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This o r a l  h i s t o r y  of Victor de Grazia 's  p a r t i c i p a t i o n  i n  the  
adminis t ra t ion  of Governor Dan Walker i s  a product of "Eyewitness 
I l l i n o i s , "  a program of the  Oral History Office of Sangamon S t a t e  
University. The p ro jec t  was made poss ib le  i n  p a r t  by a grant  Erom the  
I l l i n o i s  Humanities Council i n  cooperation with the  National Endowment 
f o r  the  Humanities. Additional f i n a n c i a l  support w a s  provided by 
C a t e r p i l l a r  Tractor  Company, Arthur Andersen & Co., Canteen Corporation, 
Shelby Cullom Davis Foundation, Susan Cooke House Trust  and the  MacArthur 
Foundation. Central  t o  t h i s  program is  a convict ion t h a t  the  business of 
the  governor deserves l a r g e r  and b e t t e r  public  understanding, and t h a t  
o r a l  h i s to ry  o f f e r s  a d i s t i n c t i v e  way of supplying it. 

Victor d e  Grazia was deputy t o  the  governor Erom January 1973 t o  January 
1977. A long-time f r i end  and assoc ia te  of Governor Walker, M r .  de Grazia 
has been involved i n  I l l i n o i s  p o l i t i c s  s ince  the  e a r l y  1950s. I n  1956 he 
managed the  primary campaign of independent Democrat Abner Mikva f o r  
state representat ive.  M r .  de  Grazia served as the  f i r s t  executive 
d i r e c t o r  of the  Committee on I l l i n o i s  Government where he met Dan Walker, 
the  dr iv ing force  behind forming the  group. He was a l s o  executive 
d i r e c t o r  of the  Democratic Federat ion of I l l i n o i s ,  a group of independent 
Democrats dedicated t o  reforming the  s t a t e  Democratic party. 

Mr. de  Grazia's f i r s t  pos i t ion  i n  government was a s  executive d i r e c t o r  of 
the  Board of Economic Development under Governor Otto Kerner. Later  he 
served a s  executive d i r e c t o r  of the  Maremont Foundation and a s s i s t a n t  
d i r e c t o r  (under Dan Walker) of the  inves t iga t ion  following r i o t s  a t  the  
1968 Democratic National Convention i n  Chicago. After working on Adlai 
Stevenson's 1970 campaign f o r  t h e  U. S. Senate, M r .  de  Grazia became 
Walker's campaign manager when he announced, later i n  1970, his i n t e n t i o n  
t o  run f o r  governor. 

M r .  de Grazia 's  wide experience i n  I l l i n o i s  government and p o l i t i c s  
prepared him well  f o r  h i s  p a r t i c i p a t i o n  i n  the  Walker adminis t ra t ion ,  and 
provides a unique perspect ive  from which t o  comment on governmental 
a f f a i r s  and the people involved. H e  expresses s t rong opinions a s  well  as 
providing i n  t h i s  memoir a wealth of personal  r eco l l ec t ions  which enhance 
our underatanding of Democratic p o l i t i c s  i n  I l l i n o i s  and the  behind- 
the-scenes workings of government. 



Readers of the o r a l  h i s to ry  should bear i n  mind t h a t  it  is a t r a n s c r i p t  
of the spoken word. Its informal, conversational s t y l e  represents  a 
de l ibe ra te  attempt t o  encourage candor and t o  tap the  n a r r a t o r ' s  memory. 
However, persons in te res ted  i n  l i s t e n i n g  t o  the  tapes should understand 
t h a t  e d i t o r i a l  considerat ions produced a t e x t  t h a t  d i f f e r s  somewhat from 
the  o r i g i n a l  recordings. Both the  recordings and t h i s  t r a n s c r i p t  should 
be regarded as a primary h i s t o r i c a l  source, as no e f f o r t  was made t o  
correc t  o r  challenge the  narra tor .  The conclusions and asse r t ions  do not 
necessar i ly  represent  the viewe of the  I l l i n o i s  Humanities Council, ' t he  
National Endowment fo r  t h e  Humanities, Sangamon State University, o r  
other eponsors, nor a r e  these i n s t i t u t i o n s  responsible fo r  the  f a c t u a l  
accuracy of the  memoir. 

The tape recorded interviews were conducted by Marilyn H. Immel during 
the  summer and f a l l  of 1981. M s .  I m r n e l  was born i n  1943 i n  Wichita, 
Kansas. She received a bachelor's degree i n  Russian language and 
l i t e r a t u r e  from Northwestern University i n  1965. While r a i s i n g  two 
chi ldren she was ac t ive ly  involved with the  League of Women Voters i n  
Springfield,  I l l i n o i s ,  working primari ly i n  the  areas  of e l e c t i o n  laws 
and government. In  1977 she returned to  school i n  order t o  pursue a 
master 's degree i n  p o l i t i c a l  science. She was associated with t h e  Oral 
History Office of Sangamon S t a t e  University from January of 1981 u n t i l  
August, 1983. 

Jackie  Barnea transcribed the  tapes and, a f t e r  the  t r ansc r ip t ions  were 
edi ted  by Me. bumel and reviewed by M r .  de  Grazia, Linda Jett prepared 
the  typescript .  Florence Hardin compiled the  index. Francie Staggs and 
Carol Marshall a s s i s t e d  i n  the  pre-interview research. Marilyn Immel 
supervised the  artwork, photographic layout and production. The I l l i n o i s  
S t a t e  H i s t o r i c a l  Library provided valuable ass i s t ance  i n  the  research 
e f f o r t .  

This o r a l  h i s to ry  may be read, quoted and c i t e d  f ree ly .  It may not be 
reproduced in whole o r  i n  p a r t  by any means, e l ec t ron ic  o r  mechanical, 
without wr i t t en  permission from the  Oral History Office, Sangamon S t a t e  
University, Springfield,  I l l i n o i s  62708. 
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Ju ly  8, 1981, Tape 1, Side  1 

Q: I ' d  l i k e  you t o  begin by going i n t o  your background, where you come 
from and, I guess ,  how you got  t o  t h e  Walker admin i s t r a t i on  i n  1972. 

A: Well, o r i g i n a l l y  I w a s  going t o  be a psychoanalyst and I went t o  t h e  
Univers i ty  of Chicago and I was i n  pre-med. Then I decided . t h a t  
psychoanalysis  w a s  no t  an e f f i c i e n t  enough t o o l  t o  d e a l  wi th  t h e  numbers 
of problems, and I decided I w a s  going t o  go i n t o  biochemistry because 
I ' m  convinced t h a t  t h a t ' s  t h e  rou te  t h a t  u l t i m a t e l y  t h e  t reatment  of 
mental i l l n e s s  w i l l  take.  And i t  happened that--I'm a musician--I 
t r a n s f e r r e d  a t  t h i s  po in t  t o  Lake Fores t  College. I was working wi th  
emotional ly d i s tu rbed  ch i ldren .  And, I was s ing ing  i n  t h e  c h o i r  and 
sometimes conducting t h e  cho i r ,  and t h e  dean of t h e  Department of Music 
asked m e  t o  w r i t e  a p i ece  of music f o r  t h e  c h o i r ,  which I d id  and which 
was performed, and I was so exci ted  about t h e  i d e a  of wr i t i ng  music and 
hear ing  my own music performed t h a t  I decided t o  throw everything over 
and go t o  music school.  So, I went t o  t h e  Chicago Conservatory of Music. 
A f r iend of mine taught  there .  It g e t s  a l i t t l e  complicated because what 
happened was, t h e  Chicago Conservatory of Music on i ts ca ta logue  s a i d ,  
"approved" or  some word l i k e  t h a t .  And I assumed t h a t  i t  meant i t  was 
p a r t  of the r egu la r ,  what i s  t h a t  ca l l ed?  

Q: The a c c r e d i t a t i o n ?  

A: Yes, of the North Cent ra l  Associat ion.  

Q: Yes. 



A: It turned out  i t  wasn't ,  and how I learned  t h a t ,  un fo r tuna te ly ,  was I 
appl ied  f o r  a fe l lowship  a t  Stanford and they wrote back and they s a i d ,  
"Wonderful, we'd love  t o  have you except t h a t  your school is  no t  
accredi ted."  And t h a t ' s  how I found out .  A t  t he  same time I was i n  
s eve re  f i n a n c i a l  straits so I j u s t  had t o  drop out .  So I stopped and go t  
a job. 

How I g o t  i n t o  p o l i t i c s  from there--my b ro the r  is a  lawyer and he and 
Abner Mikva were c l o s e  f r i e n d s  and r i v a l s  a t  t h e  Univers i ty  of Chicago 
Law School. A s  a  matter of f a c t ,  they  fought i t  out  f o r  edi tor- in-chief  
of t h e  law review. And my b ro the r  had s a i d  t o  me t h a t  he thought I 
should meet Ab, t h a t  he thought t h a t  Ab was t h e  kind of guy t h a t  would be 
a good candida te  and a man who would want t o  be i n  p o l i t i c s .  So, Ab and 
I met and we ta lked  about p o l i t i c s  and w e  l i k e d  each o the r  very much, and 
h i s  very  c l o s e  f r i e n d ,  a man by the name of E l l i o t t  Epstein,  and I once 
had lunch with him and on the  spur  of t he  moment s a i d  t o  him, "You should 
run f o r  s t a t e  l e g i s l a t u r e . "  

Q: Now what year  was t h i s ?  

A: This  would be 1955. Ab sa id  he would, and so we s t a r t e d  a campaign. 

Q: And you had not  been involved i n  p o l i t i c s  a t  a l l  before  t h a t  time? 

A: No, wel l ,  I have t h r e e  b ro the r s ,  my o l d e s t  b ro ther  and my--I don ' t  
know whether you can c a l l  him my second brother-are both PhD p o l i t i c a l  
s c i e n t i s t s ,  and my f a t h e r  was always i n t e r e s t e d  i n  p o l i t i c s .  P o l i t i c s  
was always a  p a r t  of our family d iscuss ions .  My f a t h e r  was an a rden t  New 
Dealer and he brought us  a l l  up t h a t  way. So, what happened then was 1 
became Mikva's campaign manager i n  1956 i n  the primary i n  which he bea t  
t h e  r egu la r  organiza t ion .  Yes, he was the  f i r s t  Democrat t o  ever  bea t  
t h e  r e g u l a r  Democratic o rgan iza t ion  f o r  s t a t e  r ep re sen ta t ive .  Then he 
was e l ec t ed  and went t o  Sp r ing f i e ld  and I was h i s  campaign manager 
t h e r e a f t e r .  He d i d n ' t  have too much t r o u b l e  u n t i l  he decided t o  run f o r  
Congress i n  1966 and I was h i s  campaign manager f o r  t h a t  one which he 
l o s t .  A very tough f i g h t .  And then  I was h i s  campaign manager i n  1968 
when he w a s  s e l e c t e d  as t h e  Democratic candida te  by t h e  r egu la r  
organiza t ion .  

Now, I guess  t o  go back t o  t h e  beginning . . . i n  1956 a f t e r  t he  Mikva 
campaign, t h a t  was t h e  sp r ing ,  he d i d n ' t  need me i n  t h e  f a l l  because i t  
w a s  a  Democratic d i s t r i c t .  So, I needed a job. There w a s  a  group c a l l e d  
t h e  Committee on I l l i n o i s  Government. I don ' t  know how much you know 
about  t h a t  but  t h e  founders w e r e  a  group of very ,  very b r i g h t  and 
distinguished--now d i s t i ngu i shed  but  then soon t o  be dis t inguished--  
people.  They were formed a f t e r  Stevenson was defeated f o r  p re s iden t  i n  
1952 and was no longer  governor,  and these  were mainly people who had 
worked i n  t h e  Stevenson admin i s t r a t i on .  The d r iv ing  f o r c e  behind forming 
t h e  group was Dan Walker, and he was i t s  f i r s t  chairman. I was h i r ed  as 
t h e i r  f i r s t  execut ive  d i r e c t o r  and t h a t  was i n  1956. Its chairman then 
w a s  J i m  Clement and then  Frank Fisher  succeeded him. But i t ' s  r e a l l y  
i n t e r e s t i n g  i f  you look a t  t he  members of t h a t  group. For example, Tom 
Su l l i van  who was t h e  U.S. a t to rney .  J i m  Moran who was a  f e d e r a l  judge, 
Adla i  Stevenson I11 was a member of i t ,  and Dan Walker of course.  And 
those  who were i n  p r i v a t e  p r a c t i c e  a r e  a l l  a t  t he  top of t he  l e g a l  
profess ion .  They were all lawyers then. I was the  only nonlawyer. 



Anyway, so  I was execut ive  d i r e c t o r  and t h a t ' s  how I f i r s t  met Dan 
Walker. And my knowledge of Dan Walker was t h a t  he w a s  no t  very  h e l p f u l  
t o  t h e  Committee on I l l i n o i s  Government (CIG) and by then  he  had put  i n  a 
few years; he had g o t t e n  i t  going and he was s t a r t i n g  t o  bu i ld  a c a r e e r  
f o r  himself a s  a lawyer. And so ,  he d id  no t  have t h e  t i m e ,  t h e  voluntee'r 
t i m e ,  p l u s  t h e  f a c t  t h a t  you a l s o  had very s t rong  egos, and guys who were 
former chairmen j u s t  hated l i k e  h e l l  t o  come and s i t  around and watch t h e  
cu r r en t  chairman run th ings .  (chuckles) So they  usua l ly  dropped . . . 
they d i d n ' t  drop out  but  they  decreased t h e i r  i n t e r e s t .  

Q: What w a s  t h e  focus of t h e  group? 

A: Well, i t  was formed o r i g i n a l l y  t o  keep a watch on S t r a t t o n .  And we 
put  out  a t h i s g  c a l l e d  t h e  "S t r a t ton  Record" which became a Democratic 
campaign document. We d id  lobbying, w e  kept on proposing th ings  l i k e  t h e  
income t a x ,  t h e  s t a t e  income t a x ,  and we'd appear before  t h e  Democratic 
platform and they'd sn i cke r ,  you know, a s  we proposed i t .  

One of the  amusing s i d e l i g h t s  on t h a t  was t h a t  we had prepared a package 
of an t i -cor rupt ion  b i l l s ,  e s p e c i a l l y  on lobbying, c o n t r o l  of l o b b y i s t s ,  
and w e  had given t h e  package t o  B i l l  Lynch who was then  the Democratic 
l eade r  i n  t h e  sena te ,  a former l a w  p a r t n e r  of Mayor ~ a l e y ' s .  Well, B i l l  
Lynch was on vaca t ion  when t h e  Hodge scandal  broke and they reached him 
wherever he was, ou t  West somewhere on vaca t ion ,  and they asked him, 
w e l l ,  what d id  he  th ink ,  what was he  going t o  do? And he  s a i d ,  "Well, i t  
j u s t  happens t h a t  I have a package of b i l l s  t h a t  I 've been reviewing t o  
c o n t r o l  t h ings  l i k e  that ."  ( l augh te r )  That w a s  r e a l l y  an example of how 
a p o l i t i c i a n  can move quickly. He had no i n t e n t i o n  of doing i t ,  but  he 
d id .  M t e r  t h a t  happened, then he introduced those  b i l l s .  They never 
went anywhere but  he d id  in t roduce  them. Okay, so  t h a t  was C I G  i n  t h e  
beginning. 

A group then formed around Steve Mi tche l l  c a l l e d  the Democratic 
Federat ion of I l l i n o i s .  Paul  Simon w a s ,  I th ink ,  t h e  f i r s t  p re s iden t  o r  
chairman of t h e  group. A man named Arnold Maremont who was a wealthy, 
l i b e r a l  Democrat was involved i n  t h e  formation of i t  too  because he 
bel ieved t h a t  t h e  Daley regime w a s  bad f o r  t h e  Democratic pa r ty  and he 
wanted t o  change it. DFI, t h e  Democratic Federa t ion  of I l l i n o i s ,  was 
modeled a f t e r  t h e  C a l i f o r n i a  c lub  system. And . . . 
Q: What's t h e  C a l i f o r n i a  c lub  system? 

)_I 

A: Well, i n  C a l i f o r n i a  they r e a l l y  have no s t a t ewide  p a r t y  kind of 
opera t ion .  They have c lubs ,  s o  you'd have a Los Angeles Democratic Club. 

Q: I see. 
J 

A: So, we s e t  up c lubs  around t h e  s t a t e .  And I guess a t  our  high po in t  
we probably had somewhere between t h r e e  and f i v e  thousand members, I 
r e a l l y  can' t remember. 

Q: But t hese  were independent Democrats . . . 
A: Right ,  r i g h t .  



Q: . . . who needed a  p l ace  t o  meet o u t s i d e  of t he  r egu la r  Democratic 
par ty?  

A: Right. And they were spread a l l  over t he  s t a t e .  And we had a  
platform of reforms t h a t  we wanted t o  propose. P o l i t i c a l  reform i s  
r e a l l y  a f a s c i n a t i n g  th ing .  1 became t h e  execut ive  d i r e c t o r  of t he  DFI. 
And whi le  I was execut ive  d i r e c t o r  t h e  granddaddy c lub  i n  t he  country,  a  
l i b e r a l  Democratic c lub ,  t h e  Lexington Democratic Club i n  New York, were 
c e l e b r a t i n g  t h e i r  t e n t h  anniversary  and they asked me t o  come and be one 
of t h e  speakers.  So, I spoke about what we were t ry ing  t o  do i n  I l l i n o i s  
and how one of our g r e a t e s t  reform measures was t h a t  we were t r y i n g  t o  
g e t  t h e  law changed so t h a t  we would e l e c t  p rec inc t  cap ta ins  i n  Chicago 
who would then e l e c t  t h e i r  ward committeemen. And a f t e r  I s a i d  t h a t ,  I 
sensed a s t r ange  r e a c t i o n  i n  t h e  audience, and i t  was so obvious t h a t  T 
stopped and I asked what was wrong. Well, i t  turned out  t h a t  t h e i r  b i g  
reform was--they had that--they wanted t o  go t o  d i r e c t  e l e c t i o n  of t h e i r  
ward committeemen which we had, r i g h t ?  But t h e i r  reform was the  reverse .  
Reform i s  j u s t  what you don' t  have. ( laughter )  I n  p o l i t i c a l  
o rgan iza t ions  a t  l e a s t .  

Anyway, Arnold Maremont was t r e a s u r e r  of t h e  DFT and he and I had become 
f r i e n d s ,  and he w a s  very  impressed with me a s  a  person who was i n  
sympathy with h i s  p o l i t i c a l  views, and he was very i n f l u e n t i a l  i n  t h e  
organiza t ion .  And t h e r e  w a s  a  convention he re  i n  Chicago t o  e l e c t  t h e  
f i r s t  permanent chairman of t he  DFI. Dan Walker was t h e r e  and w a s  
th inking  of running. Maremont s a i d  t o  t h e  Walker suppor te rs  t h a t  he 
would underwri te  my s a l a r y  f o r  a  year  i f  Dan Walker were t h e  one who 
became chairman. Because he f e l t  t h a t  Walker was the  bes t ;  a s  he was. 
There was a  g r e a t  f i g h t  bu t ,  wi th  t h a t  support ,  Dan Walker became e l e c t e d  
chairman. I w a s  named execut ive  d i r e c t o r .  And t h a t  w a s  t he  beginning of 
Dan and my c l o s e  working r e l a t i o n s h i p  i n  p o l i t i c s ,  so t h i s  would be 1957 
I guess.  1957, 1958 somewhere along the re .  

Q: And what was your t i t l e ?  

A: Executive Di rec to r .  My f i r s t  r e a l  memory of Dan Walker a s  a  person 
t o  admire was . . . we had our f i r s t  s ta tewide  ga ther ing  down i n  
Bloomington. And we were expect ing t r o u b l e  from people who had opposed 
us  and we knew t h e r e  would be a l l  kinds of f i g h t s  over t h e  c o n s t i t u t i o n  
and a l l  t h a t  s o r t  of s t u f f .  So, Dan and I a r r i v e d  e a r l y  and we spent  
most of our t i m e  p o l i t i c k i n g  with va r ious  people. 

Q: This  was a f t e r  h i s  e l e c t i o n ?  

A: Yes. The f i r s t  s ta tewide  meeting a f t e r  h i s  e l ec t ion .  And so w e  were 
meeting with va r ious  people and doing' t he  usua l  p o l i t i c a l  t h ing  we do. 
It must have been, I ' d  say probably one- th i r ty ,  two o 'c lock  i n  t h e  
morning when we f i n i shed .  And so w e  went up i n  t he  e l eva to r  and walked 
down t h e  h a l l  and I s a i d ,  "Well, goodnight Dan." And he s a i d ,  "What do 
you mean goodnight?" I s a i d ,  " I ' m  going t o  bed." He s a i d ,  "No, no, 
we've got  work t o  do." So, we went i n t o  h i s  room and he took out  two 
black notebooks and gave me one. And i n  t h e  notebook was l i s t e d ,  page by 
page, every a c t i o n  t h a t  needed t o  be taken. And we went through t h a t  
book, page by page, decided, was t h a t  a c t i o n  t h e  a c t i o n  we wanted taken ,  
and i f  so who should make t h e  motion, who should second the  motion, who 



should l ead  the  d iscuss ion .  When I l e f t  t h e  room about t h r e e - t h i r t y  o r  
fou r ,  I w a s  t o t a l l y  bowled over by the  way h i s  mind operated.  B i l l  
Redmond has s a i d  t h a t  Dan Walker was the  smar tes t  governor he has  ever  
served under,  and from my knowledge of governors,  t h a t  is c e r t a i n l y  t rue .  
So t h a t  was t he  DFI. The beginning. 

Q: So t h a t  was i n  1957 and you . . . 
A: It must have been l a t e ,  i t  must have been i n  1958. 

Q: Okay. That was an  ongoing commitment t h a t  you had. I n  1959 w a s  when 
Governor Walker went be fo re  t h e  slatemaking committee f o r  a t t o rney  
genera l .  Were you involved i n  t h a t ?  

A: Yes, yes. 

Q: Was t h a t  t h e  next  event?  

A: Yes, t he  next  big . . . yes. (pause) Now, he went before  t h e  
s latemakers  and he met wi th  Daley, and we were t o l d  t h e  n igh t  before  t h e  
s l a t e  was t o  be announced t h a t  he was on t h e  t i c k e t ,  t h a t  he w a s  s l a t e d .  
The next  morning, as a mat te r  of f a c t ,  I came over t o  h i s  law o f f i c e  and 
we were wr i t i ng  the  s ta tement  ( laughs) ,  and got  a  c a l l  saying,  W e l l ,  
sorry"; he had been bumped. Now t h e r e  a r e  two explana t ions  given f o r  why 
he was bumped of f  t he  t i c k e t .  One was, a t  t h a t  time Dan l i v e d  i n  
Deer f ie ld .  A bu i lde r  by t h e  name af  Morris Milgram had bought some land 
i n  Dee r f i e ld  and w a s  going t o  b u i l d  i n t e g r a t e d  housing, f o r  t he  f i r s t  
t ime br ing  blacks i n t o  Deer f ie ld .  Immediate uproar ,  of course,  i n  t h e  
community. Dan became the  c e n t r a l  f i g u r e  of t he  group support ing 
Milgram, support ing t h e  development, and because of t h a t  became a very 
hated o b j e c t  t o  a  l o t  of people i n  Deer f ie ld .  It 's a very  conserva t ive  
community. Some people say t h a t  a t  the  slatemaking committee t h a t  was 
r a i s e d  by somebody who wanted t o  knock him ou t  saying he would have t o  
defend himself a g a i n s t  t h e  charge a l l  around t h e  s t a t e .  "Why should w e  
have a  candida te  l i k e  t h a t ? "  I don' t be l i eve  t h a t .  

I was t o l d  by a r e l i a b l e  source t h a t  what r e a l l y  happened w a s  t h a t  B i l l  
C lark  had been s l a t e d  t o  run  f o r  s e c r e t a r y  of s t a t e .  He d id  not  want t o  
run f o r  s e c r e t a r y  of s t a t e  because he would have had t o  run a g a i n s t  
Carpent ie r ,  Carpent ie r  had a  phenomenal popular i ty .  But Bill Clark ' s  
mother went t o  see Daley. Now, B i l l  C lark ' s  f a t h e r  had been a s ses so r ,  
very  powerful f i gu re .  And B i l l  C lark ' s  mothel: went t o  Daley and s a i d ,  
according t o  t h i s  person, "You promised my husband on h i s  death bed t h a t  
you would take  c a r e  of my B i l l y  and he wants t o  be a t t o r n e y  genera l .  He 
doesn ' t  want t o  run  f o r  s e c r e t a r y  of s t a t e . "  Now I b e l i e v e  t h a t ,  because 
Daley w a s  very moved by those  family kinds of th ings .  Much more than 
o t h e r  things.  The o ld  r e l a t i o n s h i p s  were th ings  t h a t  he r e l i e d  on and he 
would honor. So, i t ' s  my b e l i e f  t h a t  t h a t  was t h e  reason Dan was knocked 
o f f  t h e  ticket. So, he went back t o  p r a c t i c i n g  law. I don' t know what I 
d id .  

Q: You don ' t  know what you d id?  

A: ( laughs)  1 ' m  t r y i n g  t o  th ink  what I d i d  i n  t h a t  period. 



Q: Then he was p r a c t i c i n g  law and t h e r e  were no more a t tempts  t o  run him 
f o r  anything . . . 
A: No, w e l l  t h i s  w a s  . . . 
Q: . . . through t h e  1960's. What was happening during t h a t  per iod of 
t ime from 1959 t o  say ,  1968 when he became so v i s i b l e ?  

A: Oh, we were f r i e n d s ,  we would t a l k  about va r ious  o f f i c e s ,  but  t h e r e  
was no s t rong  movement. 

Q: Had he s o r t  of l o s t  i n t e r e s t  i n  running f o r  o f f i c e ?  It d i d n ' t  seem 
t o  be a burning d e s i r e  f o r  him? 

A: Yes, i t 's  hard t o  say;  i t  w a s  always t h e r e  but  i t  was no t  a t  t he  top 
of t h e  agenda. Oh t h a t ' s  r i g h t ,  so  t h a t  was 1960's; yes ,  t h a t ' s  r i g h t  
because i t  was t h e  1960 e l e c t i o n ,  r i g h t .   hat's r i g h t .   hat's when I 
f i r s t  went i n t o  government wi th  Kerner and then l e f t  and s e t  up t h e  
Maremont Foundation. 

Q: What job d id  you hold i n  t he  Kerner adminis t ra t ion?  

A: What d i d  I do f o r  Kerner? Af te r  Kerner w a s  e l e c t e d  . . . Maremont 
had been one of h i s  suppor te rs ,  l a r g e  f i n a n c i a l  suppor te r ,  and they l i k e d  
each o the r .  A t  t h a t  t ime I had a l i t t l e  consul t ing  organiza t ion  and I 
suggested t o  Maremont and he then t o  Kerner, t h a t  economic development 
w a s  probably t h e  b e s t  p o l i t i c a l  v e h i c l e  t h a t  a governor could r i d e ,  and 
t h a t  I l l i n o i s  had a b s o l u t e l y  z i l c h  i n  t he  way of an economic development 
program. And what Maremont d id  was t h a t  he h i r e d  me t o  do a s tudy of a l l  
t h e  s t a t e s '  economic development programs and make a proposal  f o r  Kerner, 
which I d id .  And I met wi th  Kerner and we discussed it and he l i k e d  i t ,  
and he asked m e  t o  come i n  and implement it. 

