Italians in it. But, by golly, I could find you a t  
least two dozen names of people who weren't Italian who were voting the same way for the 
same reasons as those boys of Italian extraction. 

Q: Now you're giving a little bit different connotation to the term West Side Bloc than just 
a location on the west side of Chicago. 



A: That's right because the West Side Bloc was known mainly for its opposition to anti-urime 
legislation, especially crime legislation that  went into ties between politics and crime, organ- 
ized crime, the syndicate, the Mafia. Certainly you had some Italian members blocking any 
attempts or trying to block attempts. I tasted that myself, not only from their hands but 
principally from Paul Powell's hand who could throw in fifteen to eighteen to two dozen 
votes. And yet the Italians got all the onus for being the West Side Bloc. The West Side 
Bloc was Paul Powell's motley group. 

And that can be documented. You can get patterns of voting. Paul Powell's people and 
the West Side Bloc. And Powell had his influence, sordid influence, in the senate, too. 

Q: Well let's see this was the Illinois Crime Investigating Committee that was set up. 1 

A: Yes sir. Yes that  was set up. It's not in existence anymore but I'll tell you ho that 
bill originated. That bill was not original with me. That bill came from A1 Jenner "I Bert 
Jenner, who is head of the Jenner and Block Law Firm who - with Lloyd Morey whb was 
a t  the University of Illinois a t  the time. Lloyd Morey and Bert Jenner were appointed to 
investigate the Hodge Scandal in 1956 - 1955, 1956. They were appointed to do that. One 
of their recommendations was a state legislative crime investigating commission. Jenner 
came down and spoke for that  bill. I asked Walter Reum - I don't know if you've )taken 
Walter's oral history - Walter Reum was the chief sponsor of that bill. I asked Walter 
if I could be a sponsor. He said, "Tony, we'd love to have you on. But it's an administration 
bill and we don't want people to get the idea that  it's not administration. It's an adminis- 
tration bill." Well i t  wasn't going anywhere. They bottled i t  up right away. If i t  was an 
administration bill, i t  certainly did not seem to have Stratton's support. Paul Powell's taking 
the speakership from the Republicans didn't bother Bill Stratton one bit, either. 

Q: Oh? 

A: No. Paul Powell and Bill Stratton were cooperative on a lot of things. Powell certainly 
helped Stratton win the 1956 gubernatorial election, They exchanged favors for each 
other. And Paul Powell in return gave Stratton the sales tax increase, sure, and against 
the wishes of the Cook County organization Democrats. And he had a t  least fifteen 
downstaters vote for Stratton's increase in the sales tax that  term. 

I remember in caucus I made Paul Powell so mad he walked out, the first time that  anybody's 
ever walked out of a caucus that  anybody could remember. I don't think anybody's walked 
out since. (chuckles) 

Q How did you make him so mad? 

A: Well I got up and I took him to task. And I told him that he was paying Siratton 
off. Nobody had the courage to tell him that, nobody had the gumption to say wh t was 
on everybody's mind and what everybody knew to be a fact. And I said, you know, ' ou're 
punishing poor people in the state and you're taxing milk and bread on the poor ople's 
table by increasing the sales tax. And you're doing i t  for your good friend, Bill St  atton, 
with whom you've always gotten along." At that time Bill Stratton was on h i s  iaY to 
Russia on some kind of a trade mission. And I said, "Bill Stratton must be laughing all 
the way to Russia the way he has cloven the Democratic party and made supporters out 
of Democrats of something that  was never a Democratic organization measure, the sales' 
tax," you know. 

He started to talk about Henry Horner then. He says, "Well Henry Horner brought, in the 
sales tax." I says, "Yes but he abolished the real property tax, the state real property tax 
was abolished," and we can still go with it. The law is still on the books and we can still 
go thirty cents per hundred dollars assessed valuation on real estate as a tax measure for 
the state. "But Horner gave that  up in lieu of the sales tax. What are you getting in return 



from Stratton tha t  Horner got?" You know. And I just put him on the defense stand so 
to speak and I cross-examined the hell out of this guy and I gave him a withering cross 
examination. And I said, "You're betraying the very people of your district. And," I said, 
"you did i t  only because this guy made you Speaker," you know. 

He gets up and first he said, about Horner, you know, this was typical of Paul Powell. He 
says - I don't know - he referred to Horner a s  a Jew, "A penny for the Jew," on the 
sales tax you know. That  offended a lot of people in the caucus. But t ha t  was his way 
of overcoming it. 