A t  t h a t  t i m e  t h e  only economic development program w a s  wit,hin t h e  
Department of R e g i s t r a t i o n  and Education. There was a t i t l e  c a l l e d ,  
Superintendent of I n d u s t r i a l  Planning and Development, and i t  w a s  an  
a b s o l u t e  washout kind of th ing .  What I proposed was a Board of Economic 
Development which would be cha i red  by t h e  governor and have a s  i ts  
members those members of t he  cab ine t  who had t h e  most s u b s t a n t i a l  impact 
on economic development i n  t h e  s t a t e .  So w e  set i t  up, got  i t  through 
t h e  leg is la ture- -very  d i f f i c u l t  job--and I became i ts  execut ive  d i r e c t o r .  
So, I was t h e  execut ive  d i r e c t o r  of t h e  Board of Economic Development of 
t h e  state under Kerner. And t h i s  l a s t e d  u n t i l  t h e r e  was t h i s  t e r r i b l e  
f a l l i n g  out  between Maremont and Kerner over t h e  Publ ic  Aid Commission, 
and when Maremont l e f t  government he asked me t o  l eave  wi th  him and s e t  
up t h i s  foundat ion t o  r e h a b i l i t a t e  housing f o r  low and moderate income 
people,  which I d id .  And I d i d  t h a t  through t h e  rest of t he  1960'9, i n  
Chicago and Ca l i fo rn i a  and New York. 

Q: Did your leav ing  c r e a t e  bad f e e l i n g s  between you and Governor Kerner? 

A: It's funny i t  wouldn't have. I t 's  a kind of long s t o r y  but  i t ' s  a 
s t o r y  of r e a l l y  t h e  way government ope ra t e s  and t h e  kinds of things t h a t  
make up r e l a t i o n s h i p s  i n  government. Kerner had as h i s  d i r e c t o r  of 
Mental Heal th a very good man named D r .  F ranc is  Gerty. A wonderful guy. 



Now, when Gerty and I f i r s t  m e t  we immediately l i k e d  each o ther .  Kerner 
had taken over as governor; he had been named by Kerner but he had no t  
y e t  been confirmed by t h e  senate .  Otto Bet tag was s t i l l  t h e  d i r e c t o r ;  i t  
w a s ,  yes,  Mental Health.  

I Q: Bet tag was d i r e c t o r  of Publ ic  Welfare. 

A: Pub l i c  Welfare, yes ,  r i g h t .  It hadn ' t  changed ye t .  It was Gerty who 
changed i t  t o  Mental Health.  Gerty asked me t o  g e t  him t h e  budget 
proposal  from t h e  department. I thought t h a t  was an easy job s o  I went 
there .  A t  t h a t  t ime t h e r e  were f i v e  deputy d i r e c t o r s  and I went t o  each 
one of them and asked them f o r  a copy of t h e  budget and they a l l  turned 
m e  down. I s t a r t e d  o f f  gen t ly  enough saying ,  "Dr .  Gerty i s  going t o  be 
your new boas and he would l i k e  t o  have a copy of t h e  budget before  i t ' s  
submitted .It " I ' m  sor ry ,"  they  s a i d  i n d i v i d u a l l y ,  "Dr. Bet tag i s  s t i l l  
our boss and he says  we shouldn ' t  do it." Wonderful--these guys a r e  a n  
example of why c i v i l  s e r v i c e  i s  such a t e r r i b l e  . . . i t  was r e a l l y  
awful. Here i s  t h e  new d i r e c t o r ,  cou ldn ' t  g e t  t o  look a t  t h e  budget t h a t  
he  w a s  going t o  have t o  l i v e  with.  [With] t h e  las t  guy I r e a l l y  became 
s o  annoyed t h a t  I expressed myself very  vigorously.  The guy s tood up--I 
don ' t  remember h i s  name but he w a s  t h e  deputy f o r  administration--he 
s tood up and he s a i d ,  " I ' m  going t o  lunch. That b r i e f c a s e  by t h e  door 
has  t h e  budget i n  it." And he walked out  of t h e  room. ( l augh te r )  So 
anyway I got  t h e  budget. Gerty loved it. Gerty then  wanted t o  h ixe  m e  
and . . . 

I Q: He loved what you had done? 

A: Yes, t h e  f a c t  t h a t  I had go t t en  it. And he wanted t o  h i r e  me and I 
s a i d ,  "No, no, no." He s a i d ,  "well, I ' m  going t o  go t o  Kerner and a s k  
him what's more important ,  Mental Heal th o r  Economic Development." I 
s a i d ,  "No, D r .  Gerty,  don ' t  do t h a t .  I w i l l  f i n d  you smebody t h a t ' s  
j u s t  aa good o r  b e t t e r  than  I am." So, I had a f r i e n d  named Lowell 
Sachnoff who was an  a t t o r n e y  and I brought them toge ther .  Lowell is  one 
of t h e  b r i g h t e s t  guys i n  t h e  world. And they  h i t  i t  o f f  and Gerty s a i d ,  
"Fine." And s o  I went t o  Economic Development. Tha t ' s  under t h e  
prologue, ve ry  long s to ry .  

You must know t h a t  one of t h e  most important t h ings  i n  a bureaucracy is, 
where's your o f f i c e ,  what kind of space do you have? I t 's  p r e s t i g e  
bes ides  comfort and i t  becomes v i c ious ,  t h e  f i g h t i n g  t h a t  goes on. I had 
commandeered some new o f f i c e  space i n  t h e  S t a t e  Of f i ce  Building. The 
Department of Mental Heal th wanted i t ,  and Kerner s a i d  I could have it. 
Gerty--to t e l l  you how r i d i c u l o u s  t h i s  is  going t o  be--Gerty s a i d  t o  me, 
It 1 I m going t o  say  t o  t h e  governor t h a t  I ' m  going t o  r e s i g n  un le s s  I g e t  
t h a t  o f f i c e  space." So, i t  became a very f i e r c e  f i g h t .  Okay, t h e  
Maremont t h ing  blew up. Maremont had lunch with Lowell Sachnoff; 
Lowell'a working f o r  Gerty. I n  t h e  course  of i t ,  Lowell s a i d ,  "What do 
YOU t h ink  Vic's going t o  do?" And Maremont s a i d ,  "I wouldnf t be 
surpr i sed ,"  with a knowing look, " i f  he l e f t  very  soon." Sachnoff goes 
back and he goes t o  Kerner and he s a i d ,  "Vic's going t o  res ign .  Can we 
have t h a t  space,  t h a t  o f f i c e  space?" Kerner d id  not  know I was going t o  
res ign .  Because we  had a very  c l o s e  r e l a t i o n s h i p ,  t h e  i d e a  t h a t  he heard 
t h a t  I was going t o  r e s i g n  from somebody else r e a l l y  poisoned it. I mean 
i t ' s  s o  s i l l y ,  r i g h t ?  I mean, t h i s  whole t h i n g ' s  wer some few hundred 



square  f e e t  of o f f i c e  some people got  a l l .  . . . So, our  r e l a t i o n s h i p  
was not  good. W e  were f r i e n d l y  t o  each o t h e r  but  i t  never was good a f t e r  
t h a t .  

Q: So you spent  t he  1960's then a s  execut ive  d i r e c t o r  of t he  Maremont 
Foundation? 

A: Y e s .  

Q: And then  how d i d  you come back toge ther  wi th  Dan? 

A: Well, we were s t i l l  t a l k i n g  and . . . 
Q: Now, when you say "we," a t  t h i s  time you ' re  t a l k i n g  about you and Dan 
Walker and Dave Green, and w a s  Norton Kay a p a r t  of i t  a t  t h a t  time? 

A: No, no, no, t h e r e  w a s  r e a l l y  t he  t h r e e  of us.  And, t h e r e ' s  one 
l i t t l e  s i d e  th ing  t h a t  d id  happen, I forgot .  And I remembered i t  because 
I taped a t h ing ,  videotaped a th ing  f o r  Governor's College o r  whatever . . .  overno nor's S t a t e  Univers i ty] ,  and somebody wrote a s t o r y  on some 
th ings  t h a t  I s a i d  i n  it. And one of them was, i n  1963 a new U.S. 
a t t o r n e y  was t o  be se l ec t ed .  Dan Walker decided he would l i k e  t o  be U.S. 
a t t o rney .  So we s t a r t e d  working on doing everything we  could poss ib ly  do 
t o  i n f luence  t h e  then  a t t o r n e y  genera l ,  Bobby Kennedy. Everybody who had 
worked wi th  Dan, o r  had h o r n  him, thought h ighly  of him. And so ,  we 
c a l l e d  upon a l l  t h e s e  people,  everywhere we could, t o  t a l k  t o  Bobby 
Kennedy about it. Daley was against: Walker. He had h i s  own candidate  
and yes,  i t  was the famous . . . t h e  guy of t h e  Black Panther r a i d ,  
Hanrahan . 
Q: Hanrahan. 

A: That w a s  Daley's candidate .  The J u s t i c e  Department c a l l e d  Dan and 
s a i d ,  "We're going t o  go ahead over Daley's ob jec t ion ;  you're going t o  be 
named U.S. a t t o rney . "  Dan and I s a i d ,  "Let ' s  go have lunch and 
ce lebra te . "  And we went t o  t h e  Mid-America Club, and while  w e  were 
s i t t i n g  t h e r e  th inking  and t a l k i n g  about what should we do now t h a t  he 
w a s  going t o  be U.S. a t t o r n e y ,  he got  a phone c a l l  from h i s  s e c r e t a r y ,  
Mary, t e l l i n g  him t h a t  Kennedy has been a s sas s ina t ed ,  Jack  Kennedy had 
been a s sas s ina t ed .  So, it w a s  on t h a t  day. That 's  how I remember i t  s o  
v iv id ly .  

Q: I s n ' t  t h a t  something, 

A: It was r e a l l y  a s tagger ing  th ing ,  because obviously a t  t h a t  po in t  
every th ing  went out  t h e  window. And Lyndon Johnson was more i n t e r e s t e d  
i n  making n icey  wi th  Mayor Daley and so Hanrahan got  t he  appointment. 
Strange qui rks  of . . . So, i t  wasn't a ques t ion  of Walker not  being 
i n t e r e s t e d  i n  p o l i t i c s ,  but  looking f o r  oppor tun i t i e s  where he could do a 
good job and would be product ive.  The dec i s ion  t o  run f o r  governor came 
r e a l l y  i n  . . . w e l l ,  I guess  1967 when Sam Shapiro became t h e  candida te  
and i t  was obvious t o  u s  he was going t o  l o s e  and we s a i d ,  "Well, t h a t ' s  
what we ought t o  do. l1 



Q :  You were a t  t h a t  po in t  preparing f o r  1972 then? 

A:. Yes, yes. 

Q: What were you doing i n  19681 There w a s  t h e  King a s s a s s i n a t i o n ,  Bobby 
Kennedy was a s s a s s i n a t e d ,  t h e  Democratic Nat ional  Convention r i o t .  T e l l  
me about t h a t  year  and what you were doing and your r e l a t i o n s h i p  wi th  
Walker. 

A: Well, I was doing t h e  Maremont Foundation th ing .  And working i n  East  
H a r l e m  and i n  Chicago. As a matter of f a c t ,  I was working wi th  King i n  
Chicago on t h e  west s ide .  And t h e  Democratic Convention . . . w e l l ,  i t  
was a funny th ing .  On, I guess ,  Wednesday o r  Thursday . . . yes,  i t  must 
have been Wednesday of t h e  convention I g o t  a c a l l .  We were going t o  
have lunch, a small  group was going t o  have lunch a t  t h e  C l i f f  Dwellers. 
The group w a s  Adlai ,  Ab Mikva, Paul  Simon, J i m  Moran and me.  [I] don ' t  
t h i n k  t h e r e  w a s  anybody e l s e  there .  We were a l l  appal led  by t h e  
convention and what was going on and w e  decided t h a t  something should be 
done about it. One of t h e  th ings  t h a t  we had come up with--we a l l  
agreed, bu t  most everybody then  backed out--was t h a t  t h e r e  was going t o  
be a parade and w e  were going t o  c a r r y  s igns .  That Adlai  would c a r r y  a 
s i g n  saying,  "Free Chicago Democrats," t h a t  kind of th ing .  The capstone 
was supposed t o  be a j o i n t  p re s s  conference with Adlai ,  Paul  Simon and Ab 
Mikva. We were t o  meet Thursday n igh t  a f t e r  t h e  convention a t  t h e  
convention h a l l  and work on the  s tatement .  Well, Ab and I were t h e r e  
wai t ing  t o  work on t h e  s tatement .  But Adlai  and Paul Simon disappeared. 
Paul  Simon a l l e g e d l y  i s sued  a s ta tement  but  nobody I know of has  ever  
seen  it. Adlai ,  of course,  later i ssued  a famous s tatement  about t h e  
s tormtroopers  i n  b lue  and s t u f f  l i k e  t h a t .  But t h e  n e x t  day Ab Mkva 
he ld  a p r e s s  conference by himself and denounced what was going on. 

Tape 1, Side 2 

A: It 's funny t o  t h i n k  of these.  Dan Walker a s  you know, then  became 
chairman of t h e  Rio t  Study Commission. And I became a s s i s t a n t  d i r e c t o r .  
And then  we worked on t h e  r e p o r t  and i ssued  the r epo r t .  The r e p o r t  was a 
good r e p o r t ,  r e a l l y  accu ra t e ly  depic ted  what was going on. In  t h e  
beginning we were s k e p t i c a l  about t h e  th ings  we heard and i t  wasn't  
r e a l l y  u n t i l  w e  go t  t h e  r e p o r t s  from t h e  U.S. a t t o r n e y ' s  o f f i c e  of what 
they '  saw t h a t  confirmed everything we had been g e t t i n g  from t h e  people 
who had been beaten,  and people who had witnessed bea t ings  and violence.  
A s  a ma t t e r  of f a c t ,  a t  t h a t  po in t  i t  was s o  obvious t o  Dan and m e  t h a t  
w e  d e c i d e d ' t h a t  my r o l e  should become pro-police w i th in  t h e  group i n  o rde r  
t o  f o r c e  everybody t o  work harder  t o  prove t h e i r  case ,  and t o  g e t  more 
confirmation of anything they were say ing  happened and stuff l i k e  t h a t .  

Q: Why were you chosen t o  be pro-police? I would th ink  of Dan Walker a s  
t h e  more l i k e l y  one. 

A: Well, but  he w a s  chairman. 

Q: I see. So he wasn't  pro-anything. 



A: Right. 

Q: I see. 

A: And i t  w a s  convincing. It was so convincing t h a t  we found ou t  l a t e r  
t h e r e  was t a l k  of r e b e l l i o n  among t h e  t roops ,  and they thought t h a t  I had 
made a d e a l  wi th  Daley and t h e r e  was going t o  be a whitewash, and when 
t h e  r e p o r t  came out ,  I mean, i t  was r e a l l y  a g r e a t  s u r p r i s e  t o  them a l l .  

But now t h a t  was an  example of Dan Walker's f a n t a s t i c  organizing a b i l i t y .  
H e  put t h a t  t h ing  toge the r ,  came out  wi th  t h a t  r e p o r t ,  got  every major 
law f i rm i n  the  c i t y  t o  c o n t r i b u t e  lawyers to t h a t ,  and i f  you look a t  
t h e  list of people i n  t h a t  group, t h e r e  were some damn good lawyers. And 
they  were not  hippy lawyers.  I mean, a s  a mat te r  of f a c t  t h e  guy we s e n t  
t o  in te rv iew Abbie Hoffman w a s  abso lu t e ly  a c l a s s i c  Republican 
es tab l i shment ,  three-piece s u i t  lawyer. (chuckles) And of course Abbie 
Hoffman charmed him. It was r e a l l y  funny. ( laughs)  The t ape  of t h a t  
i n t e rv i ew i s  r e a l l y  very ,  ve ry  amusing. 

Q: So where do we go from t h e r e  t o  t h e  Stevenson campaign? 

A: That 's  what, 1968? Yes. Stevenson was running f o r  t r e a s u r e r  i n  
1968, yes. 

Q: For t r e a s u r e r  o r  s ena to r?  

A: No, no, no, he d i d n ' t  run f o r  t he  sena te  u n t i l  1970, r i g h t ?  F i r s t  
time? 

Q: Right,  okay, okay, yes. 

A: Y e s ,  t h a t  was p a r t  of h i s  problem wi th  t h a t  s ta tement  wi th  the  press  
conference. Adlai  t o l d  me, you know, t h a t  Daley had put tremendous 
p re s su re  on him and--no, wai t  a minute, I ' m  wrong--he was t r e a s u r e r ;  1966 - 
w a s  t h e  e l e c t i o n  f o r  t r e a s u r e r .  Oh, boy. Nineteen s ixty-four  w a s  t h e  
orange b a l l o t  i n  which he f i r s t  go t  e l ec t ed  s t a t e  r ep re sen ta t ive .  

Q: Nineteen s ix ty-e ight  would have been t h e  e l e c t i o n  year  f o r  s t a t e  
t r e a s u r e r  wouldn't i t ?  Because 1972 was then four  yea r s  l a t e r  another  
e l e c t i o n  f o r  s t a t e  t r e a s u r e r .  

A: But I ' m  t r y i n g  t o  remember, wasn't s t a t e  t r e a s u r e r  a two-year term 
then? O r  w a s  i t  four-year on the  o f f  year u n t i l  1970, u n t i l  t h e  new 
c o n s t i t u t i o n ?  I ' m  r e a l l y  n o t  sure.* 

Q: I was r e a l l y  more i n t e r e s t e d  i n  t he  s e n a t o r i a l  campaign because of 
Walker's involvement, i n  1970 then. 

A: Adlai  decided he wanted Dan Walker t o  c h a i r  t h e  campaign, knowing 
t h a t  Daley w a s  no t  going t o  l i k e  i t .  Adlai  t o l d  me t h i s  s t o r y  and I 

*Stevenson was e l e c t e d  s t a t e  t r e a s u r e r  i n  1966 and served u n t i l  he became 
a U.S. sena tor  i n  1970. 



b e l i e v e  i t .  H e  had made t h e  dec i s ion  and went t o  Daley, and a f t e r  
t a l k i n g  t o  Daley f o r  awhile  he then  s a i d  t o  him, "Mr. Mayor, I decided I 
needed soarebody who had g r e a t  organizing t a l e n t s ,  who would be a b l e  t o  
p u l l  t oge the r  a l l  t h e  elements i n  t h e  campaign s o  I could win. And 
t h e r e f o r e  I chose Dan Walker and asked him and he has  agreed t o  be my 
chairman," And Adlai  s a i d  t h e r e  was t h i s  enormous s i l e n c e  from Daley and 
f i n a l l y  Daley s a i d ,  "YOU mean t o  t e l l  m e  i n  a s t a t e  of t e n  m i l l i o n  people 
t h e r e ' s  only one person you could f i n d  with t h e  organizing a b i l i t y  t o  be 
chairman?'' ( l augh te r )  So, Dan became chairman and d id  h i s  usua l  good 
job, and got s t a f f  people,  and (pause) organized i t  w e l l .  

Q: And then  Stevenson won. 

A: Y e s .  

Q: And then  two weeks later Walker announced. 

A: Walker announced. Tha t  was r e a l l y  funny. 

Q: T e l l  me  about t h a t .  

A: Well, i t  was funny. W e  had decided we wanted t o  announce e a r l y  and 
w e  d i d n ' t  want t o  i n t e r f e r e  with Adla i ' s  being sworn in .  It w a s  one of 
those  bloody a c c i d e n t s  t h a t  happen. We'd s e t  a d a t e  and then  i t  came out  
t h a t  Adlal  w a s  going t o  be sworn i n  on t h a t  day. So we s a i d ,  w e ' l l  
cancel  t h a t  d a t e ,  and w e ' l l  set i t  f o r  t h i s  d a t e ,  bu t  we've got  t o  go on 
t h i s  da te .  Then t h e r e ' s  some reason Adlai  wasn't  sworn i n  on t h a t  d a t e  
and so ,  w e  went ahead wi th  i t .  Adlai,  I ' m  s u r e  t o  t h i s  day, b e l i e v e s  
t h a t  i t  was done t o  i n t e r f e r e  with h i s  . . . t h e  worst t h ing  i n  t h e  world 
f o r  u s  w a s  t o  do i t  on t h a t  day. You don' t  t r y  your b i g  sho t  on the day 
when somebody else i s  having a b i g  media shot .  I mean, i t ' s  dumb. But 
Adlai  was g e t t i n g  a l i t t l e  paranoid by then  so ,  r e a l l y ,  I ' m  s u r e  he  sti l l  
be l i eves  t h a t .  

Q: Tha t ' s  hard t o  be l i eve  t h a t  he would be l i eve  t h a t  h i s  campaign 
manager would t r y  t o  undercut h i s  day. 

A: Well, as Adlai  went a long i n  t h e  campaign, he changed. It's hard t o  
desc r ibe  t h a t  bu t ,  f o r  example, he decided t h a t  he had t o  br ing  i n  Tom 
Foran and o t h e r s  as co-chairmen . . . Paul  Simon. To diminish a an's r o l e  
a s  chairman. Now whether t h i s  was because he f e l t  p r e s su re  from t h e  
r egu la r  o rgan iza t ion  o r  whether i t  w a s  h i s  own i d e a  I. . . . The only 
amusing s i d e l i g h t  on t h a t  is, I w a s  s i t t i n g  with Adlai a t  h i s  house and 
we were t a l k i n g  about t h e  campaign and organiz ing  t h e  campaign, what 
needed t o  be done and he  s a i d  t o  me, "What about  Tom Foran, g e t t i n g  him 
involved?" I said, "Gee, why don ' t  we make him chairman of t h e  t r u t h  
squad--he'd be  g r e a t  f o r  that-and have him t r a v e l  around fol lowing Smith 
around t h e  state." Adla i  s a i d ,  "Well, I was th inking  more of something 
l i k e  co-chairman, something l i k e  that ."  Not a bad idea.  

A couple days l a t e r  we were having a s t r a t e g y  meeting i n  h i s  t r e a s u r e r ' s  
o f f i c e ,  S t a t e  of I l l i n o i s  Building. And among t h e  members of h i s  
s t r a t e g y  committee was Jim Hoge, t h e  e d i t o r  of t h e  Sun-Times, who was 
s i t t i n g  next  t o  me. During t h e  course  of t h e  meeting Adlai  says ,  "Vic 
and I were talking t h e  o t h e r  day and he came up wi th  a h e l l  of a good 



idea.  Vic, why don ' t  you t e l l  them about it." So I s a i d ,  "Well, I t h i n k  
we  ought t o  b r ing  i n  Tom Foran a s  co-chairman." The room was e l e c t r i f i e d ,  
r i g h t ?  Hoge l eans  over t o  m e  and says ,  "Only you could come up wi th  an 
idea  like that ."  ( l augh te r )  That t o  m e  w a s  t h e  wonderful i rony  of i t  
a1 1. (laughs)  

Q: But what d id  Dan Walker have t o  say  about Foran a s  co-chairman? 

A: H e  d i d n ' t  mind r e a l l y .  

Q: Did Foran a c t u a l l y  work o r  w a s  he  j u s t  a f igurehead? 

A: Well, by t h a t  t i m e  I th ink  everybody was a f igurehead;  It was s o  
obvious Adla i  w a s  going t o  win, and i t  r e a l l y  became a "how do we handle 
t h e  v i c t o r y  ce l eb ra t ion?"  kind of th ing .  

Q: -So we're i n t o  t h e  beginning of Dan Walker's campaign. The 
announcement i n  November 1970, i s  t h a t  r i g h t ?  

A: Y e s ,  yes.  

Q: T e l l  m e  what you were doing once h i s  candidacy was announced. 

A: Well, I was t h e  campaign manager. I s t a r t e d  t o  organize t h e  
campaign. Pul led toge the r  vo lun tee r s  and t h a t  kind of s t u f f .  Raise 
money. 

Q: It's such a unique campaign because he was bucking t h e  inc red ib ly  
powerful Chicago r e g u l a r  Democratic organiza t ion .  You had t o  t h i n k  very  
c r e a t i v e l y  because obviously t h e r e  wasn't  going t o  be a l o t  of money 
r i g h t  o f f .  So you had t o  use what l i t t l e  you had as c r e a t i v e l y  a s  
poss ib l e .  T e l l  m e  what t h e  th ink  se s s ions  were l i k e .  

A: Mostly d i r e c t e d  t o  t r y i n g  t o  g e t  t h e  media a t t e n t i o n .  Besides being 
d i f f i c u l t  a t  any time, h e r e  we were so  far i n  advance of t h e  e l e c t i o n  
t h a t  i t  was almost impossible.  Also, t o  t r y  t o  u s e  our  l e g a l  resources-- 
w e  had a l o t  of good smart lawyer volunteers--to g e t  them t o  came up wi th  
c r e a t i v e  ideas  and lawsui t s .  There were a number of l awsu i t s  then  t h a t  
we f i l e d ,  and won. On t h e  primary vo t ing  f o r  example, a t  t h a t  time you 
could not  switch over,  you know, and we went i n t o  cou r t  on t h a t  one; a 
couple o t h e r s  we did .  , 

And th ings  l i k e  t h a t  were good, no t  only because they accomplished 
something--I b e l i e v e  t h a t  t h e r e  weren't  a s  many Republican c rossovers  as 
some people say t h e r e  were i n  t h a t  election--but,  what i t  d id  was i t  gave 
people a f e e l i n g  o f ,  w e l l  he re  w a s  a campaign t h a t  had some power, i t  was 
winning v i c t o r i e s ,  i t  w a s  i n t e r e s t i n g ;  t he re fo re ,  you know, l e t ' s  have 
some fun, le t ' s  g e t  involved. And when you're t r y i n g  t o  g e t  people 
involved i n  p o l i t i c s  as vo lun tee r s ,  you know, t h e r e '  s a s m a l l  group who 
a r e  ambitious,  who w i l l  g e t  involved. Then [ t h e r e  are] those  who want t o  
have fun,  but  you got: t o  provide them wi th  fun, and d i f f e r e n t  people have 
d i f f e r e n t  ways of having fun. 

When we were a c t i v e  i n  t h e  F i f t h  Ward I V I  [Independent Voters  of 
I l l i n o i s ] ,  south  s i d e  I V I  with Ab Mikva--it was Univers i ty  of Chicago 



centered--there w a s  an i n t e l l e c t u a l  kind of involvement. We always t r i e d  
t o  export  i t  t o  t h e  n o r t h  s i d e  but never could g e t  i t  going. And i t  
wasn ' t  u n t i l  B i l l y  Singer  came along wi th  the  idea  t h a t ,  you know, pa r ty ,  
pa r ty ,  par ty .  . . . ( laughs)  That ' s  when they organized around p a r t i e s  
on t h e  no r th  s i d e  and got  an  independent p o l i t i c a l  movement going. 

So, then somebody came up with t h e  idea  of t h e  "Walk." Nobody knows who. 
My guess i s  t h a t  i t  w a s  Dan Walker himself because he was a f r i e n d  of 
Lawton Chi les  and t h a t  w a s  t h e  most i n c r e d i b l e  event of a l l ,  t h a t  "Walk." 
It c a r r i e d  myst ica l  meaning t o  people t h a t  I s t i l l  f i n d  i t  hard t o  
understand. 

Q: You were e n t h u s i a s t i c  about t h e  "Walk," o r  no t?  

A: Oh ,  yes. 

Q: But you were s t i l l  su rp r i s ed  a t  i t s  impact? 

A: Yes, I had no idea  of i t s  emotional impact. I viewed i t  a s  a media 
event  t o  g e t  Dan Walker's name known. I had no idea  t h a t  i t  would have 
such meaning t o  t h e  v o t e r s ,  t h a t  i t  s t r u c k  some chord. And I s a w  it. 
When I went ou t  t h e r e  and s a w  it--I never  walked wi th  him--I could t e l l  
t h a t  something s t r ange  w a s  happening, but what i t  w a s  I d i d n ' t  know. 

Q: I have read t h a t  nothing made him a n g r i e r  a t  t h e  time than  t o  have 
people r e f e r  t o  t h e  "Walk" as a gimmick. What's t h e  d i f f e r e n c e  between a 
media event  and a gimmick? 

A: Well, t he  mys t i ca l  and t h e  emotional r e a c t i o n  t h a t  people had t o  t h e  
"Walk" was mirrored i n  Dan Walker. And Dan Walker may have s t a r t e d  out  
on t h a t  br idge  th inking  t h a t  i t  was a media event  i dea ,  bu t  a f t e r  he had 
walked a c e r t a i n  d i s t a n c e  i t  w a s  no longer  t h a t ;  i t  had an  emotional 
meaning t o  him. It 's very  hard . . . i n  a sense I t h i n k  people looked a t  
i t  and Dan and they s a i d ,  "That guy's w i l l i n g  t o  s u f f e r  f o r  me because he  
wants t o  be governor and t h a t ' s  why I ' m  f o r  him." And T t h i n k  t h a t ' s  
p a r t  of it. C h r i s t i a n  theology. 

Q: How d id  he change over t h a t  per iod of time? When you th ink  about t h e  
Dan Walker who began t h e  "Walk" and t h e  one who walked i n t o  Chicago. How 
had he changed? 

A: He was no longer  a co rpo ra t e  lawyer. He was a downstate person. One 
of our  b igges t  problems wi th  Dan i s  t h a t  he became such a downstate 
person t h a t  we had grave d i f f i c u l t y  i n  g e t t i n g  him i n t o  Chicago because 
he r e a l l y  f e l t  more comfortable with people downstate. 

Q: Did you s e e  him becoming more conservat ive? 

A: P o l i t i c a l l y  you mean? No. H e  always was conserva t ive  p o l i t l c a l l y ,  
always was, It w a s  funny because I guess  the media, because of t he  
"Walker Report," thought he w a s  a flaming l i b e r a l .  Dan Walker was never 
a flaming l i b e r a l .  He w a s  always a conserva t ive  Democrat. I f  somebody 
ever  asked me t o  desc r ibe  what was Dan's--to me--his g r e a t e s t  
c h a r a c t e r i s t i c ,  I would say he was f a i r .  H e  always would look a t  a 
s i t u a t i o n  and be a b l e  t o  t ake  himself ou t  of i t  and decide what w a s  t h e  



f a i r  so lu t ion .  And a good conserva t ive  can be t h a t  way j u s t  as a good 
l i b e r a l  can. 

Q: But he was involved i n  organiza t ions  t h a t  were considered l i b e r a l  
Democrat o rgan iza t ions .  

A: Like? 

0: Like CIG. 

A: Well, now why would you c a l l  i t  a  l i b e r a l ?  

Q: Because you d id .  You s a i d  l i b e r a l ,  you r e f e r r e d  t o  those people a s  
gene ra l ly  l i b e r a l  Democrats.* 

A: Yes, 

Q: But no t  a l l ?  

A: Not a l l  c e r t a i n l y .  Adla i  was a member . . . 
Q: And Walker c e r t a i n l y  was involved i n  l i b e r a l  a c t i v i t i e s ,  he was 
involved i n  Mayor Daley's nego t i a t i ons  wi th  Martin Luther King, t h e  
housing in Deerf ie ld .  

A: But t h a t ' s  no t  a l i b e r a l  i s sue .  

Q: Well, okay. 

A: That 's  a f a i r n e s s  i s s u e .  

Q: Okay. 

A: I t h i n k  i f  you take  t h a t  a s  t h e  theme y o u ' l l  f i n d  t h a t ' s  t he  thread  
t h a t  runs  everywhere; t h a t  you can exp la in  more of Dan Walker's behavior 
on any given i s s u e ,  where h e ' l l  end, i n  terms of what he be l i eves  is  t h e  
fa i r ,  e q u i t a b l e  s o l u t i o n .  And he doesn ' t  be l i eve  i t ' s  f a i r  t h a t  blacks 
c a n ' t  l i v e  where whi te  people l i ved .  He d id  it. 

Q: What a r e  t h e  h i g h l i g h t s  of t h e  "Walk" as you th ink  back? What a r e  
t h e  s t o r i e s  t h a t  come t o  mind? 

A: The f i r s t  s t o r y  t h a t  comes t o  mind: We had a  volunteer  publ ic  
r e l a t i o n s  committee, about t e n  of t h e  bes t  publ ic  r e l a t i o n s  people i n  
town, and I used t o  m e e t  wi th  them and, you know, we'd k ick  around ideas .  
So, a f t e r  t h e  s t r a t e g y  group had decided t h e  "Walk" w a s  going t o  go 
ahead, I m e t  wi th  t he  pub l i c  r e l a t i o n s  group t o  t e l l  them about t h e  
"Walk." They were appal led!  They thought i t  was the worst idea  they 'd 
eve r  heard. What a  waste of time! I mean, they were h o l l e r i n g  a t  me.  
It was r e a l l y  a  bad meeting. And f i n a l l y  one of them s a i d ,  "Well, a t  
l e a s t  l e t  him r i d e  i n  between towns, ( laughs)  so  he doesn ' t  waste a l l  
t h a t  time walking down t h e  highway." 

*In f a c t ,  t h e  n a r r a t o r  r e f e r r e d  t o  t hese  men as independent,  n o t  l i b e r a l  
Democrats. 



You know, a s  he walked he c a r r i e d  a d i c t a t i n g  machine. An example of h i s  
organiza t ion .  And people he met he would d i c t a t e  l e t t e r s  t o  a s  he  
walked. So, everybody he met on t h e  "Walk," he  would g e t  t h e i r  name and 
address  and then d i c t a t e  a l e t t e r  and send t h e  tape  up t o  Chicago; l e t t e r  
would be typed and they would g e t  t he  l e t t e r  saying how n i c e  i t  was . . , 
an  example of how w e l l  organized a person he is. 

One of t h e  funn ie s t  t h ings  I remember is  r i g h t  a t  t h e  very beginning. H e  
had been walking I guess two days and Norty Kay, who is  one of t h e  
sweetes t ,  n i c e s t  guys i n  t h e  world, c a l l e d  me up and he was d i s t r a u g h t .  
He said, "Dan's f e e t  are bleeding.  H e ' s  go t  b l i s t e r s  and h e ' s  bleeding 
a l l  over i n  h i s  shoes.  He's go t  t o  s t o p  walking. We've got  t o  c a l l  t h i s  
o f f  . I t  And I s a i d ,  "Keep walking." And Norty s a i d ,  "YOU c a n ' t  do i t ,  
you ' re  going t o  k i l l  t h i s  guy." I s a i d ,  "You're not  going t o  k i l l  him. 
Keep walking." He says ,  "HOW can you say tha t?"  I s a i d ,  "That 's  why we 
have gene ra l s  and t h a t ' s  why t h e r e  a r e  people out  i n  t he  t renches."  
( l augh te r )  I s a i d ,  "I can t e l l  you t o  keep walking because I ' m  no t  down 
the re .  Keep walking." So, he kept  walking. Norty was r e a l l y  . . . he 
w a s  d i s t r a u g h t ,  no doubt about  i t .  

Q: And you never walked wi th  him? You d id  meet with him though along 
t h e  way. 

A: Yes, yes.  

Q: I know t h a t  even though t h e r e  were t imes t h a t  he wished the  "Walk" 
were over ,  t he re  w a s  never a t i m e  when he w a s  ready t o  g ive  i t  up. Was 
t h e r e  ever  a time when you thought t h a t  h i s  time simply was not  being 
we l l  spen t?  

A: No. A t  one point--1 wish I could remember the  county--we decided t o  
t e s t .  We took a county, a r u r a l  county, t h a t  Dan was approaching and we 
d id  a p o l l  t o  s e e  how many people had heard of Dan Walker before  he 
a r r ived .  Then he came i n ,  walked through t h e  county, and w e  took another  
p o l l  t o  s e e  how many people knew who Dan Walker was. Well, i t  was 
unbel ievable .  It was stunning.  And what it was . . . i t  could not  be 
j u s t  media and t h a t ' s  p a r t  of i t .  There wasn't  enough media i n  t h a t  
county, bu t  even so  they a l l  covered it. But what it was was word of 
mouth. I mean people would d r i v e  out  t o  s e e  him; they would d r i v e  out  t o  
br ing  him food; they'd d r i v e  out  t o  br ing  him something t o  dr ink .  People 
became involved i n  i t  and i n  t h e  face of those  s t a t i s t i c s ,  t h e r e ' s  j u s t  
no ques t ion  t h a t  i t  w a s  a roa r ing  success  a s  a p o l i t i c a l  t a c t i c .  

Q: And do you th ink  because of i t  he w a s  b e t t e r  prepared t o  be governor? 

A: No ques t ion  about it .  

Q: In what way? 

A: Well, because t h e  worst p a r t  of being governor is  i s o l a t i o n .  Dan i s  
a corpora te  a t t o r n e y  and, moving in t h e  c i r c l e s  he moved, w a s  i s o l a t e d  
Erom people,  Erom t h e  g r e a t  bulk of people. And not  i n  t he  sense t h a t  . . . I mean not  i n t e l l e c t u a l l y ,  but  f e e l i n g  f o r  people, empathy and 
understanding of what t h e i r  problems were. You t a l k  t o  people a s  you 
walk and you're  asking ques t ions  and you s t a y  i n  t h e i r  homes a t  n igh t ;  



you s t a r t  i d e n t i f y i n g  wi th  them; you understand t h e i r  problems and they 
g e t  t o  h o w  you, of course.  And t h e r e ' s  t h a t  mutual emotional exchange 
t h a t  occurs.  Tha t ' s  why Dan i s  t h e  most formidable campaigner i n  t h e  
h i s t o r y  of I l l i n o i s .  And Thompson i s  damn good, and Thompson w i l l  
admit-bor used t o  admit--that everything he  did he  learned from Dan 
Walker, from watching Dan Walker. Including t h e  way he a c t s  i n  parades 
and everything l i k e  t h a t .  I r e a l l y  would l i k e  t o  have seen a match up 
between those  two. ( laughs)  

Q: I know, wouldn't  we a l l ?  

A: ' cause Thompson r e a l l y  is  a formidable campaigner. 

Q: You know, on t h e  one hand Dan Walker I s  a r e l a t i v e l y  shy man who . . . no, he is  a p r i v a t e  man, no t  comfortable with s o r t  of mindless 
c o c k t a i l  pa r ty  conversat ion.  But on t h e  o t h e r  hand he was a b l e  t o  reach 
out  t o  people on a one-to-one i n  a very personal  way. He was a b l e  t o ,  as 
you say,  have an i n c r e d i b l e  presence i n  a parade, i n  a s i t u a t i o n  where he  
couldn ' t  have pr ivacy.  He could go t o  t h e  state f a i r  and be an  
auc t ionee r  and be a t e r r i f i c  auc t ioneer .  There seems t o  be a r e a l  mix 
he re  i n  t h e  man. Do you understand what I ' m  g e t t i n g  a t ?  

A: Yes. 

Q: ~ e ' s  very  p r i v a t e  but  he's so  a b l e  t o  come out  of t h a t  when i t ' s  
necessary. How does t h a t  work? 

A: I d o n ' t  know. I know exac t ly  t h e  phenomenon, t h e  two th ings .  Dan 
Walker i n  s o  many ways is  an  overachiever.  When he was i n  l a w  school he 
of course w a s  edi tor- in-chief  of t h e  l a w  review. And then  of course he 
organized t h e  National  Associat ion of Editors-in-chief of Law Reviews, 
and of course he was e l ec t ed  i t s  f i r s t  p res ident .  And it was a t  i ts  
f i r s t  meeting t h a t  Willard Wirtz--who w a s  then  a professor  of l a w  a t  
Northwestern, later became s e c r e t a r y  of Labor under Kennedy--Willard 
Wirtz s a i d ,  i n  i n t roduc ing  Dan, "I want t o  in t roduce  t h e  guy who someday 
w i l l  become t h e  governor of I l l i n o i s . "  This  i s  when he was i n  law 
school ,  r i g h t ?  I mean, t h e r e ' s  something abaut  h i s  phys ica l  presence 
t h a t  commanded r e spec t .  

H e ' s  a very  p r i v a t e  person. I ' m  s u r e  a l o t  of i t  i s  due t o  h i s  
background. You know, he was very poor. It 's no baloney t h a t  he  
suppl ied  income t o  h i s  family by s e l l i n g  vege tab le s  door t o  door when he 
was a kid. Hts f a t h e r  was chief  p e t t y  o f f i c e r  i n  t h e  navy. And then  Dan 
went t o  Annapolis. He went t o  Annapolis no t  through a n  appointment but  
through a f l e e t  exam. Now Annapolis took t h i s  poor k id  and turned him 
i n t o  s o r t  of a pol ished ve r s ion  of a human being. And t h e  p o l i s h  they 
put  on him was r e a l l y  I th ink  h i s  f i r s t  go around, and I t h i n k  t h a t  had 
more t o  do, and has  had mare t o  do, wi th  what people sometimes descr ibed 
as h i s  s t andof f i shness  o r  h i s  a loofness  o r  h i s  coldness .  It r e a l l y  i s  
t h a t  Annapolis veneer  put  upon a poor kid from Ca l i fo rn i a .  

Q: It is  i n t e r e s t i n g  t h a t  be seems t o  be e i t h e r  descr ibed a s  very  cold 
o r  i nc red ib ly  warm . . . 



A: I s n ' t  i t ?  

Q: . , , but  nothing i n  between. 

A: Yes. I remember t h e  f i r s t  c o f f e e  I set up f o r  him r i g h t  a f t e r  t he  
campaign. A f r i e n d  of mine on the  no r th  s i d e  of Chicago . . . I asked 
h e r  t o  set up a group of people and have Dan Walker come and t a l k  t o  
them. 

Q: This  was a f t e r  he was e l e c t e d  o r  . . . 
A: No, no, no, when he announced. These were a l l  upper middle c l a s s  
people,  probably i n  t h e i r  f o r t i e s ,  l a t e  t h i r t i e s ,  and t h e r e  were about 
twenty people. She c a l l e d  me t h a t  n igh t .  She s a i d ,  "Vic, he was a 
d i s a s t e r .  He is  so co ld  and so a loof .  Everybody hated him." ( laughter )  
ll& never can be governor." It's hard t o  understand and I don ' t  pretend 
t o .  It 's the re .  H e  can walk i n t o  a g ra in  elevator--he could do i t  
today--walk i n t o  a g r a i n  e l e v a t o r  and s i t  down. 

Q: Can he walk i n t o  a g r a i n  e l e v a t o r  e a s i e r  than he can walk i n t o  an  
upper middle c l a s s  home? And be comfortable? 

A: Well, during t h e  t i m e  he was governor I would say . . . no, I don ' t  
t h i n k  so. 1 don ' t  t h i n k  so. I th ink  i t ' s  about t h e  same. I th ink  he 
might f e e l  more comfortable i n  a g ra in  e l e v a t o r  than he would i n  an upper 
c l a s s  home, i n s i d e ,  bu t  I don' t  t h ink  you could t e l l  i t  from t h e  ou t s ide .  
That ' s  j u s t  my view. 

Q: Were t h e r e  disagreements along the  way a s  he was walking and you were 
s o r t  of being campaign manager from t h e  c i t y ?  Were t h e r e  t imes when you 
had t o  s e t t l e  t h ings  because h i s  po in t  of view was so  d i f f e r e n t  from 
yours as f a r  as the "Walk," t h e  campaign, w a s  concerned? 

A: No, I can1 t th ink  of any. Can you? 

Q: Well, at some poin t  he decided t h a t  he couldn ' t  s t a y  i n  so many 
homes. Was t h a t  something you agreed t o  r ead i ly?  

A: No, I d i d n ' t  agree  r ead i ly .  (laughs) How did  you know about t h a t ?  

Q: Because he t o l d  me. ( l augh te r )  

A: Oh ,  I ' d  f o r g o t t e n  t h a t  one, r i g h t .  Y e s .  

Q: He j u s t  f e l t  t h a t  having t o  be up . . . ' 
A: A l l  t h e  time, r i g h t .  

Q: , . . a l l  day long,  and then up i n  a s t r a n g e r ' s  home a t  n i g h t ,  day 
a f t e r  day, w a s  more than he could bear.  

A: Yes, we l l  w e  kept  up, t h a t ' s  r i g h t ,  we kept up a running b a t t l e  on 
t h a t  and my view was t h a t  my job was t o  keep on pushing him-- 
understanding and sympathizing wi th  h i s  problems--but i t  was j u s t  like 
h i s  f e e t .  It was something you had t o  keep on pushing him to .  . . . 



Q: What about fundra i s ing?  

A: Y e s ,  what about i t ?  It 's awful. ( l augh te r )  No matter  where you're 
doing it i t ' s  awful. Whether i t ' s  f o r  t h e  United Jewish Appeal o r  . . . 
Q: Well but ,  you know, a s  we s a i d  before  he was unknown, he was not  
backed by t h e  r e g u l a r  Democrats. Who wanted t o  g ive  t o  somebody who 
d i d n ' t  look l i k e  he had a chance i n  t h e  world of making i t ?  

A: Very few people,  very  few people,  and he borrowed a l o t  of money. We 
used t o  joke t h a t  i f  he had l o s t  t h a t  he and I would both have t o  go t o  
New Zealand. We had decided t h a t  would be the  s a f e s t  p lace  where nobody 
could g e t  us. . ( l augh te r )  We' d both be i n  such hock by then . . . 
Q: Was t h e  bulk of t h e  money t o  fund t h a t  primary h i s  own money? 

A: That ' s  hard t o  say. 

Q: It s e e m s  as i f  I ' v e  seen a f i g u r e  t h a t  t h e r e  were s e v e r a l  hundred 
thousand d o l l a r s  t h a t  came from him. 

A: Yes, but  I ' m  t r y i n g  t o  remember what t he  t o t a l  c o s t  of t h a t  primary 
was. 

Q: A t  some poin t  you s a i d  seven hundred and f i f t y  thousand t o  a mi l l i on .  

A: Yes, i t  must have been t h a t .  Sure, because we  must have spent  two 
hundred thousand d o l l a r s  on t e l e v i s i o n .  

Q: For t h e  whole campaign? 

A: No, f o r  the  primary. 

Q: For t h e  primary. 

A: Yes, I would t h i n k  so ,  yes.  I c a n ' t  remember but  then I would guess 
we'd spent t h a t  much. 

Q: By the  time t h e  "Walk" ended how were you f e e l i n g  about t h e  campaign 
and h i s  chances? A t  t h a t  po in t  I don ' t  t h ink  you k n e w  who he'd be 
running a g a i n s t ,  d id  you? That was i n  October of 1971. 

A: That ' s  r i g h t .  One n i g h t  I had a dinner  and I brought toge ther  f i v e  
people,  t h e  people whose p o l i t i c a l  judgement I respec ted  most of all. And 
a t  d inner  I said t o  them, "We have j u s t  one th ing  I want t o  d iscuss .  Who 
i s  our  b e s t  and who i s  our  worst opponent of t h e  ones t h a t  a r e  being 
named as p o t e n t i a l  candidates?" There were six people there .  Four of 
them said Paul Simon would be the ha rdes t  t o  bea t  and two of u s  s a i d  Tom 
Poran. I was one, another  guy was t h e  o t h e r ,  I th ink  Tom Foran would 
have beaten us i n  t he  primary. 

q: Why? 

A: The reason Daa Walker won the  primary and t h e  reason he won the  
genera l  is because he got  a hold on t h e  working c l a s s  people. And  om' 



Foran would have wiped him ou t  i n  t h a t  group. Nobody cared about Paul  
Simon. Daley, he had one huge b l ind  spo t ,  which w a s  downstate I l l i n o i s .  
He d idn ' t  understand anything about downstate I l l i n o i s ,  The g r e a t e s t  
example, a l a t e r  example o t h e r  than  Paul Simon, was when he be l ieved  t h a t  
he could make Clyde Choate Speaker of t he  House. He j u s t  bel ieved t h a t  
Clyde Choate w a s  t h e  downstate l eade r  and so t h a t  t o  him made sense. And 
he  bel ieved t h a t  Paul Simon would have t h e  support  of everybody 
downstate, 'cause he was a downstater . . , b i g  mistake. 

Q: Who were those s i x  people t h a t  you . . . 
A: I won't t e l l  you. ( laughs)  

Q: You won't t e l l  me.  Okay, I ' l l  f o r g e t  t h a t  quest ion.  ( l augh te r )  
J u s t  thought I ' d  t r y .  Okay, from t h e  t i m e  t h e  "Walk" w a s  over t h e  end of 
October of 1971 u n t i l  t h e  primary i n  March of 1972 . . . 
A: Yes, March 21s t ,  yes. 

Q: . . . what were you doing? You and Dan Walker? 

A: Well, Dan Walker w a s  campaigning i n  t h e  va r ious  kinds of campaigns. 
I was running the  campaign bu t  concent ra t ing  on organiza t ion  and g e t t i n g  
volunteer  p rec inc t  workers. Dan was developing t h e s e  f a n t a s t i c  
techniques,  t he  bowling a l l e y  technique, which was unbel ievable  how t h a t  
worked. 
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A: Where were w e ?  

Q: What you were saying was the  bowling a l l e y  technique,  and I want t o  
hear you desc r ibe  t h a t .  

A: Well, t he  bowling a l l e y  technique only works i f  you are popular wi th  
t h e  kinds of people who go bowling a l l  t h e  t i m e .  When our number one 
advance man t o l d  me--he came up wi th  the  idea  of t r y i n g  bowling a l l eys -  
when he t o l d  m e  t h e  response and how exc i t ed  everybody was  t h a t  he [Dan] 
was t h e r e ,  and wanted t o  t a l k  t o  him, and i t  w a s  r e a l l y  wonderful and he 
s a i d  i t  was phenomenal; we decided t o  t u r n  i t  i n t o  an  organized 
campaigning technique. There a r e  so many bowling a l l e y s  and so many 
people every n i g h t  it r e a l l y  became a f a n t a s t i c  way of reaching people. 
And reaching them when they d i d n ' t  mind being reached. 

Now sporting events  in  gene ra l  a r e  bad. I don' t  b e l i e v e  i n  having a 
candidate or  an o f f i c i a l  go t o ,  say, a b a l l  game and be introduced.  The 
chances of h i s  g e t t i n g  booed a r e  probably t e n  t o  one t h a t  h e ' s  going t o  

' get booed, j u s t  because people have been drinking beer  and they ' r e  mad 
' about  something and, you know, le t  him have i t  kind of l i k e .  But t h e  
bowling a l l e y s  f o r  some reason . . . everybody's having a good t i m e  and 
i t ' s  kind of i n  small groups r a t h e r  than  l a r g e ,  so i t  worked very w e l l .  



I want t o  g e t  back t o  t h e  organizing th ing  because of one important ,  I 
th ink ,  phenomenon. In  t h e  beginning of t h e  campaign I asked a f r i e n d  of 
mine who w a s  a s o c i o l o g i s t  t o  d ig  up f o r  me everything he could f i n d  on 
vo t ing  h a b i t s  of t h e  suburbani tes .  And he was a t  Columbia a t  t h e  time 
and I remember we met i n  New York and he gave me some a r t i c l e s  and he 
said, "There's one t h i n g  I can t e l l  you. People who move from t h e  c i t y  
t o  t h e  suburbs do not  change t h e i r  pa r t i e s . "  I s a i d ,  "What!" He s a i d ,  
"They do not  change t h e i r  pa r ty  un le s s  they change t h e i r  c l a s s .  I f  they 
change t h e i r  s o c i a l  c l a s s ,  they may change t h e i r  par ty."  Well, when I 
s t a r t e d  r e a l i z i n g  t h e  impl ica t ions  of t h a t ,  t h e  organizing s t r a t e g y  
s t a r t e d  developing f o r  t he  campaign. We organized those suburbs 
f a n t a s t i c a l l y .  I mean we j u s t  had vo lun tee r s  everywhere. 

One of t h e  funny th ings  is, a Democrat from Chicago moves out  t o  Lake 
County o r  moves out  t o  southern Cook County; now h e ' s  always had a 
p rec inc t  cap ta in  who's come around, knocked on t h e  door, and he'd vote .  
He moves out  t h e r e ,  he s t o p s  vot ing  o r  he vo te s  only when h e ' s  r e a l l y  
exc i t ed .  So people say ,  "Oh w e l l ,  a s  soon a s  they l eave  Chicago, t hey ' r e  
no more Democrats." They're s t i l l  Democrats, they j u s t  don ' t  vote .  

I n  DuPage County j u s t  before  t he  e l e c t i o n ,  B i l l  Redmond, whom I love,  and 
I were t a l k i n g  about  t h a t  and he w a s  f o r  Paul Simon and I said t o  him, 
'I B i l l ,  how many vo te s  a r e  we going t o  have i n  t he  Democratic primary?" 
And he s a i d ,  "Oh, I would guess t h e  usual .  Around t e n  thousand." I 
s a i d ,  " B i l l ,  you ' re  wrong .I1 H e  s a i d ,  "No, I t h i n k  around t e n  thousand." 
Well, he was r i g h t .  He go t  ou t  his t e n  thousand and we got  ou t  t h i r t y  
thousand o the r  ones. And he was astonished.  "Where d id  you f i n d  a l l  
those  people?" So, he s a i d ,  "Oh, t h e y ' r e  a l l  Republicans." Baloney. 
They weren't  Republicans, t h e y ' r e  Democrats. They're s t i l l  out  there .  

And you look and you s e e  what happens when Alan Dixon r an  o r  Stevenson 
r a n  i n  DuPage County. They pour out  l i k e  c razy  t o  vo te  f o r  them. But 
t h e y ' r e  not  going t o  vo te  f o r  . . . w e l l ,  Redmond i s  a good I r i s h  
Cathol ic  and he and I would f i g h t  about t h e  Cathol ic  c o n t r o l ,  I r i s h  
Cathol ic  c o n t r o l ,  of t h e  Democratic par ty .  I be l i eve  i t  should be 
I t a l i a n .  ( l augh te r )  But t h e  candida tes  they run . . . they run I r i s h  
Cathol ic  candida tes  i n  DuPage County. Well, t h a t ' s  no t  going t o ,  you 
know, those  candida tes  a r e n ' t  going t o  win. So t h a t ' s  what I w a s  doing. 
Working on organizing,  fundra i s ing  wherever I could. Cajol ing,  pleading,  
doing whatever I could. 

Q: The last months of t h e  campaign--February, March--how were you 
f e e l i n g  about i t ?  Did you be l i eve  you w e r e  going t o  win? 

A: We d id  a p o l l  i n  January t h a t  showed Simon winning. But his 
weaknesses were so apparent  i n  t h a t  p o l l  t h a t  we knew we could win. And 
t h e  last month of t h e  campaign nobody knows noth in ' .  You j u s t  a r e  going 
on a d r e n a l i n  and i n s t i n c t  and, you know, you say what you have t o  say t o  
people. People say,  "HOW does i t  look?" You want t o  t h r o t t l e  people 
because everybody says  t h a t ,  Well, t hey ' r e  so nervous and they th ink  
you're  on the  i n s i d e  and you know everything t h a t ' s  going on, you know, 
and so you say ,  "Oh, i t  looks great , ' '  and "He's going t o  win,'' j u s t  
'cause t h a t ' s  t h e  b e s t  th ing  t o  say t o  keep people ' s  morale up. But you 
r e a l l y  don ' t  know. You can do soph i s t i ca t ed  p o l l i n g  a t  t h e  end and g e t  a 
p r e t t y  good idea ,  bu t  i f  i t ' s  c l o s e  t h e r e ' s  no idea.  



Q: Walker has s a i d ,  and I be l i eve  t h a t  t h i s  i s  what he s a i d ,  t h a t  i f  t he  
e l e c t i o n  had been one day e a r l i e r  he would not  have won. 

A: Was he t a l k i n g  about t h e  primary o r  t he  genera l?  

Q: The primary. I t h i n k  i t  w a s  because of t h e  media problems. The TV 
money came so l a t e .  How do you f e e l  about t h a t ?  It was t h a t  c lose? 

A: It w a s  c l o s e  a t  t h e  end, t h e r e ' s  no quest ion about i t ,  but  a l l  
e l e c t i o n s ,  o r  most e l e c t i o n s ,  a r e .  I mean, Ogi lv ie  had u s  bea t  a week 
before  e l e c t i o n ,  I mean, he had us  beat .  But they made some bad mistakes 
which we were ready f o r ,  We f igured  t h a t  Ogi lv ie  w a s  going t o  use the  
"Walker Report" a t  t h e  end and we were ready with a counter-commercial, 
so Og i lv i e  came on and a t t acked  Walker on t h e  "walker Report." 