But I was the only guy tha t  spoke out. And because I spoke out against this guy and told 
him what I thought and what was on everybody's mind tha t  nobody else was saying, he 
walked out of the caucus. And I was very happy tha t  he walked out because I don't think 
he belonged in the Democratic party to begin with. Paul Powell was for Paul Powell. And 
I think tha t  subsequent events have borne tha t  out. I don't think he was the competent 
legislator tha t  some people say he is. Everything he got in the legislature came through 
either ill-gotten power or  ill-gotten gains. 

You couldn't touch racetracks while Paul was there, you couldn't. We didn't increase race- 
track taxes during all the time tha t  Paul Powell was in the legislature. Every tax on the 
books was being increased, all sorts of new taxes came in, but you could never touch the 
racetracks. And Ab Mikva and I got after them. 

Q: What did you think of him as  Speaker, his job as Speaker, tha t  he did? 

A: Well, what is the job of Speaker? What is the job of Speaker? Paul Powell could have 
accomplished what he did without being Speaker. Speaker is nothing but a traffic cop when 
you really come down to it. He  may have a certain amount of power with respect to calling 
bills or not calling bills, assignments to committees and tha t  sort of thing. But Paul Powell 
never exercised tha t  in my opinion in a fair, evenhanded or honest way. He had people 
to pay off and he paid them off. He had lobbies to take care of and he took care of 
them. When you're just a traffic cop regulating the flow of bills, you know, what competence 
does i t  take except a guy who knows how to wield the gavel. If you call t ha t  competence, 
he was a competent Speaker. But I can't think of a single thing and I can't point to any- 
thing and I don't think tha t  anybody else can point to anything that's a lasting monument 
to Paul Powell in tha t  legislature. Do you know of anything he's ever done? 

Q: Parimutuel betting . . . 

A: Well parimutuel betting for  harness racing sure. That's his baby. Those are his accom- 
plishments, you see. I'm sorry. The gentleman is deceased and he's not here to defend him- 
self but I think the record speaks for itself. There isn't anything I could say tha t  would 
embellish tha t  record. All I can do is point to i t  and say tha t  Paul Powell's power was 
built on the jobs tha t  he could get people. Paul Powell's power came from lobbies, and he 
could get a lot of favors from lobbies. Paul Powell's power came from his being given a 
certain amount of money in the form of campaign contributions. And Paul would go to 
different people and put two hundred dollars on this guy, a few hundred on this guy, a few 
hundred on the other guy, and he'd buy himself votes in tha t  legislature. He'd help these 
people out during the election campaigns. Sometimes pretty tough election 
campaigns. And Paul always got enough money to help these people and then have some- 
thing left over for himself you know. That's power. That's how power was built, by Powell 
a t  least, on jobs that  he could get from state  institutions, from private industry in lobbies 
he could command a lot of favors. 

He could command favors from the Chicago political organization despite the fact that  he 
was frequently a t  odds with them. He could get a lot of things but he knew tha t  he'd have 
to pay i t  back, so he probably stayed away from the Chicago organization a s  much as possible 



except when he needed a great big favor. But then i t  was a quid pro quo basis. If Powell 
got something everybody else wanted a share in it. And I think that what Powell did, he 
kept the lion's share for himself and he doled out what he had to. And he had a certain 
number of people that he could count on in the clutch to do whatever he wanted. He had 
chips to cash in, he helped people during the election campaigns. He may have helped them 
get votes on certain bills. And they had to be paid back. You know, I don't call that 
competence. I t  might be adeptness a t  getting votes. I t  might be adeptness a t  getting bills 
passed. But what kind of bills, you know. 

Whatever he did for Southern Illinois University was only because, you know, he helped to 
build it with appropriations. And Peters helped to build the University of Illinois with appro- 
priations. But they got a quid pro quo. I t  wasn't that they were interested in higher 
education. "How many more jobs does this give you in my area? How many more favors 
can I do for people in my area?" 

Q: It's been said that Powell was one of the first full-time legislators in that  he spent all 
of his time, not just six months of every other year, a t  being a politician. 

A: He darned well had to, as busy as he was out taking care of, not only - he did a good 
job for his constituents downstate. He had people help him with automobile licenses and 
hunting licenses and all the favors, the constituent favors, that a member of the legislature 
is expected to do for his constituents, especially in the downstate areas, as far south as he 
came from. People would go to him and they'd want special license plates. Or they'd want 
a hunting license. 