Q: T e l l  me about e l e c t i o n  day, t h e  primary day and n igh t .  

A: My most v i v i d  memory is ,  every phone i n  t h e  o f f i c e  we had a volunteer  
on. W e  had been doing sampling of t he  suburban a reas .  This  is  
inc red ib l e .  We d id  sampling i n  Cicero,  sampling i n  Berwyn. These a r e  
a r e a s  t h a t  you would normally th ink  would never be f o r  Dan Walker o r  . . . p a r t i c u l a r l y  Democratic. Well, we found t h a t  t h e  people t h e r e  were 
so  s t rong  f o r  Dan Walker t h a t  t h a t  next  day we j u s t  took phone books and 
we c a l l e d  everybody. We d i d n ' t  a s k  them, "Are you f o r  Dan Walker?" you 
know, o r  "Are you f o r  Paul  Simon?" We j u s t  s a i d ,  "Get  ou t  and vote ,  
p l ease  g e t  out  and vo te ,  p l ease  g e t  ou t  and vote ,"  and we c a l l e d  
everybody w e  could i n  Berwyn and Cicero and those  western and 
southwestern suburbs.  hat's my most v i v i d  memory of t h a t  day. 

My second memory i s  watching Paul Simon on t e l e v i s i o n  as he got  on t h e  
p lane  t o  come t o  Chicago, and looking a t  him and r e a l i z i n g  t h a t  he knew 
he l o s t ,  and y e t  I couldn ' t  f i g u r e  out  how he knew. How did  he know? H e  
hadn' t  heard any of t h e  e l e c t i o n  r e t u r n s  but  t h e r e  was j u s t ,  you know . . . somebody obviously had t o l d  him t h a t  t h e r e  were problems, but  he 
knew. 

Q: I t 's i n t e r e s t i n g  t h a t  you knew, t h a t  you recognized t h a t .  
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Q: The o t h e r  day you mentioned the  ads  a t  t h e  end of t he  campaign; oh 
no, you mentioned t h e  a d s  r i g h t  before  t h e  gene ra l  e l e c t i o n  i n  response 
t o  o g i l v i e 1 s  br inging  out  t he  "walker Report." Could you t e l l  me about 
those? 

A: Well, we had decided t h a t  i f  Ogi lv ie  f e l t  he was i n  t r o u b l e  a t  t he  
end of t h e  campaign, he would go on t h e  a t t a c k .  Now normally a n  
incumbent governor doesn' t a t t a c k  a cha l lenger .  H i s t o r i c a l l y  t h a t ' s  
t r u e ,  because it j u s t  g ives  t h e  cha l lenger  another  oppor tuni ty ,  more 
p u b l i c i t y .  But Og i lv i e  f e l t ,  I ' m  s u r e  based on the  p o l l i n g  t h a t  he was 
doing and we were doing, t h a t  [he needed t o  a t t a c k . ]  Walker had had a 
tremendous l ead  a f t e r  t he  primary. That Lead had go t t en  ea t en  away of 
course,  so t h a t  by a f e w  weeks before  t h e  e l e c t i o n  Ogilvie  had caught up 
wi th  Dan and was even ahead of him. But then he s t a r t e d  dropping back 



and he went on the  a i r  wi th  t hese  "Walker Report" commercials. I n  my own 
judgement they weren't  very  good commercials. They w e r e  Ogilvie  h imsel f ,  
j u s t  by h imsel f ,  I t h i n k  he  was s i t t i n g  on a s t o o l .  He is  not  t he  most 
char i smat ic  person on t e l e v i s i o n  and he hammered away a t  Walker being t h e  
au tho r  of t h e  infamous "Walker Report" t h a t  ta lked  about p o l i c e  r i o t s  and 
blamed everything on t h e  po l i ce .  

Now w e  had, a s  I s a i d ,  determined t h a t  t h a t  was going t o  be t h e  a s s a u l t  
a t  t h e  end i f  t h e r e  was an  a s s a u l t ,  so  we had our answering commercials 
which we'd c a l l e d  t h e  "Sixty Day T r i a l  Law" commercial, i n  which Dan 
Walker t a l k s  about a proposal  t o  t r y  everybody i n  s i x t y  days. Now we had 
t e s t e d  t h a t  i dea  i n  a p o l l  and i t  was a  most s tagger ing  response I 've  
ever  seen i n  a p o l l .  I don ' t  know, I t h i n k  maybe seven hundred people we 
d id  s ta tewide  i n  a s c i e n t i f i c  sampling, and out  of a l l  of those only one 
person was aga ins t  it. And t h a t  was a Univers i ty  of I l l i n o i s  professor .  
( laughs)  What we hadn' t  r e a l i z e d  when we were t a l k i n g  about t h e  idea  w a s  
t h a t  i t  c u t  both ways. That is ,  conserva t ives  looked a t  t h e  proposal  and 
s a i d ,  "Yes, l e t ' s  g e t  them o f f  t h e  s t r e e t s  and i n t o  j a i l  i n  s i x t y  days," 
and l i b e r a l s  looked a t  t h e  proposal  and s a i d ,  "Well t h a t  means innocent  
people won1 t languish  i n  j a i l  f o r  more than s i x t y  days." So, a s  I s a i d ,  
we hadn' t  r e a l i z e d  t h a t  t h a t  w a s  what we had, but i t  was obvious t h a t  i t  
was an extremely popular proposal  and so w e  used t h a t  as the  answer t o  
Ogi lv ie '  s "Walker Report" charges.  

Q: Can you remember some of t he  o t h e r  adve r t i s ing?  It i s  so expensive. 
How do you dec ide  what t o  say when t h e r e ' s  so much money r i d i n g  on i t  and 
t h e  e l e c t i o n  perhaps r i d i n g  on i t ?  

A: That ' s  what 's  always as tonished  me about some p o l i t i c i a n s  I ' v e  worked 
with.  Not Dan Walker. Here you spend a m i l l i o n  d o l l a r s ,  say,  on a  media 
budget,  and they scream and h o l l e r  about spending a hundred thousand 
d o l l a r s  on research  t o  dec ide  what you should spend t h a t  m i l l i o n  d o l l a r s  
on. I guess  p o l i t i c i a n s ,  and lawyers a r e  a l o t  l i k e  t h a t  too--there a r e  
many lawyer p o l i t i c i a n s ,  s o  maybe t h a t ' s  i t--they t r u s t  t h e i r  own 
i n s t i n c t s  so much t h a t  they'd r a t h e r  go t h a t  way. The p o l l s  a r e  a l s o  
scary  t o  p o l i t i c i a n s  because a p o l i t i c i a n  out  campaigning r a r e l y  g e t s  a 
bad response. When he ' s  walking on t h e  s t r e e t  o r  anything,  people don ' t  
go out  of t h e i r  way t o  i n s u l t  them. People i n  genera l  have got  good 
manners, but  a  p o l l  shows i n  b lack  and white  how people r e a l l y  f e e l  about 
him, and sometimes a candida te  r e a l l y  i s  a f r a i d  t o  l e a r n  t h a t .  

Q: Can you t e l l  me about some of t he  o the r  ads ,  s p e c i f i c a l l y  what you 
learned  from t h e  p o l l s  t h a t  you should do i n  t h e  o t h e r  ads? 

A: Well, a s  I kind of i nd ica t ed  yes te rday  o r  day before  yes te rday ,  t h e  
"walk1' as a symbol was t e r r i b l y  important so  t h e r e  were p i c t u r e s  o f  Dan 
on t h e  "Walk" i n  every commercial we d id .  The o the r  commercials were-- 
i t ' s  hard f o r  me t o  remember. ( laughs)  Generalized commercials. One 
th ing  I remember is, because of Dan's phenomenal background we did a  
long, r e l a t i v e l y  speaking, long commercial on h i s  background, what he had 
done . . . 
Q: H i s  childhood o r  h i s  p a s t  career? 



A: H i s  whole l i f e ,  yes. But I really c a n ' t  r e c a l l  s p e c i f i c s .  

Q: I f  you had i t  t o  do aga in  would you h i r e  David Garth t o  do t h e  media? 

A: Yes. Why do you a sk  t h a t  quest ion? (laughs) 

Q: I ' m  j u s t  cur ious  because so  many p o l i t i c i a n s  . . . 
A: He j u s t  handled Begin's* campaign. 

Q: Oh, he did? 

A: Yes. ( l augh te r )  He's now an  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  campaign man. 

Q: Well, as you s a i d ,  you know, lawyers and p o l i t i c i a n s  l i k e  t o  t r u s t  
t h e i r  own i n s t i n c t s  about p o l i t i c s  and they don' t  want t o  t r u s t  some 
Madison Avenue guy t o  do i t  f o r  them, and y e t  you a l l  decided t h a t  you 
wanted t h a t  s p e c i a l i z e d  expe r t i s e .  

A: Yes, Dave Green and 1 had hown Dave Garth s i n c e  1960. H e  worked 
with us  on t h a t  d r a f t  Stevenson th ing  a t  t h e  1960 Convention. You're too 
young t o  remember t h a t  convention. 

Q: No, I ' m  no t .  ( l augh te r )  

A: But, I don ' t  know i f  you remember--the b ig  th ing  was how d id  so many 
Stevenson suppor te rs  g e t  i n t o  t h e  convention? The whole p lace  was packed 
wi th  Stevenson suppor t e r s ,  and t h e r e  were all kinds of t h e o r i e s  i n  the  
media. There was a tremendous demonstration f o r  Stevenson when he w a s  
nominated by Gene McCarthy. And he re  t he  mechanism of t he  convention was 
con t ro l l ed  by Kennedy. So, they f i n a l l y  came up with t h e  theory  t h a t  
Stevenson people would go i n  and then c o l l e c t  from the  Stevenson people 
t h e i r  t i c k e t s  and one guy would go ou t  [and g ive  i t  t o  someone e l s e ]  . . . much simpler  than  t h a t .  I was i n  the  t r a i l e r  ou t s ide ,  t he  
i n t e l l i g e n c e  trailer with t h e  hookups t o  t h e  de l ega te s ,  and a t  one poin t  
I turned  around and t h e r e  w a s  some guy undressing. A guard, r i g h t ?  And 
he was wi th  Dave Garth and what had happened was t h a t  Dave Garth, I guess 
t h e  word would be h i r e d ,  a guard and h i s  uniform. And he put  i t  on a 
Stevenson volunteer  who then went back t o  t h e  g a t e  where t h i s  guard was 
and opened t h e  doors t o  a l l  t he  Stevenson people and they j u s t  poured i n  
by t h e  thousands. It w a s  r e a l l y  funny. But Garth i s  a very  imaginat ive 

Q: Resourceful.  

A: . . . r e sou rce fu l  guy. 

Q: Okay, t e l l  me about the primary win. What was t h a t  n i g h t  l i k e ?  You 
d i d n ' t  know whether you were going t o  win o r  not .  I assume you went i n t o  
i t  th inking  you were. 

* I s r a e l ' s  prime min i s t e r ,  Menachem Begin. 



A: Well, th inking  i t  was very  c lose .  A s  I s a i d  before,  i n  t h e  l a s t  
weeks, t h e r e ' s  no way, i n  a c l o s e  r ace ,  t h e r e ' s  no way of knowing. Even 
i f  you ' re  p o l l i n g ,  because then  turnout  becomes important.  For example, 
T know t h a t  i n  1976 a l l  our p o l l s  showed t h a t  Walker was ahead of Howlett 
and i f  everybody had voted ,  Walker would have beaten Howlett. But t h e  
f a c t  of t h e  mat te r  is ,  i f  you look a t  what happened i n  t h e  e l e c t i o n  i n  
Chicago, t h e  machine ground out  t h e i r  v o t e r s  and elsewhere t h e  Walker 
v o t e r s  s tayed home, and so  you never can t e l l .  Now, we d i d n ' t  know u n t i l  
very  l a t e  t h a t  evening t h a t  w e  had won f o r  sure .  I remember a t  one po in t  
he went on t e l e v i s i o n  and threa tened  . . . he had c a l l e d  Jim Thompson and 
he c a l l e d  everybody because we were worried about some of t h e  wards no t  
coming i n  with t h e i r  b a l l o t s ,  and we were worried t h a t  they were holding 
back t o  s e e  what was going t o  happen, whether o r  no t  they needed 
more. . . . 
Q: And Thompson a t  t h a t  time was U.S. a t to rney?  

A: U.S. a t to rney ,  yes. 

Q: Can you remember t h e  moment when you f i n a l l y  knew t h a t  he had won t h e  
primary? 

A: Well, I have a very simple r u l e  on t h a t .  When Dave Green t e l l s  me 
t h a t  somebody has  won then  I be l i eve  i t  and i f  i t ' s  a t  s i x - t h i r t y  i n  t h e  
evening or  i f  i t ' s  s i x - t h i r t y  i n  t h e  fol lowing morning, I be l i eve  him. 
And when he t e l l s  me we've l o s t  t hen  I be l i eve  we've l o s t .  I don ' t  
remember when i t  was t h a t  Dave t o l d  me but  i t  was . . . I guess i t  was 
l a t e  t h a t  evening. 

Q: And then  what d id  you do? I c a n ' t  be l i eve  you went home and went t o  
bed. 

A: No, of course t h e r e  were a l o t  of people down i n  t h e  h o t e l  ballroom, 
and Dan went down t h e r e  and made a v i c t o r y  speech. Then we went up and 
had a meeting. And the  meeting was to  dec ide  what should be done the  
next  day. And everybody expected him t o  have a p re s s  conference t h e  next  
day and we d i d n ' t  want t o  do i t ,  so in s t ead  he l e f t  t h a t  n igh t  f o r  a 
vaca t ion  and d id  not  have a p re s s  conference. 

Q: Why d i d n ' t  he want t o  have a p re s s  conference? 

A: Well, t h e r e  was one s e r i o u s  p o l i t i c a l  problem. One . . . t h e r e  were 
many, ( laughs)  and they a l l  revolved around what should our r e l a t i o n s h i p  
be with t h e  Daley admin i s t r a t i on?  But t h e r e  was a l s o  another  ques t ion  
which w a s  . . . Hanrahan had been nominated and what should be ou r  
p o s i t i o n  toward Hanrahan? And i n  gene ra l  we've always taken t h e  p o s i t i o n  
t h a t  . . . f o r  example, Dan sa id  he was a g a i n s t  slatemaking. Not a g a i n s t  
t h e  process  of endorsement but against: t h e  process  t h a t  t h a t  was t h e  
l e g a l  de te rmina t ion  of t h e  candidates .  Our view, and i t ' s  t h e  l e g a l  
view, is  t h a t  t h e  v o t e r s  determine i t  i n  t h e  primary. So now you're  
faced by a candida te  you f i n d  unacceptable ,  who's been nominated by t h e  
people,  running on your t i c k e t .  What do you do? That was a very s e r i o u s  
problem. We wanted time t o  t h ink  through what we should be doing on 
those  th ings ,  so we a l l  f lew o f f ,  and then  we met down i n  F lo r ida  and 
d iscussed  t h e  problem. 



Q: What did you decide t o  do about Daley and Hanrahan? 

A: Well, we decided t o  t r y  t o  work wi th  Daley, but  Hanrahan we decided 
w e  could not support .  Well, w e  d id  no t  support  him. 

Q: Did Walker ever  say t h a t  pub l i c ly  . . . 
A: Yes, yes.  

Q: . . . t h a t  he couldn ' t  support  Hanrahan? What was h i s  f e e l i n g  a t  
t h a t  po in t  about  Hartigan? Did he t h i n k  he could work with him? 

A: Yes, and I thought so too. I had misjudged how important Nei l  
thought being ward committeeman was. And when you looked at t h e  t i c k e t  
and t h e r e  were j u s t  . . . t h e r e  w a s  Har t igan  who was a ward committeeman, 
t h e r e  was Lyons who was a ward committeeman, l e t ' s  s e e  who e l s e  was on 
t h e  t i c k e t  then? Two o r  t h r e e  ward committeemen, a t  l e a s t  t h a t ,  Chicago 
ward committeemen, and we f e l t  t h a t  r e a l l y  wasn't t h e  b e s t  way of 
p re sen t ing  the  Democratic p a r t y  candida tes  t o  downstate people. So Dan 
c a l l e d  and asked t o  t a l k  t o  them and asked them t o  r e s ign  o r  i f  they 
wouldn't  r e s ign ,  say they would r e s i g n  i f  they were e l ec t ed .  But they 
re fused .  

Q: They thought t h a t  j u s t  d i d n ' t  make any sense  a t  a l l .  

A: Yes. 

Q: Why do you th ink  Dan Walker won t h a t  primary? 

A: Be worked very hard ,  very hard. We were a l l  on t a r g e t  i n  terms o f ,  
11 where w a s  the  populat ion?" They were looking f o r  somebody who was 
f r e s h .  And they i d e n t i f i e d  with him and they bel ieved he i d e n t i f i e d  wi th  
t h e i r  problems. And we organized l i k e  h e l l .  We r e a l l y  d i d ,  everywhere 
we could. P a r t i c u l a r l y  i n  t h e  suburbs.  

Q: But you don ' t  t h ink  t h a t  t h e  crossover  vot ing  o r  t h e  eighteen-year- 
o l d s  vo t ing  had much t o  do with i t ?  

A: No. A s  I s a i d  the  o t h e r  day those  v i c t o r i e s  were more psychological  
f o r  our t roops.  Gave us  t h e  f e e l i n g  t h a t  we were winning, moving ahead. 
But you know t h e  p a t t e r n  of eighteen-year-old v o t e r s  and how they vote .  
So, no t  many v o t e  i n  t h e  genera l  e l e c t i o n s  and then you t ake  t h e  
percentage t h a t  vo te  i n  pr imar ies  i t 's  even more r i d i cu lous ,  so.  . . . 
And I don' t  t h ink  many Republicans crossed over t o  vo te  f o r  Dan. 

Q: I f  Daley had taken him more s e r i o u s l y  would he have won? 

A: I t h i n k  t h a t ' s  kind of a myth t h a t  Daley d i d n ' t  t ake  him se r ious ly .  
The r egu la r  o rgan iza t ion  d id  i t s  usua l  job i n  Chicago. What defeated 
Simon wasn't  t h a t  we c a r r i e d  Chicago, which we d i d n ' t ,  but t h a t  we r o l l e d  
up t h i s  tremendous amount of vo te s  i n  t he  suburban r i n g  and downstate 
where he was supposed t o  have power. Daley couldn ' t  have squeezed more 
v o t e s  out  of i t .  Daley c e r t a i n l y  took Hanrahan s e r i o u s l y  and Hanrahan 
bea t  him. I mean he r e a l l y  took t h a t  man se r ious ly ;  t h a t  was a d i r e c t  
cha l lenge  t o  him on h i s  own home t u r f ,  Cook County. 



Q: What about t h e  summer, then,  i n  prepara t ion  f o r  t he  genera l  e l e c t i o n ?  

A: That summer? 

Q: Was i t  more of t h e  same o r  can you th ink  of h i g h l i g h t s ,  t h ings  you 
d id  d i f f e r e n t l y  then  because i t  w a s  a d i f f e r e n t  race?  

A: Well, i t  was a d i f f e r e n t  race.  Number one, w e  were running a g a i n s t  a 
much more s k i l l f u l  and r u t h l e s s  campaigner . . . and experienced, who had 
a bottomless campaign fund. You know, t h a t ' s  one of t h e  funny th ings .  I 
never understood why Ogi lv ie  has  never been asked o r  pressed on t h a t  
money, 'cause he has s a i d  pub l i c ly  t h a t  once when he was th inking  of 
running--I guess maybe f o r  t h e  Senate,  was that?--and h i s  name w a s  being 
t a l k e d  about ,  and he s a i d ,  w e l l ,  he had a campaign fund i f  he wanted t o  
run. Well, i f  he has t h e  campaign fund under t h e  law, it  should be made 
publ ic .  I mean, he should f i l e .  Nobody ever  picked t h a t  up, nobody ever  
asked him. 

For some reason Ogilvie--and I 've go t  t o  say most Republicans--seemed t o  
lead a charmed l i f e  with t h e  media. And B i l l  Sco t t ,  i t  wasn't u n t i l  B i l l  
S c o t t  was r e a l l y  down, I mean on the  mat, before  newspapers s t a r t e d  
r a i s i n g  any ques t ions  about  him. I know a r e p o r t e r  f o r  t h e  sun-~imes  who 
d i d  the  o r i g i n a l  s t o r y  on t h a t  f i f t y  thousand d o l l a r s  i n  t he  safe-deposi t  
box; l e f t  t h e  Sun-Times because he wanted t o  cont inue t h a t  s t o r y  and they 
s a i d  no, So he q u i t  and went wi th  the  Washington S t a r  and h e ' s  now with 
t h e  New York Times. And Thompson, I mean i t ' s  i n c r e d i b l e  what Thompson 
g e t s  away with; i t ' s  j u s t  s tagger ing .  I t 's  never h i s  f a u l t ,  i t ' s  
always. . . . I f  a t h i r d  l e v e l  bureaucrat  made a mistake,  t h e  head on 
t h e  s t o r y  would say ,  "Walker Aide Caught i n ,  . . ." you know, but  wi th  
Thompson, t h e  guy's named and he ' s  no t  even i d e n t i f i e d  a s  an appointee of 
Thompson o r  anything l i k e  t h a t .  Amazing. 

Q: Well, I want t o  g e t  i n t o  t h a t  a t  some po in t  because obviously 
Walker's p re s s  image is  no t  t he  bes t .  

A: I t h ink  t h a t ' s  . . . 
Q: He  w a s  r e a l l y  p r e t t y  w e l l  taken c a r e  of i n  the  p r e s s . ,  I mean . . . 
A: Y e s ,  they murdered him. 

Q: Right.  But I ' d  l i k e  t o  g e t  t o  h i s  e l e c t i o n .  

A: Okay, 

Q: T e l l  me about t h e  debates  between Ogi lv ie  and Walker. 

A: W e l l ,  we developed some p r e t t y  soph i s t i ca t ed  p o l i t i c a l  p o l l i n g  
techniques.  There 's  an  amusing s to ry .  This  is a p o l l s t e r  i n  Chicago, an 
i r a s c i b l e  guy, and we were t a l k i n g  t o  him. Dave Green and I were meeting 
wi th  him t o  d i scuss  h i r i n g  him f o r  t h e  campaign t o  do t h e  pol l ing-- this  
i s  t h e  primary, He s a i d  t o  u s  t h a t  he had seen Walker on t e l ev i s io f i  and 
Walker was a born l o s e r ,  t h a t  he d i d n ' t  see any sense i n  spending any 
money, t h a t  t h e  guy was j u s t  t e r r i b l e .  Dan came i n  then because he 
wanted t o  be i n  on t h e  d i scuss ion  and t h i s  p o l l s t e r  s a i d  t o  him, "As far 
as I ' m  concerned you're  a loser . "  I thought we were going t o ,  you know, 



everybody w a s  going t o  have a f i g h t .  But when th ings  calmed down, Dan 
s a i d  t h a t  he had j u s t  come from a tap ing  of t h e  "Kup Showt1 and t h a t  he 
and Simon had appeared on the  "Kup Show" toge ther .  As you probably know, 
Simon refused  t o  deba te  Walker throughout t h e  primary and we developed 
t h a t  technique of debat ing the  tape  recorder .  So, t h i s  p o l l s t e r  s a i d ,  
"Okay, I 'll t e l l  you what I ' l l  do. I ' l l  do a before  and a f t e r  p o l l  on . . 

t h e  "Kup Showt1 and I ' l l  do i t  f o r  nothing j u s t  t o  show you you're  a bad 
candidate. ' '  So, we d id  a before  and a f t e r  po l l .  Now on a before  and 
a f t e r  p o l l  what you do i s  you c a l l  up . . . do you know? 

Q: T e l l  me. 

A: Okay. You c a l l  up a random series of people i n  t h e  a r e a  and you a s k  
them i f  t h e y ' r e  planning t o  l i s t e n  o r  watch t h e  "Kup Show," and i f  they  
would be w i l l i n g  t o .  And i f  they agree  then you t ake  some demographic 
information from them, and say t h a t  y o u ' l l  c a l l  them back a f t e r  t h e  
program t o  a s k  them ques t ions  about what went on. You don' t  say what 's  
going on. You don ' t  say  anything. So, when you g e t  "X" number of people 
who say they will--many of them don't--you c a l l  them back. Many of them 
haven'l: watched so you j u s t  d i sca rd  those. Those t h a t  have, you a s k  a 
s e r i e s  of quest ions.  

Well, Walker wiped Simon out .  J u s t  wiped him out  on t h e  show. We were 
stunned. I watched t h e  show myself. Dan is so smart and so quick t h a t  
i t ' s  almost impossible  f o r  me t o  conceive of anybody being a b l e  t o  b e s t  
him i n  a debate.  So before  he went on t h a t  Simon th ing  we had s a i d  t o  
him, "Cool i t ,  cool  i t .  Telev is ion  is a very co ld  medium, be very 
gent le ."  Well, when I watched him I s a i d  t o  myself,  "This i s  awful. I 
mean, he looks l i k e  h e ' s  effeminate ,  he ' s  being so cool." Well, then  
when we got  t h e  p o l l  r e s u l t s  and i t  showed t h a t  he had j u s t  s laughtered  
Simon, number one, w e  h e w  t h a t  w e  should t r y  and g e t  them toge ther  a t  
a l l  c o s t s  and t h a t  deba te  should become an important campaign device.  
But we a l s o  knew t h a t  t h e r e  was a g r e a t  chance he re  t o  win. We knew it 
w a s  t h e r e  i f  we could only g e t  Dan's image ac ros s  t o  t h e  populat ion.  We 
d id  t h a t  once more during the  genera l  e l e c t i o n .  This was wi th  Ogi lv ie  
and i t  w a s  t he  t e l e v i s i o n  debate  down i n  S t .  Louis. 

Q: Excuse me j u s t  a minute. Now d id  Simon know t h a t  you had done t h i s ?  
H e  d i d n ' t  hear  about t h i s  so t h a t  t h a t  d i d n ' t  co lo r  h i s  r e f u s a l ?  

A: No. 

Q: Okay. 

A: I t h i  
a f r a i d  t o  

.nk he might have been a f r a i d  and I don ' t  blame him. 1 would be 
go up a g a i n s t  Dan Walker i n  a debate.  ( l augh te r )  The debate  

w i th  Ogi lv ie  was i n  S t .  Louis and we d id  the  same th ing ,  t h a t  is,  po l l ed  
before  and a f t e r .  And t h i s  time, before  Dan went i n  we s a i d ,  "Get him. 
Go, j u s t  show how bad t h e  guy r e a l l y  is  and how bad h i s  admin i s t r a t i on  
is." So, he r e a l l y  t o r e  i n t o  him and i t  w a s  b e a u t i f u l ,  and we were so  
happy and we  loved i t .  W e  were, you know, p a t t i n g  ourse lves  on t h e  back 
about what a g r e a t  candida te  and what a g r e a t  governor,  and then we saw 
t h e  p o l l  and i t  showed t h a t  Ogi lv ie  had wiped out  Walker. ( l augh te r )  
That Walker had been so good t h a t  he had reversed t h e  people. They 
s t a r t e d  f e e l i n g  s o r r y  f o r  Ogilvie .  It was r e a l l y  an  eye-opener f o r  u s  on 
debat ing,  



I t h i n k  t h e  c r i t i c a l  deba te  was t h e  l a s t  one on t e l e v i s i o n  up here ,  and 
Dan was magnif icent .  Jack Touhy c a l l e d  me a f t e r  t h e  debate  and he s a i d  
"I 've never seen anything l i k e  it." H e  s a i d ,  "The guy's g r e a t  and he 
j u s t  wiped ou t  Ogilvie on t h a t  [debate.]" So t h e  debates  were important.  
The debate  before  t he  media people downstate a t  t he  Press Associat ion w a s  - - 
important because i t  showed them t h a t  Dan Walker was no t  some dummy o r  
some corpora te  execut ive  t h a t  knew nothing about government and p o l i t i c s ,  
but  was, in f a c t ,  a very  b r i g h t  and capable guy. So they a l l  were 
important .  I n  t he  meantime we were doing what you do all t he  t i m e  i n  a 
campaign: we were t r y i n g  t o  genera te  a s  much f r e e  p u b l i c i t y  as poss ib l e ,  
o rganiz ing  wherever we could. 

Q: Was t h e r e  a po in t  a t  which, during t h a t  genera l  e l e c t i o n  campaign, 
you sensed t h e  p re s s  t u rn ing  a g a i n s t  him o r  away from him? 

A: Towards the  end of t he  campaign, t h e r e  was a debate  before  t h e  I V I ,  
Independent Voters of I l l i n o i s ,  and J i m  Hoge [ o f ]  t h e  Sun-Times was 
t h e r e ,  and Dan came out  i n  t h e  debate  a g a i n s t  forced busing and I be l i eve  
f o r  c a p i t a l  punishment. That w a s  a change i n  h i s  pos i t i on .  I be l i eve  
t h a t  w a s  t he  one, I'm no t  sure .  Anyway . . . 
Q: I t h i n k  i t  was. 

A: . . . Hoge was s t r i c k e n .  He went t o  t he  phone and c a l l e d  in--and now 
h e r e ' s  t h e  edi tor-- the s t o r y  and they made i t  t h e  f r o n t  page s t o r y .  
"Walker Booed by L i b e r a l s  Comes Out Against Forced Busing." Well, when I 
saw t h a t  headl ine ,  I thought ,  "super!" 'Cause t h a t ' s  where t h e  people 
were, But the  Sun-Times f e l t  j u s t  t he  oppos i te ,  obviously. They thought 
i t  was a very harmful headl ine .  

I t h i n k  t h e  media changed r i g h t  a f t e r  Dan was e l e c t e d  because they d i d n ' t  
be l i eve  he could be e l ec t ed .  And they d i d n ' t  be l i eve  he could win t h e  
primary, but  they a l s o  bel ieved t h a t  Ogi lv ie  could beat  him i n  the  
genera l  and t h a t  r e a l l y ,  I th ink ,  more than anything e l s e ,  made Walker 
i n t o l e r a b l e  t o  them. No? 

Q: I don' t  understand why he was i n t o l e r a b l e .  Was i t  because they were 
proven wrong? 

A: No. He owed nothing t o  any of them. He owed nothing t o  t h e  
establ ishment .  He was, i n  t h a t  sense,  a t r u e  independent. The media 
don ' t  l i k e  t h a t ,  J u s t  l i k e  Jane  Byrne. One of t h e  reasons they h a t e  
Jane Byme so much i s  because she  doesn ' t  c a r e  about t h e  es tab l i shment ,  
so  t h e r e ' s  no hold ,  I mean, Ogi lv ie  was a c r e a t u r e  of t h e  establ ishment .  
A newspaper knew t h a t  they  could t a l k  t o  him; i f  they had problems they 
could reach him through bus iness  con tac t s ,  and Dan they couldn ' t .  There 
was j u s t  no way t o  g e t  a hand on him and t h a t  they  d i d n ' t  l i k e .  The 
change was s t a r t l i n g .  I couldn ' t  be l i eve  it; I couldn ' t  understand i t ,  
but  they  r e a l l y  s t a r t e d  jamming away. 

Q: E l ec t ion  n igh t  w a s  anybody going around saying,  "I c a n ' t  be l i eve  i t " ?  
O r  d id  you a l l  be l i eve  t h a t  he had a very good chance of winning and when 
he d i d  it  w a s  no great s u r p r i s e ?  



A: Again, i t ' s  not  romantic.  E lec t ion  n igh t  a few of u s  s i t  i n  a smal l  
room and g e t  r e p o r t s  and use  those  r e p o r t s  t o  t r y  and f i g u r e  out  what 's  
going on o r  check what 's  happening. I do remember one th ing  t h a t  w a s  
funny t h a t  n igh t .  The f i r s t  r e p o r t  we got  i n  w a s  from a p rec inc t  i n  t h e  
Eleventh Ward--we had sample p r e c i n c t s  around t h e  s t a t e  and we s e n t  
people,  assigned them t h a t  p r e c i n c t ,  t o  go and g e t  t h e  count and c a l l  i n  
t h e  count f o r  governor,  t h a t ' s  i t ;  because Dave then had i t  worked out  so 
he would h o w  what was happening. The f i r s t  one t h a t  came i n  was t h e  
Eleventh Ward. The margin was t e r r i f i c .  It was a t y p i c a l  Eleventh Ward 
margin. I don ' t  remember what i t  was but  t h e  t o t a l  vo te  was ha l f  of what 
i t  should be. When Dave saw t h a t  he went c razy ,  I mean he j u s t ,  he s a i d ,  
"They've so ld  us  ou t ,  we're down, t h e r e ' s  no way . . . i f  t h a t  is  a  
t y p i c a l  p r e c i n c t ,  t h e y ' r e  j u s t  going t o  k i l l  us." 

Q: Because t h e  turnout  wasn't good o r  because i t  was s t o l e n ?  

A: Well because i t  was . . . w e l l ,  l e t ' s  say t h e  vo te  was s i x  hundred 
for  Walker t o  f i f t y  f o r  Ogi lv ie  okay? I n  t h a t  p rec inc t  i t  should have 
been, say twelve hundred t o  one hundred. W e l l ,  t h a t  s i x  hundred v o t e s ,  
and t h a t  mu l t ip l i ed  by a l l  t h e  o t h e r  p r e c i n c t s  meant, i f  t r u e ,  t h a t  t h e  
downstate vo te  which had t o  go more s t r o n g l y  f o r  Ogi lv ie ,  would overcome 
t h e  Chicago lead.  It happened t h a t  I knew t h e  people who were t h e  
vo lun tee r s ,  so I tracked it down. Well, i t  turned out  t h a t  they had--it 
was panic ,  I ' m  t e l l i n g  you, i t  was panic i n  t h a t  room--turned out  t h a t  
they had only go t t en  t h e  count on one machine. ( laughs)  There were two 
vo t ing  machines and they had go t t en  t h e  count on one. ( l augh te r )  So, i t  
was a  g r e a t  r e l i e f ,  but  t h a t  was r e a l l y  t e n  minutes of pure,  pure panic  
and depression.  

Q: A t  what po in t  d id  Dave Green t e l l  you t h a t  Dan had won? 

A: I r e a l l y  c a n ' t  remember. It was f a i r l y  e a r l y  i n  t he  evening. Nine 
o 'c lock ,  somewhere around the re .  

Q: And you had no doubt about i t?  

A: I f  Dave says  i t ,  i t ' s  t rue .  

Q: But d i d n ' t  Dave t h i n k  you were going t o  win i n  19761 

A: No. 

Q: He d idn ' t ?  Not going i n t o  the  primary he d idn ' t ?  

A: No, remember what I s a i d  about  Dave i s  when Dave t e l l s  me we've won, 
we've won and when he t e l l s  m e  we've l o s t ,  we've l o s t .  When it  comes t o  
p red ic t ing  an e l e c t i o n  then  he  and I a r e  peers .  

Q: What was Dan's r e a c t i o n  t o  t h e  win? 

A: Well, he d i d n ' t  say,  "yippee!" ( laughs)  He was happy . . . 
Q: Well, what does Dan Walker say when he becomes governor of t h e  s t a t e  
of I l l i n o i s ?  



A: 1 t h i n k  he probably s a i d ,  "Thank you1' t o  u s  i n  a very formal way. I 
would imagine t h a t ' s  what he d id .  I don' t  r e a l l y  remember. And then w e  
went down and, aga in ,  t h e  v i c t o r y  speech, and then up aga in  t o  p lan  the  
press  conference f o r  t h e  next  day. This time, obviously,  we had t o  have 
a p re s s  conference. 

Q: A t  t h a t  po in t  what w a s  your p o s i t i o n  vis-a-vis Daley? 

A: Cordial .  Dan c a l l e d  him t h a t  evening and t h e r e  w a s  no h o s t i l i t y .  
Daley had helped a g r e a t  dea l  f i n a n c i a l l y ;  t o  my knowledge, more than 
he'd ever  helped any candidate .  Daley wanted Dan Walker t o  win. I don't  
t h i n k  he wanted him t o  l o s e  'cause he wouldn't have come up wi th  t h a t  
money i f  he had. It 's very  easy t o  say no. 

Tape 3, Side 2 

Q: How do you remember t h a t  t i m e  between t h e  e l e c t i o n  and the  Inaugural? 

A: Well, le t  me touch on one o the r  t h ing  f i r s t .  Before you go i n t o  a 
p r e s s  conference you have a b r i e f i n g  sess ion .  What a r e  t he  tough 
ques t ions  t h a t  a r e  coming up and what a r e  you going t o  say and, you know, 
working out  . . . every p o l i t i c i a n  and publ ic  o f f i c e  holder  does t h i s .  
Two ques t ions  t h a t  we d i d  not  d i scuss  came up and they became t h e  
head l ine  s t o r y  t h e  next  day. It s a i d ,  I t h i n k  i t  was the  Dai ly  News, 
"Walker Says Crosstown Dead--Asks Hart igan To Resign As  C~rnmitteeman.~' 
And Hart igan was t h e r e  w i th  him and s a i d ,  "No .I1 From t h e  very beginning 
t h e r e  was t h a t  p a t t e r n  e s t a b l i s h e d .  

That Crosstown th ing  was amazing, i nc red ib ly  important ,  and had an 
a s ton i sh ing  impact, and I ' m  su re ,  an impact i n  ways w e ' l l  never know on 
people,  t h e  bus iness  community. And of course i t  was a lousy idea .  I 
mean the  whole idea  of t h e  Crosstown was a lousy idea .  But Daley never 
gave up on t h a t .  Never gave up on it. 

An amusing story--in 1976 Dan had l o s t  t h e  primary and t h e r e  w a s  some 
specu la t ion ,  w a s  he going t o  support  Howlett? . . . And he announced he 
w a s  going t o  support  Howlett. Well, Daley had a p re s s  conference i n  
Chicago and he p ra i sed  Dan and he s a i d ,  "Oh, he' d make a g r e a t  sena tor  
and he ' s  a g r e a t  man, a g r e a t ,  g r e a t  Democrat, l' went on and you know, 
baloney. Okay. That day Dan was campaigning i n  Indiana and he g e t s  an  
emergency c a l l  from Daley, Now he ' s  i n  Indiana. He's campaigning; I 
t h i n k  the  guy was running f o r  governor of Indiana. And you know one of 
t h e  funny th ings  about  I l l i n o i s ,  t h e  governor of I l l i n o i s  is  very  well- 
known i n  a s t r i p  along t h e  border of Indiana because of t e l e v i s i o n .  And 
t h e  same th ing  is  t r u e  i n  Iowa and Missouri.  So he can be very  use fu l  i n  
a campaign. So, he was campaigning . . . emergency c a l l  from Daley. 

So he c a l l e d  Daley and Daley s a i d ,  " ~ u s t  wanted t o  t e l l  you t h a t  I held 
t h i s  p re s s  conference and I s a i d  what a g r e a t  Democrat you were and t h a t  
I thought you'd make a g r e a t  United S t a t e s  senator ."  And Dan was 
f labbergas ted  and s a i d ,  "Well I a p p r e c i a t e  t h a t  M r .  Mayor. Thank you 
very much," you know. Then Daley s a i d ,  "Now Gov, how about the 
Crosstown?" (laughs) Th i s  is  four  years  l a t e r  and he ' s  s t i l l  i n  t h e r e  
t r y i n g  t o  ge t  it. 



One of t he  th ings ,  by the  way, during the  campaign--this w a s  t he  
Watergate e r a .  Now, we caught a spy i n  our o f f i c e  and her  boyfr iend 
taught  a t  some co l l ege  out  i n  DuPage. He w a s  a former CIA guy. 

Q: Wait a minute. In  which o f f i c e ?  Campaign o f f i c e ?  

A: Campaign o f f i c e .  It wae during the  Ogilvie/Walker campaign. But we 
caught her  dup l i ca t ing  s t u f f  t o  take  out .  S tuf f  t h a t  was none of her  
business .  And t h e r e  was a l s o  a guy who w a s  k i l l e d  i n  an automobile 
acc ident  i n  I l l l n o i s  who worked f o r  [Donald H.] S e g r e t t i ,  and when he w a s  
killed he was d r iv ing  an  automobile t h a t  belonged t o  one of Ogi lv ie ' s  
a s s i s t a n t s .  We'll  never know what they d i d  i n  t h a t  campaign. We know 
some of t he  th ings  they 'd do. We'd have a meeting scheduled somewhere 
and somebody would c a l l  t he  people and say he w a s  from Walker 
headquarters  and Walker would not  be a b l e  t o  make i t  and so the  meeting 
was canceled. So then we'd a r r i v e  and there 'd  be no meeting, t h a t  kind 
of s t u f f .  There were a l o t  of d i r t y  t r i c k s  going on and the  Nixon people 
were a l l  over t h e  country a s s i s t i n g  t h e i r  Republican candidates .  

You asked about t he  period between t h a t  [ t h e  genera l  e l e c t i o n ]  and 
inaugurat ion.  Well, t h e  ha rdes t  th ing  of course was t r y i n g  t o  work on 
t h e  cab ine t  and t h e  top appointees .  And a few of u s  went o f f  and spent  a 
week o r  so t a l k i n g  about it. Then I had a h e a r t  a t t a c k  i n  December, so 
during t h a t  per iod u n t i l  I came back, which was the  end of January--for 
example, I was not  a t  t h e  inauguration--I w a s  a t  home. I was out  of t h e  
h o s p i t a l  but  I w a s  a t  home. 

But t h e  p u t t i n g  t age the r  of people t o  try and make up the  cab ine t  w a s  
extremely d i f f i c u l t ,  t r y i n g  t o  balance rewarding your people -who have 
worked hard f o r  you and supported you, wi th  whether o r  no t  they could do 
a job i n  government. And you know, we made mistakes.  Not anywhere near  
t h e  mistakes t h a t  people t h ink  we made--not people--that media and 
p o l i t i c i a n s  say we made, 'cause i n  genera l  I th ink  t h a t  h i s  cab ine t  had 
b e t t e r  people i n  i t  than  any governor i n  my memory, and t h a t  i nc ludes  
Stevenson. People have a s o r t  of foggy idea  of Stevenson and they f o r g e t  
t h a t  t h e r e  was a g r e a t  insurance  scandal  and t h e  g r e a t  horsemeat scandal ,  
and he had people i n  h i s  cab ine t  t h a t  we would neker touch i n  a m i l l i o n  
years .  

Q: Well, g ive  m e  an  example of a mistake. 

A: You mean somebody? 

Q: Well, I mean obviously Angelos was never a c t u a l l y  submitted, bu t  t h a t  
w a s  a mistake. 

A: Mistake. 

Q: Was Fogel t h e  f i r s t  d i r e c t o r  of t he  Department of Correct ions? 

A: Yes. 

Q: Do you th ink  of t h a t  a s  a mistake? 



A: Oh no, I t h i n k  Fogel was a very,  very  smart guy. I ' l l  never f o r g e t  . . . t o  me,  t h e  most c h i l l i n g  and most pressure  cooking th ings  t h a t  
occur  is when t h e r e  i s  a r i o t  o r  a d i s turbance  i n  a prison.  And t h a t  
happened a couple of t i m e s ,  and I ' ll  never f o r g e t  t h a t  f i r s t  t i m e .  We 
were down a t  t he  mansion, w e  s tayed a l l  n igh t  a t  t h e  mansion, and t r y i n g  
t o  work it out  . . . one of those  wonderful bu reauc ra t i c  s t o r i e s ,  r i g h t ?  
We're s i t t i n g  t h e r e ,  t h e  top  people i n  t h e  adminis t ra t ion .  We decide,  
t h i s  is what should be done. The governor g e t s  on t h e  phone, t a l k s  t o  
t h e  person i n  charge of t h e  p r i son  and says,  "1 want you t o  go. I want 
you t o  t a l k  t o  them. I want you t o  say t h i s  t o  them. Okay, you got  i t  
s t r a i g h t ?  L e t ' s  go over it. Do it. Okay." And then we wai t .  You can 
imagine t h e  i n c r e d i b l e  pressure .  Maybe they k i l l e d  them. We don' t  hear  
anything,  w e  don ' t  hear  anybody. 

Q: They're hos tages  taken,  t h a t  kind of t h ing?  

A: Yes. We don ' t  hear  anything. F i n a l l y  we c a l l  aga in ,  The guy i s  on 
t h e  phone. "Well, we've been d iscuss ing  whether o r  no t  we should do 
tha t . "  ( l augh te r )  Right? I mean he re ' s  t h e  governor t e l l i n g  . . . 
( laughs)  but so ,  Dan i n  h i s  most sweet and convincing tones t o l d  him t o  
"Get t h e  h e l l  ou t  t h e r e  and do it." H e  d id  it and i t  worked. Now, Fogel 
was i n  t h e  meeting with us  and he s a i d ,  "The most important th ing  t o  do 
f i g h t  now a s  t he  p r i s o n e r s  go back t o  t h e i r  c e l l s  i s  t o  take  t h a t  small 
group t h a t  were t h e  ones who were t h e  r ing leade r s  and parade them through 
a l l  t he  c e l l  blocks so t h a t  a l l  t he  p r i sone r s  can s e e  they haven' t been 
beaten." Now t h a t ' s  t h e  kind of t h ing  only somebody who understands what 
guards are l i k e ,  and what p r i sone r s  are l i k e ,  can do. You know, t h a t  w a s  
a b r i l l i a n t  kind of t h ing ,  So, Fogel t o  me was not  a mistake. 

Q: Who do you t h i n k  turned out  t o  be the  very  b e s t  appointments? Who 
jumps i n t o  your mind as r e a l l y  good? 

A: Langhorne Bond w a s  . . . 
Q: Why w a s  he . . . 
A: Well, he w a s  an  extremely good r e c r u i t e r  of t a l e n t .  Af t e r  a l l ,  he 
r e c r u i t e d  [John D.] Kramer and you know ( laughs)  Thompson kept  Kramer on 
a s  h i s  s e c r e t a r y  of Transpor ta t ion .  Be w a s  a blend of very  high grade 
ideas  and ideology about  t r a n s p o r t a t i o n ,  but on t h e  o t h e r  hand understood 
t h a t  t h e r e  a r e  p o l i t i c s  involved i n  a road program and a t r a n s i t  program 
and would l i s t e n .  He d i d n ' t  always g ive  i n  but  he wouldn't au tomat ica l ly  
oppose you. Some people j u s t  au tomat ica l ly  oppose you. I f  you s a i d  
p o l i t i c a l  then they s a i d  no. 

It 's s t range .  When we were down i n  F lo r ida  t a l k i n g  about p u t t i n g  t h e  
cab ine t  t oge the r ,  t h e r e  w a s  a guy who had been t h e  top a s s i s t a n t  t o  t h e  
Democratic governor of Ohio, G i l l i gan ,  and he had been h e l p f u l  t o  u s  i n  
our campaign i n  advice ,  and we asked him t o  come down t o  F lo r ida  and meet 
w i th  u s  and t a l k  t o  us. So he d id .  And one of t h e  th ings  he s a i d  w a s ,  
"You'll be su rp r i s ed .  You' l l  take your toughest  p o l i t i c a l  o rganizer  and 
y o u ' l l  put him i n  as, say ,  a s s i s t a n t  d i r e c t o r  of Conservation, and he ' s  
t h e  guy who would do anything t o  g e t  a vo te .  So you put him t h e r e  
because h e ' s  r e l i a b l e  and t rustworthy.  Then he makes a speech somewhere 
t o  a group of conse rva t ion i s t s .  A l l  of a sudden he ' s  go t  a cons t i tuency .  



So you a s k  him t o  do something p o l i t i c a l  and he says ,  " I ' m  s o r r y  I c a n ' t  
do it." He [ G i l l i g a n ]  says ,  "You won't be l i eve  t h a t  w i l l  happen but  i t  
will happen." Well i t  happened. ( laughs)  I mean, wi th  a vengeance. 

We appointed Tony Dean--who was our  top  p o l i t i c a l  o rganizer  and a guy who 
would, dur ing  t h e  campaign, you know, j u s t  do what needed t o  be done--we 
appointed him d i r e c t o r  of Conservation. A t  one po in t  . . . you know, i n  
a l e g i s l a t i v e  se s s ion ,  l e g i s l a t o r s  would come and would a sk  f o r  th ings .  
The Republican l e a d e r  i n  t h e  house had never asked me f o r  anything. And 
one day he  c a l l e d  m e  up and sa id  he wanted t o  t a l k  t o  me. And he  came i n  
and he s a i d ,  "Two of my p rec inc t  committeemen l a s t  n igh t  voted aga ins t  m e  
f o r  county chairman." H e  s a i d ,  "I 'd  l i k e  them f i r e d  and they work i n  t h e  
Department of Conservation." So I thought t o  myself,  "Okay, h e r e ' s  t h e  
Republican county chairman, h e ' s  t h e  Republican l e a d e r  i n  t h e  house and 
t h e s e  a r e  t w o  Republican committeemen who a r e  no t  i n  c i v i l  se rv ice .  F i r e  
them." I s a i d ,  "It's done. It's done. Couldn't be be t t e r . "  So, I 
c a l l e d  up Tony and I asked Tony t o  came i n  and I ' d  l a y  i t  a l l  out  f o r  
him. I ' m  so happy. And he says ,  "They're two of my b e s t  people,  Vic,  I 
c a n ' t  do it." And he wouldn't. And t h e  Republican l eade r  would c a l l  me 
every day and say ,  "What about those  two guys? I t o l d  them they  were 
going t o  g e t  f i red ."  And I s a i d ,  "1'm so r ry ,  I ' m  trying." It was r e a l l y  
a t e r r i b l y  embarrassing th ing  f o r  me. A marvelous example of a l l  t h e  
kinds of t h ings  t h a t  can happen t o  a guy when he  [ t a k e s ]  a job. H i s  
whole approach changes. 

Q: There was a t i m e  when d i r e c t o r s  were much more c l o s e l y  a l l i e d  wi th  
governors. Any disagreements were a i r e d  i n  p r i v a t e ,  and t h e  cablner  and 
t h e  governor showed a uni ted  f r o n t  t o  t h e  world. Somewhere along t h e  way 
t h a t  has  evolved i n  a d i f f e r e n t  d i r e c t i o n .  D i rec to r s  obviously a r e  
f e e l i n g  much more independent. Was t h a t  one of t h e  b i g  problems t h a t  
Walker r a n  i n t o  i n  t r y i n g  t o  manage t h e  state of I l l i n o i s ?  

A: No, I don ' t  t h i n k  t h a t  was such a problem. There i s  a famous 
i n c i d e n t  [ involv ing]  Bob Gibson who i s  now head of t h e  AFL-CIO. Gibson 
was appointed chairman of t h e  Capi to l  Development Board. And i n  t h e  
course of t h e  number one, t h e  f i r s t  l e g i s l a t i v e  b a t t l e ,  between Walker 
and Daley, Gibson went on t h e  f l o o r  and campaigned f o r  Daley 's  s i d e  and 
a g a i n s t  Walker's s ide .  Now t h a t  kind of behavior i s  unacceptable;  t h e r e  
i s  j u s t  no way you can have a head of an  agency who is  going t o  be 
working a g a i n s t  you. So, he  was f i r e d  and t h e r e  was a g r e a t  f u s s  about 
t h a t .  

Q: What was t h e  b a t t l e  do you remember? 

A: Y e s ,  it w a s  House B i l l  #89 t h e  famous . . . money f o r  t h e  CTA. 

Q: Right,  okay. Everybody remembers number #89. Why i s  t h a t ?  Because 
i t  w a s  t h e  first . . . 
A: Oh yes,  i t  w a s  t h e  f i r s t  b a t t l e .  Well, they  had many, many s i d e s  t o  
it. You don ' t  v e t o  a b i l l  t h a t ' s  t h a t  c r i t i c a l  and go i n t o  a f i g h t  l i k e  
t h a t  i f  you t h i n k  you're  going t o  lose .  We had been assured by Henry 
Byde t h a t  he and h i s  group would support  u s  because he had had t h e  f i g h t  
w i th  Bob Blair f o r  Speaker and had l o s t ,  and so  he had a rump group of 
Republicans who were h i s  people and they would vo te  wi th  him. And Henry 



Hyde s a i d ,  " I ' m  wi th  you on th i s . "  We had t h e  vo te s ,  we counted them. 
We had t h e  vo te s  t o  prevent  an  over r ide .  Unfortunately however, when it 
came t o  t h e  vo te ,  f o r  t h e  ove r r ide ,  Henry no t  only voted but  made a 
speech support ing t h e  o v e r r i d e  of t h e  v e t o  and t h e  ve to  was overr idden.  
Now J e r r y  Shea l a t e r  t o l d  me t h a t  no t  only d id  he make Henry chbnge h i s  
vo te ,  but  t h a t  he had ges tured  t o  Henry t o  make s u r e  t h a t  Henry had t o  
s t and  up on t h e  f l o o r  and make t h a t  speech. That t o  J e r r y  was s o r t  of 
t h e  cream on t h e  cake. 

Q: That CTA.bil1 was where Walker wanted Chicago t o  put  i n  more money, 
is  t h a t  what i t  was? 

A: Yes, w e l l ,  t h e r e  were va r ious  vers ions .  Whether i t  should be a loan ,  
whether i t  should be o u t r i g h t  g ran t ;  and Daley had come down, and he and 
Pikarsky and Dan and I had lunch a t  t h e  mansion and Daley had t a lked  
about how important t h e  b i l l  was e t c ,  e t c .  Daley, I th ink ,  bel ieved he 
w a s  going t o  g e t  it. And w a s  shocked when Walker vetoed it. 

Q: That wasn't when Daley came down and spoke. 

A: No, t h a t  was t h e  educa t ion  . . . 
Q: Right. 

A: . . , t h a t  was some yea r s  l a t e r .  Doug Kane was a t  t h a t  time head of 
our l e g i s l a t i v e  team. And he w a s  t h e  one who counted t h e  vo te s  and s a i d .  
they  were the re ,  t h a t  go t  t h e  ove r r ide  beaten. And i t  should have been; 
he j u s t  counted. I f  you looked a t  i t ,  downstate would be aga ins t  i t  and 
you needed t h r e e - f i f t h s  t o  ove r r ide  a ve to ,  so i t  appeared a doable 
th ing .  

Q: How did  you s e e  Walker's r e l a t i o n s h i p  wi th  cab ine t  members, wi th  
agency d i rec tors?  

A: ( long pause) Dan be l ieved  t h a t  t he  ch ief  execut ive  should run 
government. And he be l ieved  i n  what i n  business  i s  called hands-on 
management, i n  which t h e  top execut ive  has  h i s  hands on everybody and 
knows what 's  going on. From observing o t h e r  governors,  they never l i k e d  
t o  g e t  involved t h a t  much i n  government and they l e t  t h e  departments j u s t  
run by themselves. Thompson is a .  c l a s s i c  example of t h a t .  But Walker 
g o t  heav i ly  involved i n  every budget and would meet wi th  the  d i r e c t o r  and 
go over t he  budget, with programs, with problems; and d i r e c t o r s ,  I ' d  say,  
were probably ambivalent about t h a t .  They'd much p r e f e r  t o  be l e t  a lone  
t o  do t h e i r  own th ing  r a t h e r  than  have somebody. . . . 
You h o w ,  i t ' s  a funny th ing .  A f r i e n d  of mine s t i l l  c a l l s  me "d i r ec to r "  
because when I was head of Economic Development under Kerner, he came 
down t o  S p r i n g f i e l d  t o  see m e  and I walked i n t o  a h o t e l  and they s a i d ,  
"Oh, d i r e c t o r ,  t h e r e ' s  a phone c a l l  f o r  you." And he w a s  as tonished ,  
r i g h t ?  And when you become a d i r e c t o r  and a l l  t he  fawning t h a t  ,starts 
tak ing  p lace  wi th in  t h e  s t a f f ,  all t h e  r e s t a u r a n t s ,  t h e  h o t e l s ,  everybody 
t r e a t s  you . . . you know, you have a car or  somebody d r i v e s  you around, 
you h o w ,  t h a t  kind of t h ing  is  bad f o r  a person 's  ego. That is, i t  
i n f l a t e s  it. 