(taping stopped for telephone conversation, then resumed) 

A: People wanted jobs. Lobbies wanted legislation. He had a lot to do, certainly, i t  kept 
him very busy. I t  was a full-time job for him. 

Q: I understand that  he held sessions, as it were, in the St. Nicholas Hotel. Late in the eve- 
ning he would gather a group together for discussions or telling of war stories and thaq sort 
of thing. Did you ever join in any of those groups to listen to Paul Powell? 

A: Well, frankly, and I think I can say this without anybody ever having to correct me/ this 
is the first time I've heard of those sessions. ! 

Q: Oh? I 

A: Certainly I was never invited. If they were held I don't know what they discussed. I 
know that  Paul Powell must have had a lot of sessions somewhere a t  some time. But that 
he had these nightly sessions where they discussed what you're talking about, I don't 
know. For instance, you know, once a year the Department of Conservation would throw 
a great big wild game party. I don't know where they got the money for that, you know. I'm 
sure they weren't spending state money. I think the lobbies did that. But i t  was Paul 
Powell's party and the Department of Conservation did i t  for him, 

Now I can remember one such event that I went to just to see what i t  was like. I don't 
think that  they did this during the Republican administrations. I think that  this was done 
in Kerner's administration. I t  may have happened during the Republican administration. I 
remember this one because all of the members of the house were i-nvited to the thing, all 
of the members of the legislature. They were quite sumptuous affairs. I mean they had 
venison, and they had quail and pheasant and rabbit and everything else you can think 
of. I'm not a connoisseur of wild game. Frankly I don't like it. But I went there and I 
think I fed mostly on rice. I t  was a very elaborate affair. And i t  must have cost somebody 
a pretty penny. I'm told i t  wasn't state money. I'm told i t  was lobby. That's the only 
affair I ever went to that  ever was connected with Paul Powell. But as I say I never knew 



about these sessions and I wouldn't go if I were invited. Just  in case it's been lost on you, 
I've never had much respect for Paul Powell. 

Q: (chuckles) Yes sir. 

A: And I say tha t  knowing that  the man is deceased and I don't like to say that,  but, you 
know, I just think tha t  he was an  evil influence in Illinois politics and was for a long time, 
tha t  a man of tha t  kind of talent could have channeled tha t  talent in more constructive and 
useful channels and didn't do it. I t  was either for jobs or  i t  was either for lobbies and usu- 
ally the most unwholesome lobbies, you know. It's certainly true tha t  wherever i t  suited 
his interests he would vote for mental health measures, he would vote for school measures 
and that  sort of thing. But I can tell you this, if there was a lobby strong enough and with 
grease enough to interest Paul Powell, Paul Powell would defeat even those bills. And he 
was known on a number of occasions to do that. Didn't make any difference if i t  was edu- 
cation or mental health, if i t  suited his purpose and i t  fit in with his grand scheme, you 
know. 

The man must have been a terrible victim of his own cupidity because all I think he could 
do is go into his hotel room or his safe or wherever he kept his money and just throw i t  
around and go, "Wheeeee," you know. That's all he could do with i t  because he was clever 
enough, I think he was astute enough, to know tha t  if he ever spent more money than he 
showed tha t  he made on his income tax returns the federal government could make a net 
worth case out of it. And he knew what happened to those guys against whom net worth 
cases were built, starting with A1 Capone which is the classic net worth case. So he must 
have known i t  and he was a victim of his own greed. He couldn't spend this money, he 
couldn't without being detected. I think he just amassed money for the sake of having 
money. You know, what  does tha t  tell you about a man? 

Q: There was some indication tha t  he held interest in becoming governor. Did you ever hear 
of that  in the wind, tha t  concern of his? 

A: Oh i t  was always bruited about but I would have to say in a most idle way. I don't 
think tha t  anybody ever seriously talked about Paul a s  a candidate for governor. I don't 
see how the man could ever be elected. The state of Illinois would have to be completely 
depraved to elect a man with his kind of a record. You know, i t  was a matter of record 
tha t  he brought parimutuel betting into the legislature. The newspapers would never toler- 
ate  Paul Powell for a candidate. And don't think tha t  some newspapers didn't make i t  a 
point to seek Paul Powell when they needed him for their own purposes. 