A s  you know, Dan brought i n  zero-based budgeting and they d i d n ' t  l i k e  
t h a t .  And t h e  s t a f f s  p a r t i c u l a r l y  d i d n ' t  like t h a t .  They d i d n ' t  l i k e  t o  
have t o  j u s t i f y  everything.  It's a funny th ing .  In  the  beginning--I 
t h ink  i t 's  t r u e  of everybody, and i t 's  t r u e  of t h e  n a t i o n a l  a s  well--in 
t h e  beginning a d i r e c t o r  o r  a cab ine t  o f f i c e r  says, "Gee, t h i s  governor' 
is  r e a l l y  smart as h e l l  t o  pick me. He understands,"  But as more and 
more they s t a r t  locking horns on th ings ,  then  they f o r g e t  t h a t  they were 
picked and now t h e y ' r e  t h e r e  on t h e i r  own merit. Which i s  t r u e ,  but on 
t h e  o the r  hand i t ' s  t h e  governor who g e t s  all t he  h e a t  f o r  what they do, 
u l t ima te ly ,  and so  he r e a l l y  has  t o  have t h e  f i n a l  say. And they don' t  
like t h a t ,  so t h a t  kind of r e l a t i o n s h i p  develops i n  every cab ine t  i f  a 
governor o r  ch ief  execut ive  t r i e s  t o  do something. 

I t h i n k  t h a t  was one of C a r t e r ' s  problems too. Ca r t e r  thought he could 
run government and l i k e d  t h e  idea.  I t h i n k  Rerner w a s  an  extremely 
popular governor. Kerner never ran  anything. I mean, he went around and 
v i s i t e d  things and he made a l o t  of dec i s ions ,  but  he l e f t  t h e  department 
heads alone.  He'd have cab ine t  meetings and he'd s i t  t h e r e  a t  t h e  t a b l e  
and everybody'd say a l i t t l e  th ing  about what they were doing and he'd 
s m i l e  and you know i t  w a s  r e a l l y  wonderful. (laughs) He enjoyed i t ,  
they enjoyed i t  and . . . 
Q: Did Walker have cab ine t  meetings? 

A: Well, he had subcabinet  meetings l i k e  t h e  h e a l t h  cab ine t ,  and then  
when we'd have b ig  cab ine t  meetings t h e r e  w a s  so many people t h a t  i t  was 
d i f f i c u l t .  

Q: H e  d i d n ' t  t h i n k  t h a t  w a s  a p a r t i c u l a r l y  e f f e c t i v e  too l?  

A: Committee government, no; o r  cab ine t  government, no. 

Q: When you came i n  a t  t h e  end of January, came i n t o  the  admin i s t r a t i on ,  
t h e r e  was t h e  b ig  f l a p  over your t i t l e ,  The p re s s  chose t o  leave  ou t  . . .  
A: Two words. ( laughs)  

Q: Two. 

A: Right. 

Q: And dubbed you deputy governor. 

A: O r  as [Thomas J.] Hanahan used t o  c a l l  me, Deputy Dic t a to r .  
( l augh te r )  

Q: T e l l  me  about t h a t  and how i t  a f f e c t e d  your r o l e .  

A: That t i t l e ?  

Q: Yes. 

A: It made my job a l o t  e a s i e r .  The way t h e  t i t l e  came about was, I w a s  
s t i l l  i n  t h e  h o s p i t a l  and Dan was v i s i t i n g  m e  one day and s a i d ,  "We ought 



t o  f i g u r e  out  a t i t l e  f o r  you." And I s a i d ,  "Yes, I ' ve  been th inking  
about it." He asked'Jack--the name w i l l  come t o  me--Jack Fos ter  t o  come 
up wi th  some t i t l e s ,  and they wrote me a note  and t h e r e  were four  
d i f f e r e n t  t i t les  and I don ' t  remember what they a l l  were. One of them 
was deputy t o  t he  governor,  and so I decided t h a t  w a s  t he  one I l i k e d ,  
and when we t a lked  he s a i d ,  "Do you have any f e e l i n g s  about i t ? "  I s a i d ,  
"Well, I l i k e  deputy t o  t h e  governor." H e  s a i d ,  "I l i k e  t h a t  too." With 
a l l  t h e  problems, my job was t o  g e t  t h ings  done, handle problem a reas .  
The more t h e  t i t l e  implied a u t h o r i t y  and access  t o  t he  governor, t h e  more 
e a s i l y  my job was done. It meant a l s o  t h a t  I would have t o  t ake  a l o t  of 
h e a t  and s t i l l  do. A s  Barry Truman s a i d  . . . 
Q: What, "the buck s t o p s  here,"  o r  "the hea t  i n  t h e  k i tchen ,  . . . I I 
A: That ' s  r i g h t .  I f  you can ' t  s tand  the  hea t ,  g e t  ou t  of t he  ki tchen.  
And if you go i n t o  government, and you want t o  play an important r o l e  i n  
government, you've got  t o  expect t h a t  t he  more important r o l e  you play 
t h e  more hea t  you 're  going t o  ge t .  And t h a t ' s  j u s t  t h e  way l i f e  works. 

Q: Did you ever cons ider  no t  being a p a r t  of t h e  adminis t ra t ion?  

A: B r i e f ly .  Two people I th ink ,  suggested it. Mike Bowlett and Jack 
Touhy both s a i d  t o  me sepa ra t e ly ,  "Don't go i n t o  government. Stay 
ou t s ide  and do t h e  job t h a t  needs t o  be done but do i t  ou t s ide  of 
government." In some ways they were r i g h t .  That is ,  my problems t h a t  
I ' v e  had over t h e  yea r s ,  grand j u r i e s  and th ings  like t h a t ,  would not  
have occurred if I were ou t s ide ,  might no t  have occurred. But on t h e  
o the r  hand, g e t t i n g  t h i n g s  done, I t h i n k  t h e r e  would have been a l o t  more 
problems t h a t  Dan would have had t o  handle o r  somebody, i f  I had been 
outs ide .  I ' v e  s a i d  t h a t  never aga in  w i l l  I do i t .  l t i s  a crushing  job 
t h a t ,  you know, i t ' s  l i k e  t h e  army. I ' m  glad I served  i n  t h e  army but  
I'd never want t o  do i t  again.  ( laughs)  And t h a t ' s  t h e  way I f e e l  about 
government. 

Q: I n  r e t r o s p e c t ,  was being i n  t h e  admin i s t r a t i on  the  r i g h t  dec i s ion  do 
you th ink?  

A: I t h i n k  probably I should have go t t en  out  a f t e r ,  say,  a year  o r  so 
when th ings  had go t t en  i n t o  some kind of a rou t ine ,  so we knew where t h e  
problem a r e a s  were and s t u f f  l i k e  t h a t .  I ' m  no t  so s u r e  though, given 
t h e  media's h o s t i l i t y ,  t h a t  they wouldn't have been t r ack ing  me wherever 
I was and, you know, t r y i n g  t o  f i n d  out  a l l  my sources  of income and 
t r y i n g  t o  then  . . . if I had a c l i e n t ,  does t h i s  c l i e n t  have a c o n t r a c t  
wi th  t h e  s t a t e ,  t h a t  kind of bus iness .  So I ' m  no t  s u r e  . . . 
Q: How did  t h e  p re s s  d e a l  wi th  Dave Green? They knew he was a c l o s e  
adv i so r  t o  t he  governor. 

A: H e  never appeared, o r  r a r e l y .  

Q: But they d i d n ' t  f e e l  t h e  need t o  hound him? 

A: No, I guess they had somebody e l s e  t o  . , . 



Q: They had you. ( l augh te r )  

A: Yes, r i g h t .  I used t o  say,  you know, i t ' s  the  o l d  s t o r y  t h a t  i f  you 
c a n ' t  h i t  t h e  organ g r inde r  then whack t h e  monkey. ( l augh te r )  And so,  
t h a t  was my r o l e .  

Q: Speaking of your r o l e ,  what s p e c i f i c a l l y  was your primary job? 

A: Solve problems. Solve problems t h a t  weren't s e r i o u s  enough t o  
involve  t h e  governor,  o r  were of a p o l i t i c a l  na tu re ,  t h a t  he shouldn ' t  
g e t  involved i n ,  

Q: Were you the  one who w a s  most c l o s e l y  involved wi th  l e g i s l a t i v e  
mat te rs?  

A: Yes. We had a  team, a l e g i s l a t i v e  team, and they met wi th  me. 

Q: Can you t a l k  about  some of t h e  l e g i s l a t i v e  i tems during t h a t  f i r s t  
year  t h a t  c h a r a c t e r i z e  t he  r e l a t i o n s h i p  between the  Walker execut ive  
admin i s t r a t i on  and t h e  l e g i s l a t i v e  body? 

A: Well, t h e  b ig  problem t h a t  f i r s t  year  was t h a t  Bob Blair was Speaker. 
And he was t o t a l l y  u n r e l i a b l e .  They were doing th ings  l i k e ,  subcommittee 
chairmen would be i s s u i n g  subpoenas and s t u f f  like t h a t ,  you know, which 
were c l e a r l y  i l l e g a l  and which we would r e f u s e  t o  honor. And so the re ' d  
be a b i g  s t o r y  when they  were i ssued ,  b i g  s t o r y  when we re fused ,  you 
how.  And t h a t  kind of confronta t ion .  

Everybody says Walker is  a c o n f r o n t a t i o n i s t .  To ta l  nonsense. I n  t h e  
f i r s t  p lace ,  i t  t akes  two  t o  confront  and you can ' t  confront  i f  somebody 
doesn ' t  want t o  confront .  There's always confronta t ion  going on i n  
p o l i t i c s ,  but i t ' s  u s u a l l y  underground. You don ' t  see it. There a r e  
l e g i s l a t i v e  b a t t l e s  going on a l l  t h e  t i m e  bu t  r a r e l y  do they r i s e  t o  t h e  
su r f ace ,  like RTA o r  aomething. But look a t  reapportionment. That ' s  
r a i s e d  i t 's  ugly head j u s t  a few times. But can you imagine what 's  going 
on? I mean t h a t  i s  t h e  most important t h ing  i n  t h e  l i v e s  of t hese  
l e g i s l a t o r s  and t h i s  governor and these  p a r t i e s ,  and t h e r e  are a l l  kinds 
of con f ron ta t ions  going on, t h a t  i s ,  def in ing  i t  a s  two people who a r e  of 
d i f f e r e n t  views f i g h t i n g  i t  out .  But when it  r i s e s  t o  t h e  pub l i c  view 
then  i t  becomes a confronta t ion .  

Our problem w a s  con f ron ta t ion  wi th  Daley. Daley had the  horses .  I mean 
he had the numbers, and he could reach ac ros s  a l l  t h e  t ime and p ick  up a  
few more from t h e  Republicans. The only way we could Eight Daley was t o  
make an underground f i g h t  pub l i c  and hope t h a t ,  using publ ic  pressure ,  we 
could accomplish something and hold onto our t roops.  L e g i s l a t o r s  are-- 
no t  a l l  l e g i s l a t o r s  of course--but many l e g i s l a t o r s  a r e  no to r ious ly  
f o r g e t f u l  and there's a famous phrase i n  t h e  l e g i s l a t u r e  which is ,  "I 
didn '  t say ,  ' a l l  day long. "I That 's  when he voted with you i n  committee 
and then  vo te s  a g a i n s t  you on the  f l o o r ,  r i g h t ?  You thought you had an 
agreement with him but he only agreed t o  he lp  you g e t  t h e  b i l l  ou t  of 
committee. He d i d n ' t  say he was going t o  vo te  f o r  i t  on the  f l o o r .  So, 
t h e  phrase i s  " A l l  day, a r e  you with me all day?'' ( l augh te r )  And so we 
had t o  go publ ic  o f t en ,  t o  make s u r e  t h e  c o n s t i t u e n t s  of some of our  
downstate b re th ren  could see what t h a t  guy w a s  doing so t h a t  he wouldn't 
s l i p  away a f t e r  he had agreed t h a t  he was going t o  he lp  us.  



Dan Walker i s  not  a c o n f r o n t a t i o n i s t .  He's a strong-willed person, but  I 
venture  t o  say he is  probably l e s s  a c o n f r o n t a t i o n i s t  than  Ogilvie .  But 
t h e r e  was j u s t  no o t h e r  way of handling i t .  It had t o  be. It had t o  
rise t o  the su r f ace ,  o therwise  we'd g e t  smothered a l l  t h e  t i m e .  

A good example is  what they would do t o  t h e  budget. We put  i n  a good 
budget. It w a s  t i g h t  but  good. And t h e  Daley guys with t h e  Republicans 
would j u s t  throw b i l l i o n s  onto t h e  budget; then we'd have t o  c u t  i t  and 
then  the re ' d  be f i g h t s  on it. Now t h e r e  w a s  a l o t  of money the re .  They 
say  t h a t  Walker was a b ig  spender. Another pure baloney thing.  When he 
was faced by budgets which he cut--I mean budgets which he submitted 
which were then  inflated--which he c u t  and then  was overr idden,  and then  
a l l  of a sudden they were h i s  budgets. It was r e a l l y  a t e r r i b l e  
pos i t i on ,  but t he  media never explained it. 

Q: Can you g ive  me an example of a n  important l e g i s l a t i v e  b a t t l e  f o r  
Walker t h a t  f i r s t  year? 

A: H i s  appointments being turned down. Unheard 05, unheard o f ,  and i t  
p a r t i c u l a r l y  bothered m e  because i n  a meeting with a l l  t h e  cab ine t  
o f f i c e r s  before  t h e  process  s t a r t e d  I s a i d ,  "Now, i t ' s  a l l  pro forma." 
And I t o l d  them my own s t o r y  of when I was confirmed by t h e  sena te  which 
was heav i ly  Republican and how easy i t  had been, and a l o t  of joking.  I 
s a i d ,  "It's r e a l l y ,  you know, i t 's  a l o t  of baloney but  we've got  t o  go 
through it," r i g h t ?  And damn, they h i t  us .  ( l augh te r )  And of course 
they h i t  t h e  women p a r t i c u l a r l y .  
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Q: You say  t h e  women were ha rdes t  h i t .  Mary Lee Leahy was one of those  
who was not  confirmed . . . 
A: Nancy P h i l l i p i  and Beverly Adante, t h r e e  of them. 

Q: What happened? 

A: I ' m  no t  sure .  But t h e r e  was no doubt t h e  o rde r s  came t o  get them. 

Q: Well, Mary Lee Leahy had been a p a r t  of t h e  unsea t ing  of t h e  Daley 
de l ega t ion  a t  t he  Democratic Nat ional  Convention hadn' t  she? 

A: Had she? I don ' t  know. 

Q: I t h i n k  t h a t  t h a t  was p a r t  of t he  problem wi th  her .  

A: Nancy P h i l l i p i  had worked f o r  B i l l  Singer ,  and Bev Adaate I don ' t  
t h i n k  had done anything "wrong1' i n  t h a t  Daley lex icon .  

Q: How do they d i f f e r  from Joyce Lashof who w a s  confirmed? 

A: Well, they were more p o l i t i c a l ,  and I guess  t h a t  w a s  probably the  
reason. But why t h e  women? Tony Dean, s i n c e  he had been a consc ien t ious  
o b j e c t o r ,  he would have been an  e a s i e r  t a r g e t .  



Q: What was your r e a c t i o n  t o  t h e  d i f f i c u l t y  i n  g e t t i n g  t h e  cab ine t  
con£ irmed? 

A: Well, I was as tonished  a t  f i r s t .  To m e  i t  v i o l a t e d  a l l  t h e  ru l e s .  
In h inds igh t  I can s e e  where Daley f e l t  he  should have been consul ted  
about appointments,  s i d e  he was t h e  most powerful Democratic l eade r  I n  
t h e  state, But on t h e  o t h e r  hand, w e  d i d n ' t  want a cab ine t  made up of 
Daley appoin tees ,  so i t  was bad when i t  happened. A s  a ma t t e r  of f a c t ,  
i t  w a s  bad f o r  morale p a r t i c u l a r l y  among t h e  p o l i t i c a l  a c t i v i s t  group, 
t h e  younger group, and i n  t h e  adminis t ra t ion .  And I remember we had a 
dinner then  t o  t a l k  about i t  and t o  t a l k  about what w e  needed t o  do i n  
t h e  f u t u r e ,  because obviously when people s e e  t h e i r  l eade r s  sho t  down 
they f e e l  t h a t  they  may be next.  That represented  a s u b s t a n t i a l  s h i f t  
f o r  us. We went on a much more aggress ive ,  h o s t i l e  s t a n c e  a t  t h a t  po in t .  

Q: Did t h e  governor t ake  i t  personal ly?  Did he f e e l  t h a t  i t  was a 
personal  a t t a c k  on him? 

A: I t h i n k  probably he d i d ,  a l though I don' t  r e c a l l  him saying i t ,  but  
he c e r t a i n l y  - f e l t  t h a t  they had not  played f a i r  wi th  him on d i scuss ing  
it. Now t h a t  w a s  one of t h e  th ings  throughout t h e  adminis t ra t ion .  The 
only Democratic l eade r  except f o r  B i l l  Redmond . . . wel l  maybe a way t o  
modify t h a t  is, among t h e  top l eade r sh ip  i n  t h e  l e g i s l a t u r e ,  t h e  only 
one, o t h e r  than  B i l l  Redmond, who d e a l t  square ly  with t h e  governor and 
wi th  me a l l  t h e  t i m e ,  was P h i l  Rock. So many t i m e s  w e  would be s i t t i n g  
a t  b reak fas t  and Dan would say t o  Senator Pa r t ee ,  who was t h e  l eade r  i n  
t h e  sena te ,  "Are we going t o  have any t r o u b l e  w i th  t h i s  b i l l  i n  t h e  
committee?" And P a r t e e  would say ,  "No, Governor, i t ' s  going t o  go 
through and no problem," and then P a r t e e  would vo te  a g a i n s t  i t  i n  
committee t h a t  day. So, you s o r t  of had a f e e l i n g  t h a t  you couldn ' t  r e l y  
on what was s a i d  a t  t hese  meetings bu t  on t h e  o t h e r  hand you had t o  go 
through t h e  charade of meeting and t r y i n g  t o  g e t  information from them. 
P a r t e e  w a s  p a r t i c u l a r l y  good and he was a master  of language. I l i k e  
Cecil .  And I remember one time, it was t h e  Accelerated Building Program, 
and Dan s a i d  t o  him a t  b reak fas t  and we're a l l  l i s t e n i n g ,  "Well Cec i l ,  
are you saying  t o  me t h a t  our  program i s  dead?" And Ceci l  s a i d ,  "Well, 
Governor, I would say  i t ' s  no t  over ly  al ive."  ( l augh te r )  And he was 
r i g h t  because then  they  proceeded t o  k i l l  i t .  

Q: Was t h e  Accelerated Building Problem t h e  f i r s t  year? 

A: Oh, no, no, no, no, t h a t  w a s  i n  t h e  last ,  i n  1975, 1976. 

Q: What w a s  t h e  b i g  program t h e  f i r s t  year? Was i t  t h e  penal reform? 
There was one b i g  Walker program t h a t  you fought long and hard f o r  and 
I ' m  t r y i n g  t o  . . . penal  reform w a s  one t h a t  you r e a l l y  worked on and 
t h e  Accelerated Building Program. 

A: That w a s  later. 

Q: When you t h i n k  about t h a t  f i r s t  year  what was t h e  b i g  l e g i s l a t i o n ,  o r  
was i t  more t h e  v e t o  over r ide?  

A: Well, t h e  v e t o  ove r r ide  w a s  t h e  one t h a t  s o r t  of smashed everything 
t o  b i t s .  Blair 's  behavior  as Speaker made t h i n g s  very  d i f f i c u l t .  
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Q: Did he and Walker t r y  t o  meet one-to-one? Was t h a t  ever  succes s fu l ?  

A: No. I remember one n i g h t  I got  a c a l l  from a Democrat, a f r i e n d  of 
mine i n  t h e  l e g i s l a t u r e ,  and he s a i d  t h a t  B l a i r  wanted B i l l  Murphy t o  
meet w i t h  m e  p r iva te ly- -Bi l l  Murphy w a s  then  one of t he  Republican 
l e a d e r s  known as "Dingo" B i l l  Murphy, now ret i red--so we s e t  up t h i s  
meeting, s e c r e t  meeting. T h i s  was when Representa t ive  Co l l i n s ,  a s  head 
of t he  subcommittee, had i ssued  a l l  these  subpoenas, and Walker i n  t u r n  
had suggested t h a t  maybe B l a i r  should r e l e a s e  h i s  income t a x  and show 
people what h i s  income w a s .  So t h i s  meeting anyway, which I d i d n ' t  know 
what i t  was about ,  turned on Murphy saying,  as Blair's r e p r e s e n t a t i v e ,  
t h a t  if Walker would s t o p  harping on h i s  income t a x  he would s e e  t h a t  
Co l l i n s  stopped t a l k i n g  about t h e  subpoenas. 1 s a i d ,  "well ,  t h e  
subpoenas a r e  i l l e g a l  anyway. We're not  going t o  pay any a t t e n t i o n  t o  
them." I s a i d ,  " ~ u t  as f a r  as I know, Dan i s n ' t  going t o  say anything 
more about t h e  [income t a x ] .  H e ' s  s a i d  i t ,  and t h a t ' s  it." Fine,  
everybody leaves .  The next  evening Co l l in s  is up aga in  with more 
subpoenas ( laughs) ,  d i f f e r e n t  subpoenas, and r a r i n g  t o  go. And t h a t  w a s  
r e a l l y  t h e  way Blair operated.  Very d i f f i c u l t  guy t o  t a l k  t o .  ~ l t h o u g h  
I guess  h e ' s  changed samewhat, mellowed somewhat . . . 
Q: You t a lked  e a r l i e r  about  t h e  Crosstown. Early on t h a t  became an 
i s s u e  between Daley and Walker. Can you recount t h a t  controversy? 

A: Well, it always was an i s sue .  That is, Walker had been aga ins t  t h e  
Crosstown during the  campaign. It w a s  no new th ing .  Everybody o u t s i d e  
of t h e  Daley group who looked a t  i t  knew it  w a s  absurd,  t h a t  t h e  money 
could be b e t t e r  spent  elsewhere, and we worked hard and go t  a l l  t h e  
arrangements done i n  Washington so t h a t  i t  could be used elsewhere, r ap id  
t r a n s i t  and so f o r t h .  O f  course the  highway con t r ac to r s  up here ,  who 
were very  important ,  were a g a i n s t  any s h i f t i n g  of money t o  mass t r a n s i t .  
They wanted i t  i n  roads. And I t h i n k  a l o t  of businessmen were l e d  t o  
be l i eve  t h a t  Dan j u s t  d i d n ' t  want t h e  money a t  a l l ,  r a t h e r  than he wanted 
i t  used for what he considered more product ive purposes. But t h e  
Crosstown became symbolic; i n  f i g h t s  i t  always reared  i t s  head. It 's 
hard t o  remember, bu t  back then Daley had proposed the  l ake f ron t  stadium. 
Walker had opposed t h a t  and Daley d i d n ' t  get it. Daley had proposed t h e  
a i r p o r t  i n  the  lake .  Walker had opposed t h a t ,  and Daley d i d n ' t  g e t  t h a t .  
And t h e  o t h e r  b ig  th ing  he had w a s  t h e  Crosstown. You know, I th ink  he 
had a v i s i o n  of t h a t  being h i s  highway, t h e  Daley Expressway. And t h e  
idea  t h a t  a Democratic governor wouldn't g ive  him what he wanted above 
a l lwas .  . . . 
Q: Was Walker's support  t o  t h e  RTA i n  response t o  Daley's d e s i r e  f o r  t h e  
Crosstown? Was t h a t  how he f e l t  t h e  money should be spen t?  

I A: No. 

Q: That was t o t a l l y  s epa ra t e .  

I A: Yes. 

Q: In  light of t he  RTA problems r i g h t  now, t e l l  m e  about Walker's 
support  f o r  t h e  RTA then. 



A: Well, i t ' s  s t i l l  a  good idea  and i t  was a  good beginning. Now the  
th ing  t h a t  r e a l l y  has  made t h e  RTA a  problem again  w a s  t h e  Crosstown. 
That s t u p i d  Crosstown d e a l ,  where, i n  t h e  s h u f f l e ,  t h a t  p a r t  of the  s t a t e  
income tax t h a t  was t o  go ' t o  t h e  RTA was knocked out .  Now t h a t ' s  t he  key 
t o  it. The key t o  i t  i s  t o  g e t  s t a t e  subsidy i n t o  t h e  RTA t o  make i t  
surv ive .  And so  t h e  r i d i c u l o u s  th ing  is  t h a t  he re  18 Chicago and t h e  
met ropol i tan  a r e a ,  t h e  only mass t r a n s i t  d i s t r i c t  t h a t  doesn ' t  have a 
s t a t e  subsidy. That ' s  insane ,  r i g h t ?  So t h a t ' s  t h e  r e a l  problem. But, 
you know, once i t  w a s  knocked ou t ,  then  t r y i n g  t o  g e t  i t  back on aga in  is 
impossible ,  We got  i t  on o r i g i n a l l y  as p a r t  of t h e  t o t a l  packet.  It 
wasn't  a p e r f e c t  s o l u t i o n  but  i t  was a  damn good beginning t o  so lv ing  the  
problem of mass metropol i tan  t r anspor t a t ion .  So i f  t h e  quest ion is, was 
i t  a good idea ,  t h e  answer I would g ive  is, yes; i t  had t o  be done. 

Q: Was t h e r e  a  sense of r e a l  l eade r sh ip  i n  t h e  General Assembly dur ing  
t h a t  four-year per iod of time? Did you know where t o  go and what t h e  
cha in  of command was? 

A :  Yes. You d e a l t  wi th  t h e  downstaters  on an  ind iv idua l  b a s i s  and you 
d e a l t  with Chicago guys on whoever was t h e  Chicago l eade r .  Whether i t  
was J e r r y  Shea o r  Madigan o r  . . . 
Q: What w a s  your r e l a t i o n s h i p  with J e r r y  Shea? 

A: Oh, c o r d i a l l y  h o s t i l e .  

Q: Could you t r u s t  him? 

A: To do what? (laughs) 

Q: Well, I mean i f  he sa id  he'd do something, would he do i t ?  

A: I n  dea l ing  with somebody as smart a s  J e r r y  and as s k i l l f u l  as J e r r y ,  
you had t o  make s u r e  you l i s t e n e d  very c a r e f u l l y  t o  what he sa id .  
L e g i s l a t o r s  a r e  very good a t  language and you'd r e a l l y  have t o  be 
c a r e f u l .  I always knew when we  were l o s i n g  a  b a t t l e ;  i t ' s  when J e r r y  
would t e l l  me w e  were winning. Then I would s t a r t  worrying. But he was 
very hard-working, very  l o y a l  t o  Daley and very  s k i l l f u l .  Very ab ras ive ,  
but  he got  h i s  job done, no ques t ion  about i t ,  what needed t o  be done. 

Q: Who were t h e  downstate l e g i s l a t o r s  t h a t  you went t o  when you needed 
suppor t?  

A: A l l  of them. Some of them of course were impossible.  They were t i e d  
t o  Daley through o the r  means, Madison County guys. But otherwise we 
d e a l t  wi th  them d i r e c t l y .  

Q: Who s t ands  out  when you th ink  about t h a t  group of people? Who s t ands  
out  as e i t h e r  most e f f e c t i v e  o r  most h e l p f u l  t o  you? 

A: That would be hard t o  say because they each had d i f f e r e n t  t a l e n t s  
t h a t  you use. That ' s  too d i f f i c u l t  a quest ion.  

Q: Can you desc r ibe  an inc iden t  t h a t  exempl i f ies  how the  nego t i a t i ng  
worked between t h e  Walker admin i s t r a t i on  and a  l e g i s l a t o r  on an important 
bill? 



A: Well, we had a l e g i s l a t i v e  team, on the  house and t h e  sena te ,  and w e  
would meet and t h e  p o s i t i o n  on t h e  b i l l  would be descr ibed ,  and then  they 
would go o f f  and t a l k  t o  t h e  l e g i s l a t o r s .  I f  they  had a problem t h a t  
they qouldn ' t  s o l v e  then  they'd come back t o  m e ,  i f  they thought I could 
he lp  them solve it .  But sometimes i t  would be a case  where a l e g i s l a t o r  
might have a problem i n  h i s  d i s t r i c t  with t h e  mental h e a l t h  f a c l l l t y  o r  
something l i k e  t h a t ;  then  t h e  l e g i s l a t i v e  guy would go t o  t h e  Mental 

. Bealrh Department and work with them, s o  I guess t h a t ' s  nego t i a t i on .  

Q: Can you t e l l  m e  about t h e  penal reform program? 

A: No. 

Q: Okay. ( laughs)  How about t h e  e t h i c s  l e g i s l a t i o n ?  I know t h a t  t h a t  
was important t o  Governor Walker always. 

A: Yes. And of course then  t h e  l e g i s l a t u r e  came up wl th  t h i s  i dea  t h a t  
they would appoint  . . . ( laughs)  It 's i n c r e d i b l e  t h a t  they would come 
up wi th  such an  obviously uncons t i t u t iona l  idea.  

Q: That what, they  would appoint  t h e  commission? 

A: Yes, they would appoint  t h e  . . . Yes, f t ' s  a funny th ing .  A l l  of 
t hese  th ings ,  you look back two hundred years  from now, they would seem 
l i k e  waves of t h e  balance of power a s  t h e  l e g i s l a t u r e  moves and t r i e s  t o  
t ake  more a u t h o r i t y ,  and t h e  governor resists, and c e r t a i n l y  i n  
Washington t h e  same th ing  happens. When I was a kid I ha ted  Congress and 
I wanted a s t rong  p re s iden t  and t h e  s t r o n g e r  t h e  b e t t e r ,  and Roosevelt 
should have been s t r o n g e r  and more powerful. Then Truman, and Congress 
was always t h e  worst th ing .  And then  t h e  s h i f t  occurred--the imper ia l  
presidency. And then  i t  w i l l  s h i f t  back again.  I t h i n k  s h i f t s  happen 
quicker  now because of t e l e v i s i o n  communication. It 's j u s t  t h e  same 
th ing  over and over  again.  D i f f e ren t  f aces ,  d i f f e r e n t  names. 

And t h e  l e g i s l a t u r e  w a s  t r y i n g  t o  assert i t s e l f .  They wanted con t ro l .  
And i n  f a c t ,  t h e r e  were t h r e e  p a r t i e s .  There was t h e  Daley p a r t y ,  t h e r e  
was t h e  o t h e r  Democrats, Walker pa r ty ,  and t h e r e  were t h e  Republicans. 
Most times we could no t  g e t  any Daley Democrats over I f  they were aga ins t  
us. And s o  we were always going over t o  t h e  Republicans t o  t r y  and g e t  
them. 

Q: What about t h e  1974 midterm e l e c t i o n ?  How a c t i v e  was Walker i n  
campaigning f o r  independent Democrats? 

A: Oh, t h a t  was our th ing .  I took  a leave of absence t o  run t h e  
operat ion.  It w a s  funny; t h e r e  was a meeting between Daley and Walker. 
Now, I knew from t h e  beginning t h a t  every time Daley looked a t  Walker he 
saw t h e  Church of England and t h e  B r i t i s h  suppression of t h e  I r i s h ,  and 
when Dan would look a t  Daley he  would see t h e  q u i n t e s s e n t i a l  p o l i t i c i a n  
who w a s  only i n t e r e s t e d  i n  p o l i t i c a l  gain. I knew t h e r e  was j u s t  no way 
they could t a l k  t o  each o ther .  I t r i e d  t o  g e t  another  person i n  t h e r e  a s  
someone who could communicate with both, bu t  Daley wouldn't accept  it. 
Daley never would m e e t  except  alone wi th  Walker. Somebody t o l d  me,  I 
th ink  i t  was Jack Touhy, about t h e  f i r s t  t i m e  Daley met wi th  Ogi lv ie ,  and 
t h e  way they 'd do i t  i s  they 'd s e t  up a room i n  a h o t e l  and would meet 



t he re .  Ogi lv ie  came wi th  Tom Drennan and Daley walked out ;  he wouldn't 
meet . 
Af te r  meeting wi th  Daley on t h e  midterm e l e c t i o n s  Dan c a l l e d ,  I t h i n k  i t  
w a s  Dave and me, t o  d i scuss  i t ,  and t h e r e  were two problems. One were 
county o f f i c e s  which were up, and t h e r e  had been some t a l k  about Walker 
support ing county o f f i c e  r aces ,  and then t h e r e  were t h e  l e g i s l a t i v e  
o f f i c e s .  Now Dan remembers saying t o  Daley, " I ' m  going t o  s t a y  ou t  of 
t h e  county o f f i ce s . "  Daley remembers Dan saying--he t o l d  o the r  people-- 
" I ' m  going t o  s t a y  out  of a l l  county races."  So, when we came i n  and ran 
people a g a i n s t  J e r r y  Shea, f o r  example, and o the r  people who had been 
poisonous t o  u s  i n  t h e  l e g i s l a t u r e ,  Daley was offended and accused Dan of 
double-crossing him. Now whether i n  f a c t  t h a t  was an honest 
misunderstanding, I don ' t  know. But I do know i t  w a s  always very 
d i f f i c u l t  f o r  those  two guys t o  understand each o ther .  Although Dan i s  
probably--when he i s  l is tening--he is probably t h e  b e s t  l i s t e n e r  i n  t he  
world. He can remove h imsel f ,  I mean, remove h i s  personal  involvement 
and hear  what is going on. So t h e  midterm, yes ,  t h a t  w a s  a very  c r u c i a l  
thing.  We e l e c t e d  a Democratic house and Democratic sena te ,  and 
tremendous ga ins  throughout t he  s t a t e  i n  l o c a l  o f f i c e s .  Tremendous 
ga ins ,  which were destroyed i n  1976. 

Q: Could you f e e l  a r e a l  d i f f e r e n c e  those l a s t  two yea r s ,  having a 
Democratic house and sena te?  

A: Yes. W e  had more downstaters  i n  o f f i c e .  You know, we had two from 
t h e  Champaign a r e a ,  two from t h e  Spr ing f i e ld  a r e a ,  twa from t h e  Rockford 
a r e a ,  two from Peoria .  They were people we had helped,  and t h e r e f o r e  
were support ive.  Now one of t h e  th ings  we knew, we had t e s t e d  t h i s ,  w a s  
t h a t  anybody who campaigned and s a i d  t h a t  [he]  wanted t o  be elected--I 
don ' t  h a w  t he  exac t  wording--because [he]  wanted t o  go t o  Sp r ing f i e ld ,  
and work wi th  Dan Walker t o  he lp  h i s  d i s t r i c t ,  t h a t  those words were 
magic words with vo te r s .  The guys who l o s t  were guys who refused  t o  use  
t h a t .  Those who won w e r e  ones who used . those  phrases ,  because t h e  people 
l i k e d  Walker, t r u s t e d  him. But i t  w a s  a l s o  important f o r  t h e  person t o  
say,  "Help t h e  d i s t r i c t , "  n o t  he lp  Walker run t h e  state, o r  he lp  Dan 
Walker i n  the  a b s t r a c t .  "Work with him t o  he lp  t h e  d i s t r i c t t 1  were magic 
words. 

It was a very good e l e c t i o n .  It shows what can be done i f  you . . . and 
t h e  Republicans know i t  and they spend now, and they organize.  The 
Democratic p a r t y ' s  i n  such awful shape because t h e r e  is no Democratic 
pa r ty .  A l o t  of Democrats, but t h e r e ' s  no Democratic par ty .  

Q: That was t h e  year t h a t  Dan's son-in-law ran  a g a i n s t  . . . 
A: Y e s .  

Q: . . . Clyde Choate, 

A: Right. Against all our pleadings,  and every th ing ,  no t  t o  do i t .  

Q: And t h e  p re s s  picked up on t h a t  and s a i d  t h a t  t h a t  was t h e  reason 
t h a t  Walker w a s  determined t h a t  Choate would not  be t h e  l e a d e r  of t h e  
house. 



A: No, I ' m  no t  sure .  

Q: You d i d n ' t  want him t o  run? 

A: No. 

Q: Why n o t ?  

A: There was no reason t o  . . . somebody could run aga ins t  Choate, t h a t  
wasn't t h e  problem. The problem was you make it a personal  t h ing  by 
somebody i n  t he  family running. A l e g i s l a t o r  can overcome t h e  f e e l i n g  
t h a t  you t r i e d  t o  bea t  him. Okay, so now w e ' l l  come back toge the r  
because we have mutual i n t e r e s t s ,  but  when i t ' s  a family a f f a i r  then t h a t  
family i s  always around t h e r e ,  and i t ' s  no t  good. And you've seen i t  i n  
Massachusetts wi th  the  McCormicks and t h e  Kennedys, t he  same thing.  
B i t t e r ,  b i t t e r ,  b i t t e r  problems. 

Q: T e l l  me about t h a t  Eight i n  t he  house f o r  t h e  leadersh ip .  

A: Speaker? 

Q: Y e s ,  f o r  t h e  Speaker. That was January of 1975. 

A: Choate went t o  Daley and, a s  I t h i n k  I mentioned before,  Daley had a 
very  d i s t o r t e d  view of downstate. And Choate went t o  Daley and convinced 
him t h a t  he had downstate support ,  t h a t  he could do it. And s o  Daley 
supported him. Now t h e r e  was another  example of why we had t o  go publ ic .  
Daley's go t  a l o t  of t roops ,  and they spread out  immediately and say ,  
"We've go t  i t  locked up; you'd b e t t e r  g e t  on board," you know. So Walker 
had t o  go publ ic  and say  Choate i s  unacceptable  a s  Speaker. So then  
those  wavering ones say,  "Well, a t  l e a s t  I ' v e  got  t h e  governor on my 
s ide , "  number one; number two, "It's now becoming a b a t t l e  of downstate 
vs .  Daley, and my cons t i tuency  i s  no t  i n  Chicago," so  i t  s t rengthens  
t h e i r  reso lve .  So t h e  i s s u e  was joined.  

Now, t h e r e  were a number of candida tes  who were running. There was 
[Gerald A.] Bradley, t h e r e  was Redmond, t h e r e  was [John S.] Mati jevich,  
and t h e r e  was a guy who is  now a judge, he was a s t a t e  r ep re sen ta t ive  
from Champaign, I don' t remember h i s  name. And B i l l  Redmond and I have 
been f r i e n d s  a long time and I love  him, and we're both gardeners  and 
h e ' s  j u s t  a super  person, bu t  I had the  job t o  go t o  him--we were all 
working wi th  the  va r ious  candidates--to go t o  B i l l  one Saturday and say 
t o  him, " B i l l ,  I t h i n k  you should withdraw because you don' t have t h e  
vo te s .  You ought t o  support  J e r r y  Bradley." Now he'  s never,  he'  s never 
fo rgo t t en  t h a t .  He keeps br inging t h a t  up. That and Pa t  Quinn he keeps 
br inging  up t o  m e  a l l  t h e  time. "Now where d id  you ever  f i nd  Pat  Quinn?" 
But what happened was t h a t  w e  he ld  f i rm f o r  ninety-two b a l l o t s  o r  
whatever i t  was and t h a t  was r e a l l y  tough, That was r e a l l y  tough, 

Our g raves t  problem was our f r i e n d ,  Ken Boyle, from Macoupin County. He 
then  became t h e  s t a t e ' s  a t t o r n e y ,  but  he was our  f i r s t  guy up, our  f i r s t  
v o t e  f o r  Redmond. So, i f  he'd ever  waivered, then t h e  r e s t  of i t  
( laughs)  would go down t h e  d r a i n .  So we had t o  do everything t o  keep him 
i n  l ine. I remember Dave Caravel lo was assigned t o  him, r i g h t ?  And we'd 
be a f r a i d  t o  l e t  him go home because h i s  f a t h e r  used t o  be c l e r k  of t h e  



house and a l l  t h e  o ld  t i m e r s  were pu t t i ng  p re s su re  on him t o  g e t  h i s  son 
t o  go over t o  Choate. So Dave would t ake  him out  t o  dinner .  Dave took 
him t o  t h e  mansion, l e t  him s l e e p  i n  ~ i n c o l n ' s  bed. Everything t o  keep, 
you know, t o  keep h i s  v o t e  s teady ,  you know. He l i v e d  with him 
p r a c t i c a l l y  f o r  those  b a l l o t s ,  f o r  those  days. F i n a l l y  Daley decided 
t h a t  i t  was hopeless  with Choate . . . no more. 

Now Howlett, I know, was t h e  guy who made t h e  suggest ion of Redmond. 
Howlett and Redmond go back a long time. Now t o  Daley, Redmond, an  I r i s h  
Catholic--sure he Lives i n  DuPage--but t h a t ' s ,  you know, t h a t ' s  n o t  too 
bad. But he ' s  a county chairman and he could work with him. Whereas t h e  
o t h e r  guys were impossible  a s  f a r  a s  he could see. So Daley switched t o  
Redmond and then  a s e r i e s  of phone c a l l s  t o  Walker from Daley, because 1 
t h i n k  then  he go t  a f r a i d  t h a t  Walker might no t  support  Redmond. So he 
would c a l l  and he'd say,  "Gov, you were r i g h t  and I was wrong. You were 
r i g h t  and I was wrong! I ' m  f o r  Redmond and we got  t o  go wi th  Redmond and 
we a l l  got  t o  s t i c k  together ."  It was a s t r a n g e  kind of th ing .  But i t  
showed what Daley would do. He didn '  t care .  He'd say  anything t h a t  he 
needed t o  say i n  order  t o  accomplish h i s  ob jec t ive .  And so t h a t ' s  how 
t h e  f i g h t  ended. J u s t  mopping up t h e  few. We d i d n ' t  mop them a l l  up; 
Doug Kane he ld  ou t .  ( laughs)  Doug Kane is  one of those g r e a t  mys ter ies  
t o  me. 1'11 never . . . 
Q: Doug Kane he ld  out  f o r  Choate? 

A: For Choate. 

Q: Oh, I d i d n ' t  know t h a t .  

A: Oh, yes.  Never switched. H e  was one of t he  e ighteen  o r  whatever 
they were. 
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Q: I ' d  l i k e  t o  go back j u s t  b r i e f l y  t o  t h e  very beginning of the  
admin i s t r a t i on .  You had run t h e  campaign and Walker had r e a l l y  t r u s t e d  
you t o  t e l l  him what t o  do and where t o  be and a l l  of those th ings ,  and 
then  he wins and suddenly i t ' s  up t o  him t o  t e l l  everybody what t o  do, 
and t o  be governor. Did your r e l a t i o n s h i p  change a t  t h a t  po in t?  Could 
you f e e l  i t ?  

A: No. O f  course i t  changes somewhat, bu t  I always considered myself a 
s t a f f  person, even a s  campaign manager. 1 'd  take  t h e  view t h a t  t h e  
candida te  . . . you can t e l l  him what you th ink  he should do and argue 
and f i g h t  with him and browbeat him and c a j o l e  him, but  i n  t he  f i n a l  
a n a l y s i s  h e ' s  t h e  guy who r e a l l y  s t ands  o r  f a l l s ,  and t h e r e f o r e  h e ' s  go t  
t o  make t h e  f i n a l  dec is ion .  Now Dan's and my r e l a t i o n s h i p  w a s  such, 
b u i l t  over t he  yea r s ,  t h a t  many dec i s ions  I could make knowing t h a t  they 
would be t h e  dec i s ions  he would make. This  appl ied  i n  t he  campaign and 
i t  c a r r i e d  over i n t o  government. I t h i n k  i t  w a s  t h i s  columnist,  Bob, he 
was a national columnist.  Two names i n  t h e  column. 



Q: Novak and . . . 
A: That ' s  r i g h t ,  Bob Novak. He once t o l d  us  t h a t  t he  d i f f e r e n c e  between 
t h e  Car t e r  s t a f f  and Carter, and t h e  Walker s t a f f  and Walker was t h a t  i n  
t h e  Walker admin i s t r a t i on  t h e  s t a f f  c a l l e d  Dan "Governor" t o  t h e  publ ic  
and i n  p r i v a t e  when we t a lked  with him we c a l l e d  him "Dan." And t h a t  t h e  
oppos i t e  was t r u e  i n  t h e  Ca r t e r  admin i s t r a t i on  . . . (laughs) 

Q: I s n ' t  t h a t  i n t e r e s t i n g !  

A: Yes, which I thought w a s  an i n d i c a t i o n  of one of t h e  most s e r i o u s  
problems of t h e  Ca r t e r  adminis t ra t ion .  But Dan a s  governor was very easy 
t o  g e t  a long with.  He was not  d i f f i c u l t .  

Some th ings  happened. It was a Columbus Day parade and a f t e r  t h e  parade 
Dan had t o  make a  l i t t l e  TV s h o t ,  and I was wai t ing  f o r  him and he s a i d ,  
"Can I g ive  you a l i f t ? "  And I s a i d ,  "Sure." So we walked over--this 
was very e a r l y  [ i n  t he  administration]--we walked over t o  t he  s t a t e  c a r  
and he opened t h e  door,  and he got  i n  t h e  c a r ,  and he s a t  down r i g h t  
where he go t  i n .  Which meant I had t o  walk around and go i n  t h e  o t h e r  
door. Now, t h a t ' s  kind of funny. Usually t h e  f i r s t  one who goes i n t o  a  
c a r  moves over and s l i d e s  on t h e  s e a t ,  and you g e t  i n .  A s  I walked 
around I thought,  t h a t ' s  no t  a good s i g n ,  Because he s a i d  nothing,  he 
j u s t  sat t h e r e ,  shu t  t h e  door and I walked around. And t h a t ' s  r e a l l y  not  
a  good s i g n  and it shows t h a t  he ' s  moving away from people,  o r  h e ' s  
losing a f e e l i n g  of r e l a t i o n s h i p  wi th  people. But then  a couple came 
along with a  c h i l d  and he  got  ou t  of t h e  c a r  and went over and ta lked  t o  
them, and you could j u s t  s e e  these  people r a d i a t i n g  happiness and t a l k i n g  
with him, and h i s  very good s t y l e .  H e  go t  back i n  t h e  c a r  aga in  and I 
f o r g o t  about it. 

But I thought a  l o t  about i t ,  a long time, and f i n a l l y  I went t o  t h e  
s e c u r i t y  d e t a i l  people because i t  had occurred t o  me what might be going 
on. I s a i d ,  "Does Dan have t o  s i t  i n  a  c e r t a i n  p l ace  i n  t h e  c a r  a l l  t h e  
time.'' And they s a i d ,  "Yes." (laughs) "We always want t o  know where he 
i s  so w e  s ay ,  'As  soon as you g e t  i n  the  c a r ,  s i t  down; t h a t ' s  where you 
a r e  so  w e ' l l  always know where you're  s i t t i n g .  "' It 's a case  of how you 
can s t a r t  making c a s t l e s  i n  . . . looking f o r  s i g n s  of changes i n  people. 

There's no doubt t h a t  a s  you s t a y  i n  government t h e  way people t r e a t  you . . . you get  used to t h a t  kind of t rea tment  and i t  has  an e f f e c t  on you. 
Everybody. I ' m  s u r e  i t  had an  e f f e c t  on me. But i t  had a minimal 
e f f e c t ,  I would say ,  on Dan. 

Q: Ear ly  on i n  t h e  admin i s t r a t i on ,  he r e a l l y  took a  pas t ing  from t h e  
p re s s  and it j u s t  cont inued over t h e  four  years .  Could you see him with- 
drawing a t  a l l  as t h a t  became more and more ev ident?  

A: No. The one th ing  about  Dan . . . ever  s i n c e  I ' v e  known him, he 
understands t h a t  you pay p r i c e s  f o r  t h ings  and t h a t  t h a t  was one of t h e  
p r i c e s  he had t o  pay. I think a f t e r  he got  ou t  and found t h a t  t h a t  kind 
of abuse from t h e  media c a r r i e d  over and made i t  more d i f f i c u l t  f o r  him 
t o  g e t  c l i e n t s ,  f o r  example, a s  a lawyer . . . i t  was the  f i r s t  time he 
r e a l l y  f e l t ,  you know, t h a t  i t  was u n f a i r .  H e  has  s a i d  so many times 
t h a t  he f e e l s  t h a t  i t ' s  an adversary pos i t i on ,  t h e  media and t h e  e l e c t e d  



o f f i c i a l ,  and i t  is. The one ing red ien t  I would add i s  t h a t ,  they a r e  
a l s o  working people who have a job, and they sometimes do t h e i r  job very  
badly. 

Q: He has  a l s o  s a i d ,  I be l i eve ,  t h a t  he f e e l s  t h a t  he badly mishandled 
t h e  p re s s  s i t u a t i o n .  That he might have done it d i f f e r e n t l y  and b e t t e r .  

A: There would have been a d i f f e r e n c e  i n  degree but  no t  any d i f f e r e n c e  
i n  kind, I don' t  th ink .  There's j u s t  t h e  ha t r ed  of t h e  establ ishment  
media f o r  Dan which co lored  everybody's . . . Oh i t ' s  funny. Everybody 
says  t h a t  t he  e d i t o r i a l  po l i cy  doesn ' t  determine t h e  newspaper, f o r  
example, and t h a t ' s  pure baloney. A r e p o r t e r  today who would write a 
s l a sh ing  s t o r y  on Thompson might g e t  i t  p r in t ed  but probably wouldn't ,  o r  
a t  least the  e d i t o r  would g ive  them a hard time on checking t h i s  and 
checking t h a t .  So a r e p o r t e r  who w r i t e s  a s e r i e s  of s t o r i e s  a t t a c k i n g  
Walker and they a l l  make i t  with a by-line . . . he s e e s  the  message and 
he knows what he has t o  do t o  produce a by-line and t h a t ,  a f t e r  a l l ,  i s  
what h i s  goa l  is. 

I t ' s  kind of funny. Adversary i s  probably the  wrong word. There's 
probably a much worse word. They're locked i n  t h i s  embrace i n  which 
p o l i t i c i a n s  look a t  t h e  media a s  i f  they should be s a i n t s  and f i n d  out  
t h a t  they are t e r r i b l y  human, and j u s t  as bad a s  anybody e l s e ;  and the  
news media look a t  p o l i t i c i a n s  a s  i f  they should be some kind of s a i n t s  
and f i n d  out  t h a t  t h e y ' r e  t e r r i b l y  human and both of them a r e  
disappointed and both of them t a l k  about hypocrisy back and f o r t h  and, 
you know, t h a t ' s  a f a v o r i t e  word on both s i d e s ,  

Q: How does the  governor,  g iven  the  f a c t  t h a t  he doesn ' t  have a d a i l y  
newspaper i n  h i s  shop t o  t e l l  h i s  s i d e ,  how does he counter  p re s s  when he 
f e e l s  t h a t  h i s  p o l i c i e s  and h i s  motivat ions a r e  r e a l l y  being portrayed i n  
a way t h a t  he j u s t  be l i eves  i s  u n f a i r ?  

A: Well, paid t e l e v i s i o n  i s  probably the  b e s t  way. You see, I be l i eve  
very s t rong ly  t h a t  i f  Dan had not  had a primary f i g h t  o r  had won t h e  
primary f i g h t  he would have won t h e  genera l  e l e c t i o n ,  'cause he would 
have been a b l e  t o  g e t  ou t  h i s  s t o r y .  The problem i n  t h e  primary was 
organiza t ion .  We were up a g a i n s t  a n  organiza t ion  t h a t  was working a s  
hard as i t  could. So t h a t  using paid p o l i t i c a l  advert isement ,  pa id  TV 
commercials, was e f f e c t i v e  but  no t  e f f e c t i v e  enough. And t h a t  was a very  
s e r i o u s ,  s t r a t e g i c  e r r o r  we made. We should have organized a s  we d id  i n  
1972. 

(2: But you s a i d  t h e  o t h e r  day t h a t  you got  i n t o  a s i t u a t i o n  where he 
t r i e d  t o  pay and go t o  t h e  people when t h e r e  w a s  a hue and c r y  over t h e  
supposed c u t  i n  school  funding,  and he wasn't  allowed t o  because i t  w a s  
not close enough t o  an e l e c t i o n  t o  be p o l i t i c a l ,  and they  wouldn't accept  
i t . . .  

A: I d i d n ' t  say t h a t .  You must have go t t en  t h a t  from somebody e l s e ,  

Q: Oh, I ' m  sor ry .  



A: But t h a t ' s  okay, t h a t ' s  t r u e .  Now l e t  m e  r e f i n e  t h a t  though. 

Q: Okay. 

A: They d i d  a l low u s  t o  do i t  downstate. They d id  no t  a l low us  t o  do i t  
i n  Chicago. I n  our p o l l i n g  we found t h a t  people be l ieved  t h e  t r u t h  
downstate,  That is, those  people who had been exposed t o  t he  t r u t h  
through t h e  commercials bel ieved them, knew it. Whereas i n  t h e  
met ropol i tan  a r e a  our  p o l l i n g  showed they s t i l l  bel ieved t h e  s t o r y  about 
t h e  c u t s  and t h a t  s t u f f .  

Q: Can you go t o  t h e  people i n  Chicago with paid p o l i t i c a l  
announcements? Is t h e r e  a way t o  g e t  around t h e  r u l i n g s  t h a t  they  make? 

A: No, you 're  a t  t h e i r  mercy except  during a  campaign, and even during 
a campaign you're  a t  t h e i r  mercy because they s e t  t h e  r u l e s  of how many 
s p o t s  t h e y ' l l  a l low and s t u f f  l i k e  t h a t .  Even so ,  (pause) a governor who 
has r e s i d u a l  good f e e l i n g  with people . . . people don't  l i k e  t o  f e e l  
t h a t  they'd been duped o r  fooled by somebody; t h a t  i s n ' t  p a r t  of human 
na ture .  But i f  they 've been beaten and beaten and beaten by t h e  media 
and so they have wavered, i t  doesn ' t  t ake  much t o  br ing  them back home 
again.  Espec ia l ly  when you have somebody l i k e  Dan who's a very 
be l i evab le  campaigner. 

When Dan Walker i s  on t h e  t e l e v i s i o n  tube he is  eminently be l ievable .  I 
had an  experience--I don ' t  know i f  I mentioned i t  t o  you--just r e c e n t l y  
when he was on t e l e v i s i o n  and somebody, a young woman--very good 
p o l i t i c a l  sense,  i n s t i n c t s  . . . worked wi th  p o l i t i c i a n s ,  ran  some 
downstate campaigns--saw Dan Walker f o r  t h e  f i r s t  time on t e l e v i s i o n  and 
w a s  t o t a l l y  bowled over by him, t o t a l l y ,  and is  ready t o  go t o  work f o r  
Dan Walker f o r  governor o r  anything else he wants. Rea l ly  i t  was 
su rp r i s ing .  You f o r g e t  about  t h a t ,  you how. I mean he r e a l l y  is  good. 

Q: When the  people are h i s  c o n s t i t u e n t s  as was t h e  case  wi th  Walker, and 
he f e l t  t h a t  he needed t o  use  t h e  fly-around t o  g e t  h i s  message ac ros s  
because i t  wasn't  f i l t e r i n g  down through t h e  l e g i s l a t o r s ,  does t h a t  e a t  
up an  i n c r e d i b l e  amount of h i s  time t h a t  he should be spending elsewhere? 