Q: Can you think of an  example of . 

A: Oh sure. When you had bills tha t  affected newspapers. I know tha t  Ab Mikva and I 
introduced a bill to increase the franchise tax on corporations and one to extend the capital 
stock tax on foreign corporations. That  franchise tax hadn't been touched in God knows 
how many decades. Well newspapers themselves are interested in i t  especially if you're 
going to tax a little bit more the foreign corporations, and some of them are foreign corpora- 
tions you know. 

SESSION 5, TAPE 11, SIDE 2 

A: You had numerous instances where he was very friendly with some newspaper 
people. And whenever the particular reporter thought that  a bill was harmful to his partic- 
ular paper, well, he'd go talk to Paul. And we'd see the results of it. You know, you can't 
keep those things quiet very long. You can't keep them secret. Sometimes he was rather 
outspoken about i t  too. 



Sometimes they'd climb on him mercilessly but they didn't refrain from looking him up when 
they needed him. They had respect for that kind of power and they cashed in on i t  whenever 
it served their own particular purposes, see? But on the whole I think he was a terrible 
evil influence on the state. And I repeat that if he had channelized that energy and that  
talent of his toward constructive uses instead of on racetracks and favoring the criminal 
element, the organized criminal element, and that  sort of thing, I think that the state would 
have been a lot better off and he might have a more lasting monument than the one he 
had to create for himself down in J.ohnson County a t  his own expense. 

Q: (chuckles) I see. Just in the mechanics, the orderliness of the control by the Speaker, 
how would you compare Warren Wood who preceded Powell as Speaker with Powell? 

A: Warren was smooth. He was very effective. That's not to say that Paul Powell wasn't 
effective. But I think that Warren had more grace and more style, more class. I regard 
them both as highly intelligent. Warren Wood was the kind of a guy who wouldn't partici- 
pate in the things that  Paul Powell did, but he never did anything too much to try to stop 
it either or to cry out against it. You know, that's the sad part of it, that there were a 
lot of good people like Warren down there who could have done something about stopping 
it, who could have done something about crying out. They knew things. They knew even 
the most intimate things that  were going on. Today a guy who is engaged in Paul Powell's 
type of activity would be in federal prison. And lf Paul had lived long enough and if he 
were active enough after he had lived long enough, he'd be joining some of these people who 
have served time in jail because of their activity, A lot of them he started himself. A lot 
of these people who subsequently served time after his death, and who were prosecuted by 
the federal government over here, a lot of those people were in Paul Powell's enclave, there's 
no doubt about it. Doing business with him. I think that Warren Wood was a real classy 
and competent individual. That's not to say that  Paul wasn't competent and 
intelligent. But he certainly didn't have class, no way. 

Q: You mentioned the Hodge scandal that  was uncovered, I guess, in 1956 and the inqesti- 
gation made and then the legislation that  resulted from that  was passed in 1957. 

A: Right. No, 1963. 

Q: Sir? 

A: In 1963, It took - that legislation was introduced in 1957, okay? It was reintroduced 
in 1959 and 1961. I t  didn't pass till 1963. 

Q: Oh. What types of legislation was that? the doing away with the auditor? 

A: Oh, oh, oh, no. There were other bills besides the state crime commission. Some of 
those bills - some of the other bills passed. Some of the bills to control procedures in 
auditing were passed, But - alright, with respect to controlling auditing procedures some 
of those bills passed. But it's significant that  the one bill - the one bill that  would have 
gone into ties between organized crime and politics, and Hodge was most definitely connected 
with the most sordid elements in organized crime. He had people on the payroll who were 
doing work for hoodlums, for gangsters, for Mafia people, you know. And that  all came out 
in the investigation. Some of i t  hit the papers and some of i t  didn't. Some of i t  was secret 
grand jury testimony. But, you know, in Springfield everybody knew what was going on. 

So to tighten up auditing procedures, those bills passed, but to investigate links between 
organized crime and politics, that  bill didn't pass until 1963 and only by an extraordinary 
concatenation of events, And that  is Alderman Lewis was killed. South Cook County book- 
ie joints were raided. Ogilvie's bill to put sheriffs on a merit system was railroadeq out 
of the Executive Committee, I think i t  was sent to the Municipalities Committee wher4 the 
crime element had friends. Ask A1 Hackmeister - well, you can't ask him anymore - 'poor 


























































































































































































