A: No, I don ' t  t h ink  so. I happen t o  be l i eve  a  good o f f i ceho lde r  should 
be campaigning a l l  t h e  t i m e  anyway, and I t h i n k  t h a t  t h a t ' s  p a r t  of t h e  
job of communication. There is one th ing  t h a t  we learned  much too  l a t e .  
I had a  s tudy  made of what Dan Walker s a i d  a t  a p re s s  conference and what 
t h e  t e l e v i s i o n  s t a t i o n s  then  repor ted ,  And we found t h a t  i n  t he  
overwhelming percentage of ca ses  they d id  no t  do our s t o r y ,  but  d id  t h e i r  
s t o r y ,  which w a s  a  s t o r y  usua l ly  prompted by a h o s t i l e  ques t ion  from 
t h e i r  r e p o r t e r  and g e t t i n g  a response t o  i t  from Walker. And t h a t  was 
t h e  s t o r y  r a t h e r  than  t h i s  good thing.  

Now, we had gone f o r  years  be l iev ing  t h a t  we were having a l l  t h e s e  
wonderful p re s s  conferences and announcing a l l  t he se  good th ings  t h a t  
were going on. ( laughs)  As a mat te r  of f a c t  t h a t  wasn't what t h e  people 
were see ing ,  and when they  d id  show our  s t o r y ,  most of i t  w a s  done with,  
say, a p i c t u r e  of Walker and t h e  voice  over of t h e  announcer, r a t h e r  than  
Dan himself doing t h e  announcing. So t h a t  was an eye opener. 



Q: Is t h a t  what makes you t h i n k  t h a t  t he  paid p o l i t i c a l  announcement i s  
t h e  way t o  go? 

A: I n  Chicago, Daley, f o r  example, had b u i l t  up t h i s  cons t i tuency  f o r  a 
long,  long t i m e  and he handled t e l e v i s i o n  very  w e l l  and c e r t a i n l y  no t  
l i k e  anybody e l s e .  And he always seemed t o  g e t  through t o  people,  bu t  he 
had had many, many years  t o  bu i ld  up t h i s  r e s e r v o i r ,  So he could t ake  a 
l o t  of rapping. But on t h e  o the r  hand, Daley never g o t  t he  concentrated 
f i r e  t h a t  Walker go t ,  never .  P a r t l y  because t h e  es tab l i shment  l i k e d  
Daley, and Daley, you know, from the  very beginning, t h e  f i r s t  time he 
was e l e c t e d  mayor, he made t h e  jump t o  t h e  business  community and made 
t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  wi th  the  bus iness  community, which we never could. 

Q: Why couldn ' t  you? 

A: It 's a good quest ion.  ( laughs)  I guess  p a r t  of i t  is  t h a t  w e  a l l  
bel ieved t h a t  you could govern by governing. And Dan was t h e  one who was 
most i n fec t ed  by t h a t  theory ,  and we d i d n ' t  spend enough time on t h a t  
kind of buttering-up of t h e  establ ishment  t h a t  should have been done. 

P a r t  of t he  problem i n  I l l i n o i s  is ,  you have Spr ing f i e ld  which is the  
s t a t e  c a p i t a l  and you have t h e  mansion. The mansion i s  a very  u s e f u l  
t o o l  but i t ' s  i n  S p r i n g f i e l d  and you've got  t h e  power up i n  t h e  
met ropol i tan  a r e a ,  t h e  business  power. Oh, t h e r e ' s  some i n  Rock I s l and ,  
Peor ia ,  o the r  c e n t e r s ,  bu t  b a s i c a l l y  Chicago. Well, i t ' s  very  hard t o  
get  them t o  come down t o  Sp r ing f i e ld  f o r  a  dinner  o r  something l i k d t h a t  
which means r e a l l y  a  two day t r i p ,  so  you can ' t  use t he  mansion l i k e  you 
do the  White House. 

And f o r  a while  I w a s  working on an  idea  of t r y i n g  t o  develop a  s i t u a t i o n  
i n  Chicago where we would have, say,  a hos t ,  somebody whose house w e  
could use,  you know, s o r t  of t he  "Mansion i n  Exile" t o  i n v i t e  people t o .  
But t h a t  w a s  j u s t  too  d i f f i c u l t  t o  put toge ther .  But something l i k e  t h a t  
needs t o  be done. There should be some kind of f a c i l i t y  i n  Chicago f o r  
t h e  governor; t h a t  is ,  a  p lace  where he can e n t e r t a i n  people and meet 
wi th  people and s t u f f  l i k e  t h a t ,  t h a t  i s  more than j u s t  an o f f i c e .  

Q: The o t h e r  day I misquoted Walker when I s a i d  t h a t  he s a i d  t h a t  i f  t h e  
primary had been a day earlier he would have l o s t .  What he s a i d  was, i f  
t h e  gene ra l  e l e c t i o n  had been a day e a r l i e r  he would have l o s t .  Do you 
be l i eve  i t  was t h a t  c l o s e  a t  the last minute? 

A: Oh, yes. The OgilvielWalker r ace?  

Q: Yes. 

A: Oh, yes. Very c lose .  They obviously were doing a  l o t  of po l l i ng .  
Oh, what 's  t h e  name of that guy who is t h e  head of t he  Metropol i tan 
Planning Commission, I t h i n k  now. Young man, wealthy family. 

Q: I n  Sp r ing f i e ld?  

A: No, i n  Chicago. It 's t h e  In land  S t e e l  . . . wel l ,  I ' l l  t h i n k  of h i s  
name. Af te r  t h e  e l e c t i o n  he t o l d  me t h a t  they knew t h a t  they had peaked 
about  t h r e e  days be fo re  e l e c t i o n ,  t h a t  they had l o s t  it. They were j u s t  
a t  t h e  top  and missed i t .  But i t  w a s  very c lose ,  yes.  



Q: What was t h e  effect  on Walker and on all of you of winning such a 
c l o s e  one? What I ' m  g e t t i n g  a t  is . . . I ' m  th inking  of Richard Nixon's 
"mandate" from t h e  people because of h i s  l a n d s l i d e  o r  h i s  tremendous 
v i c to ry .  Walker d i d n ' t  have t h a t .  HE knew t h a t  i t  could have gone 
e i t h e r  way a t  t he  last minute. What kind of e f f e c t  does t h a t  have on you 
a s  a  governor? 

A: I don ' t  t h i n k  i t  r e a l l y  does. I f  you remember they s a i d  t h a t  about 
Jack Kennedy when he won by such a small amount; he owes h i s  e l e c t i o n  t o  
s o  many people. When you owe i t  t o  s o  many people you owe i t  t o  nobody. 
I f  you do a p o l l  a f t e r  any e l e c t i o n  and a s k  people f o r  whom they  voted,  
t h e  overwhelming ma jo r i t y  say  they voted f o r  the  winner. ( laughs)  I 
mean, even i f  i t  was, you know, 49.9 and 50.1, it  w i l l  t u r n  out  t o  be 
65/35 a f t e r  t he  e l e c t i o n .  And what i t  r e a l l y  shows is t h a t  people a f t e r  
an  e l e c t i o n ,  no mat te r  how c l o s e ,  they  move t o  t h e  person who won. They 
say ,  "Yes, he ' s  our  governor o r  he ' s  our  p re s iden t  ." So, I dont t th ink  
you have t o  worry t h a t  because i t ' s  so t h i n  a margin you have t o  be very  
c a r e f u l .  I've never f e l t  t h a t .  

Q: The o t h e r  day you t a lked  about some of t h e  l e g i s l a t o r s  i nd iv idua l ly .  
Redmond, B la i r ,  P h i l  Rock, J e r r y  Shea. Who a r e  some of t he  o t h e r s  t h a t  
s t and  out i n  your mind a s  you worked wi th  the  l e g i s l a t u r e ?  

A: There's one I thought about a f te rwards ,  and he ' s  a former sena to r  
now, Don Moore, a r e a l l y  desp icable  man who w a s  head of t he  l e g i s l a t i v e  
Publ ic  A i d  Commission and who h i r e d  J o e l  Edelman when we f i r e d  him, o r  he 
res igned ,  o r  whatever. Something t h a t  r e a l l y  bothered m e  about J o e l  . . . 
they a l s o  set up a  p r i v a t e  corpora t ion ,  t h e  two of them, t o  consu l t  f o r  
h o s p i t a l s  and nursing homes and th ings  like t h a t ,  which I always f e l t  w a s  
a c o n f l i c t  of i n t e r e s t .  Don Moore , . . t h e  o the r  s ena to r s  p r i v a t e l y  
c a l l e d  him "Flipper" because he went i n t o  the  tank so many t imes f o r  the  
Daley machine. Whenever Daley needed a  vo te  they always had "Fl ipper  .I1 

( l augh te r )  You look a t  a l l  t he  vo te s  and then whenever t h e r e  w a s  a c l o s e  
v o t e  Don Moore was t h e r e  f o r  Daley. 

B i l l  Harris, a Republican, he w a s  a Republican l eade r .  He was p re s iden t  
of t h e  sena te  t h e  f i r s t  time and d i f f i c u l t  t o  g e t  a long with,  I thought.  
I n  t h e  second two years  he w a s  then 'minor i ty  l e a d e r  and he w a s  very  easy 
t o  g e t  along with. B i l l  and I became very  f r i end ly .  I don ' t  know what 
i t  was but  f o r  some reason he had changed, maybe I ' d  changed, bu t  he 
became a very coopera t ive  and very h e l p f u l  person. Then he l e f t  t h e  
l e g i s l a t u r e  and now i s  head of t h e  Department of Banks and T r u s t s  f o r  
Thompson. 

Q: Can you th ink  of an  example of a t i m e  when H a r r i s  was coopera t ive ,  
when he was h e l p f u l  t o  you i n  g e t t i n g  through l e g i s l a t i o n ,  o r  t a l k i n g  t o  
o t h e r  people? 

A: Well, i t ' s  very  hard t o  desc r ibe  t h e  l e g i s l a t i v e  process.  So much of 
it i s  procedural  and so much i s  p layac t ing ,  l i k e  a l l  p o l i t i c s .  The 
animosi ty t h a t  B l a i r  showed w a s  pure animosity.  And any obs t ruc t ions  
t h a t  he put i n  our way were put i n  our way t o  t r y  and bea t  us. I t h i n k  
B l a i r  was th inking  he might run f o r  governor. B i l l  H a r r i s  . . . i t  
wasn't  a  case  of you could g e t  h i s  vo te ,  o r  anything l i k e  t h a t ;  but i f  
you had a problem i n  t iming,  he would understand and n o t  make a  



confronta t ion .  I don ' t  t h i n k  I eve r  go t  h i s  v o t e  on something t h a t  was 
c r i t i c a l ,  one vo te  o r  something l i k e  t h a t .  H e  was j u s t ,  he became a 
person who bel ieved i n ,  "We've go t  a governor here;  s u r e  I ' m  a g a i n s t  him 
i n  a l o t  of t h ings ,  but  on t h e  o t h e r  hand, l e t ' s  keep t h e  process  moving 
and i f  they need he lp  1'11 he lp  them. But on t h e  o the r  hand, I ' m  no t  
going t o  r o l l  over and become a Democrat o r  a f l i ppe r . "  

Q: What about John Graham? 

A: Well, he was an  impossible  man and h e ' s  dead so.  . . . (pause) He 
destroyed our  choice  f o r  head of t h e  p r i sons ,  and I never understood why. 
There was something t h a t  I couldn ' t  see. I mean, he was very v i n d i c t i v e .  
But l i k e  some of t h e  o ld  guys i n  t h e  U.S. Senate,  they have t h e  power f a r  
beyond what is assumed t o  be t h e i r  power, a l though t h e r e  a r e  l e s s  and 
l e s s  of those  i n  t h e  Senate.  When I f i r s t  s t a r t e d  working i n  Sp r ing f i e ld  
t h e r e  were a number of r e a l  powerhouse sena to r s .  Ev P e t e r s  and Russ 
Arrington,  guys who r e a l l y  swung weight,  and now t h e r e  a r e  l e s s  and less 
of those.  I don ' t  know what i t  is. 

Q: But you don' t  t h ink  of them a s  v i n d i c t i v e ?  

A: No. The ones I j u s t  mentioned you mean? No. Although they could 
be. 

Q: But Graham was powerful i n  a way t h a t  was j u s t  p l a i n  d i f f i c u l t  t o  
d e a l  with.  

A: And did no t  seem t o  me t o  have been any r e l a t i o n  t o  r e a l i t y .  I 
d i d n ' t  understand why he w a s  f i g h t i n g  so hard on t h a t  quest ion.  You 
might no t  l i k e  a guy, you might no t  l i k e  a guy's p o s i t i o n ,  bu t  t o  make it 
i n t o  a holy war . . . t h e r e ' s  go t  t o  be some reasons t h e r e ,  and I 
couldn ' t  see them, never d id .  

Q: I guess  what I ' m  g e t t i n g  a t  is  an at tempt  t o  understand t h e  p o s i t i o n  
of t h e  l e g i s l a t o r s ,  because Walker was blamed by t h e  p re s s  f o r  t h e  
con f ron ta t ion ,  f o r  t h e  confronta t ions .  I know t h a t  you and he bel ieved 
t h a t  . . . 
A: It t akes  two t o  confront .  

Q: . . . he was responding t o  sometimes outrageous behavior,  and I ' m  n o t  
going t o  have a chance t o  t a l k  t o  t h e  l e g i s l a t o r s ,  s o  I ' m  t r y i n g  t o  g e t  a 
sense  from you why they cou ldn ' t  work wi th  Walker. He had s o r t  of a new 
approach but  he wasn't  unwi l l ing  t o  l i s t e n .  I guess  I ' m  looking f o r  a 
key. 

A: Well, (pause) p a r t  of t h e  key c e r t a i n l y  i s  Daley 's  concern about 
Walker t ak ing  over t h e  s t a t e ,  inc luding  Cook County, Contrary t o  
convent ional  wisdom, i t  is  no t  n e c e s s a r i l y  true t h a t  i t  works b e t t e r  f o r  
a Chicago Democratic mayor t o  have a Republican governor. Daley d i d  very  
w e l l  when Kerner was governor. It j u s t  was more dramatic  under Ogi lv ie  
because t h e r e  t h e  d e a l s  had t o  su r f ace  sooner o r  l a t e r .  So t h a t  Daley 
recognized i n  Walker n o t  a compliant person l i k e  Kerner, bu t  someone who 
i s  going t o  assert h i s  a u t h o r i t y  a s  governor everywhere. And Daley was 
n o t  about t o  le t  t h a t  happen. Mike Madigan, who i s  now t h e  minor i ty  



l e ade r  i n  t h e  house, when he was major i ty  l e a d e r  under Redmond a s  Speaker 
a couple of yea r s  ago, and I was working f o r  t h e  Committee t o  E lec t  a 
Democratic House, o f t e n  he would say t o  me, "Oh, f o r  t h e  good o ld  days, 
Vic, when we were always f i g h t i n g  and scrapping,  when Daley was a l ive" ;  
t h ings  go too  smoothly. And t h e  o rde r s  t o  s c rap  came, I be l i eve ,  more 
from c i t y  h a l l  than  from t h e  execut ive  mansion. 

Q: I n  your p o s i t i o n  wi th  t h e  Walker admin i s t r a t i on  you must have been 
t h e  one t o  d e a l  most c l o s e l y  with l o b b y i s t s  and t h e  s t a f f  t h a t  d e a l t  wfth 
lobby i s t s .  What a r e  some of those  experiences? What do you remember? 

A: Well, I d i d n ' t  d e a l  with l o b b y i s t s ,  many lobby i s t s ,  d i r e c t l y .  The 
way t h e  governor 's  o f f i c e  s t a f f  ope ra t ion  worked, each a s s i s t a n t  w a s  
assigned a s e r i e s  of departments. And they worked with those  department 
heads and t h e r e f o r e  wi th  t h e  l o b b y i s t s  concerned wi th  those agencies, and 
problems would be handled, i f  they were s e r i o u s  enough, by Dan. I f  they 
were less s e r i o u s ,  by me. Dan m e t  r e g u l a r l y  wi th  h i s  l i a i s o n  people t o  
t h e  agencies.  That was an  important way f o r  him t o  know what was going 
on. I r a r e l y  met wi th  them as a group; i f  they had a problem they'd come 
and t a l k  t o  me, bu t  Dan would meet with them on a r egu la r  b a s i s  and find 
out  Information from them, you know, of what 's  going on and what a r e  t h e  
problems. But I was r e a l l y  s o r t  of i n  c r i s i s  problem-solving, not  on a 
long-term bas i s .  

Q: In t h e  very  beginning o r  even during t h e  campaign Governor Walker had 
h i s  problems with t h e  Independent Voters of I l l i n o i s .  Can you 
c h a r a c t e r i z e  tHat r e l a t i o n s h i p  over t h e  fou r  years? 

A: The I V I  i s  a d i sg race  today. It r e a l l y  is. And I speak a s  a former 
IVI1er. Back i n  t h e  1950's and 1960's It was a t r u l y  independent 
o rgan iza t ion  t h a t  supported a candida te  and then  worked hard f o r  t h e  
candidate .  It was centered p r imar i ly  i n  t h e  F i f t h  Ward i n  t h e  South 
Shore a r e a  and Ab U k v a  w a s  probably i ts  focus. Now i t ' s  nothing but a 
pub l i c  r e l a t i o n s  group: a cand ida t e ' s  r e p r e s e n t a t i v e  w i l l  go out and 
spend a l o t  of money, f o r  people t h a t  j o i n  t h e  o rgan iza t ion  t o  go and 
v o t e  f o r  t h a t  candida te  a t  a meeting, and a l l  of a sudden t h a t  candida te  
i s  endorsed, and i t  has no r e l a t i o n  t o  anything but t h a t  a guy knew t h a t  
i f  he went up t o  Uptown you could g e t  a l o t  of people who would j o i n  t h e  
I V I .  It 's r e a l l y  a d i sgrace .  But t h e  media s t i l l  keep it going because 
they  pretend t h a t  i t  has  power and impact, and I guess  by pretending i t ,  
i t  does i n  some ways. 

Q: Was t h e  I V I  involved i n  t h a t  so-called "ghost payro l le rs"  
i n v e s t i g a t i o n ,  o r  was t h a t  t h e  B e t t e r  Government Associat ion? 

A: Oh, B e t t e r  Government Associat ion.  Y e s ,  BGA. That!s such a nonsense 
th ing ,  t h a t  whole ghost p a y r o l l e r  thing.  In  t h e  f i r s t  place,  we 
announced i t ,  I mean we s a i d ,  "liere's what we're  doing." We i ssued  a 
p re s s  r e l e a s e  and s a i d ,  "we're t ak ing  t h i s  money from t h i s  agency and 
s t a f f , "  and a l l  of a sudden i t  became a ghost  p a y r o l l e r  th ing .  Now i t ' s  a 
p r a c t i c e  i n  government t h a t  goes back, as f a r  a s  I know I n  I l l i n o i s ,  a t  
least t o  Stevenson. J i m  Clement, t h e  guy I mentioned before ,  worked i n  
t h e  governor 's  o f f i c e  but he was paid by t h e  Department of Finance. 
There 's  nothing wrong wi th  i t ,  but  they came up wi th  t h i s  g r e a t  i dea  of 
c a l l i n g  i t  t h e  ghost  p a y r o l h r s ,  and, ( laughs)  you know, i t  would be 



funny i f  i t  d i d n ' t  have an e f f e c t  on people. People be l ieved  t h a t  t h e r e  
w a s  some shenanigans going on. 

Q: What about t h e  B e t t e r  Government Associat ion? What was your 
r e l a t i o n s h i p  t o  them? How d id  they  relate t o  you? 

A: Oh, awful. That guy Brenner, Terry Brenner, he had a p a r t i c u l a r  
d i s l i k e  f o r  Dan Walker and me. I don' t  know why and I know a l o t  of 
people who worked f o r  him, r e p o r t e r s  from a number of papers  who've 
worked f o r  him, who d i s l i k e  him in t ense ly .  For a l l  t h e  t h ings  t h a t  he 
s a i d  were going on--and some of them were--in t he  Walker admin i s t r a t i on ,  
I would wager t h e r e  a r e  f i v e  t imes as many under Thompson. Because f o r  
one th ing ,  Thompson i s n ' t  running t h e  show, and i f  t h e  governor I s  not  
running t h e  show then everybody underneath a t  t h e  t h i r d  l e v e l  i s  f r e e  t o  
go t h e i r  merry way. Once they ' r e  f r e e  t o  go t h e i r  merry way, you've go t  
problems. But t h e  BGA under Walker had a b ig  Spr ing f i e ld  o f f i c e  and 
opera t ion ,  and they were always gr inding  out  s t u f f  t o  j u s t i f y  themselves. 
Under Thompson, they don ' t .  

A s  you probably know, they  got  i n t o  n a t i o n a l  d i f f i c u l t y  with--was i t  
Channel 7 they were working with--a s t o r y  i n  Uptown on arson ,  and Channel 
2 d id  a b l i s t e r i n g  a t t a c k  on them. That whole a r e a  g ives  me g r e a t  
problems. When you have amateurs--and t h a t ' s  a l l  they are--and 
newspapermen who a r e  a l so  amateurs,  pretending t o  be . . . w e l l  l i k e ,  
pretending t o  run a bar  i n  t h e  famous Mirage inc iden t ,  o r  when they work 
i n  h o s p i t a l s  and t ake  records  ou t ,  I start  g e t t i n g  very  nervous wi th  t h a t  
kind of ac t ion .  I j u s t  don ' t  t h ink  they should be allowed t o  break t h e  
l a w .  

Tape 5, Side 2 

Q: Was t h e  BGA during t h e  Walker Administrat ion ever  a p o s i t i v e  force?  
Could you see t h a t ?  

A: No, I don ' t  t h i n k  of it. 

Q: What about t h e  Taxpayers' Federat ion of I l l i n o i s ?  

A: I don't  t h ink  I . . . 
Q: With Maurice Sco t t .  

A: . . . I never  d e a l t  wi th  him. They were always known a s  a s o l i d  
group, heavi ly  skewed toward bus iness  but . . . 
Q: How about the League of Women Voters? 

A: (long pause) 

Q: Should I n o t e  "s i lence"? (laughs) 

A: Yes, s i l e n c e ,  r i g h t .  ( laughs) (pause) I th ink  t h e y ' r e  r e a l l y  
p r e t t y  i n e f f e c t i v e .  



Q: ( laughs)  You wouldn't go so f a r  as t o  r e f e r  t o  t h e i r  support  a s  t h e  
"k iss  of death"? 

A: Oh, no. Oh no, oh no. I t h i n k  t h a t ' s  another  organiza t ion  t h a t  has  
a r epu ta t ion ,  and aga in  t h e  media produces it. I had a f r i e n d  who was a  
r e p o r t e r  from a Chicago newspaper. And he used t o  make money going 
around t h e  state speaking t o  League of Women Voter groups. And I asked 
him how come he was so succes s fu l ,  you know, i n  g e t t i n g  f e e s  t o  go t h e r e  
and t a l k .  He s a i d ,  "It's very  easy. I j u s t  go t h e r e  and i n s u l t  them and 
t e l l  them how t e r r i b l e  they  a r e ,  and ( l augh te r )  they  love  it." 

Q: What about t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  of the Walker admin i s t r a t i on  t o  labor?  

A: Well, aga in  t h a t  was a mixed bag. Now Bob Gibson, whom we appointed 
as head of t h e  Cap i to l  Development Board and then he was f i r e d ,  was then  
an  important f i g u r e  i n  s t a t e  AFL-CTO. H e  was the  number two man. You 
know [he]  is  now head of t h e  AFL-CIO. So obviously a f t e r  he w a s  f i r e d  he 
d i d  everything he  could,  i n  t h a t  pos i t i on ,  t o  h u r t  t h e  Walker 
adminis t ra t ion .  Daley and t h e  Chicago unions, the  same way. Now we had 
a good r e l a t i o n s h i p ,  s t r a n g e l y  enough, wi th  t h e  Teamsters and downstate 
unions, e s p e c i a l l y  t h e  c r a f t  unions. And f o r  a  long time we had a  very  
gaod r e l a t i o n s h i p  wi th  t h e  Auto Workers u n t i l  t h e  f i n a l  primary, as a  
mat te r  of Eact. Up u n t i l  t h a t  t i m e  t h e  Auto Workers and Walker were very  
c l o s e  . . . l e ade r sh ip  I ' m  t a l k i n g  about. 

One of t h e  i n t e r e s t i n g  th ings ,  is i f  you look a t  t h e  primary f i g u r e s ,  
a l though the  l eade r sh ip  of t he  Auto Workers w a s  support ing Howlett, 
wherever t h e r e  w a s  a l a r g e  Auto Worker p l an t  Walker won overwhelmingly. 
A s  f a r  a s  t he  Auto Workers themselves were concerned they were f o r  
Walker. But even, f o r  example, when Dan proposed t h e  Accelerated 
Building Program (pause) ,  Daley opposed i t  and h i s  cap t ive  l abo r  people 
then  were r e a l l y  caught i n  a t e r r i b l e  bind because i t  was t h e  kind of 
program t h a t  Labor should be knocking i t s e l f  out  f o r ,  bu t  they subverted 
it. Which was a shame; it  was a good program. 

0: There were a  l o t  of s t o r i e s  i n  t h e  papers over those  years  about t he  
Walker admin i s t r a t i on ' s  cou r t ing  t h e  cons t ruc t ion  business .  I remember 
somebody saying t h a t  a Dan Walker fundra i se r  looked l i k e  a convention of 
people a s soc i a t ed  with cons t ruc t ion ,  highway p a r t i c u l a r l y .  How do you 
respond t o  t h a t ?  

A: I t h i n k  t h a t  probably o v e r s t a t e s  t h e  case. The Eact is ,  t h e r e  are-- 
were and are--people i n  t h e  cons t ruc t ion  indus t ry  who always c o n t r i b u t e ,  
and they c o n t r i b u t e  t o  Thompson, o r  Howlett o r  Walker o r  whoever. Since 
Walker w a s  t h e  f i r s t  governor under the  F inanc ia l  Disc losure  Act, t h e  
media had a  f i e l d  day, because now f o r  t he  f i r s t  time they could s e e  
everything t h a t  was cont r ibu ted .  I was t o l d  very r e l i a b l y  t h a t  t h e  
cons t ruc t ion  indus t ry  gave Ogi lv ie  a m i l l i o n  dollars i n  h i s  campaign. I 
be l i eve  t h a t .  I be l i eve  t h e  person who t o l d  me. But t h a t  never showed 
up anywhere because i n  t h a t  campaign t h e r e  w a s  no d i sc losu re .  

T see nothing wrong with somebody who does business  with the  s t a t e  o r  t h e  
c i t y  o r  any e n t i t y  c o n t r i b u t i n g  t o  a p o l i t i c a l  campaign. A s  a  matter of 
f a c t ,  I s e e  wrong i n  prevent ing them. I th ink ,  f o r  example, a  law t h a t  
prevents  l i q u o r  i n t e r e s t s  from con t r ibu t ing  is wrong, I t h i n k  they  ought 



to be free to contribute to campaigns. You see, when you move it over 
one step and you move it from money to ideology . . . a pro-abortion group 
sees a legislator and they go and talk to him and they say to him, "Now 
where do you stand on the abortion issue?'' And he stands where they 
stand. Fine, he gets a contribution. Now that's really the same kind of 
thing as a highway contractor going to a governor or mayor and saying, 
"How do you stand on a road program?" And they say, "Well, we believe 
that there should be more building, more roads, etc." So fine, there's a 
contribution. To me, just because one is a quote, "ideological'' 
principle . . . I could argue that it's even worse [because] abortion is 
a moral issue and therefore it's even more heinous to give somebody money 
to do something that a great part of the population thinks is terribly 
immoral. So, I can't buy the media approach to campaign funding, it just 
doesn't make sense to me. 

Q: Well, the difference in two examples that: you gave is there's no 
monetary gain by the pro-abortion people in that, and there may be 
hundreds of thousands of dollars gained by the construction people who 
support a candidate or an officeholder. 

A: But I chose abortion because it has the moral. . . an anti-abortion 
person looking at that transaction for a big chunk of money, that person 
thinks that that legislator is really immoral for accepting that kind of 
money from thoae people. Same is true of the ERA. There are many people 
in Illinois who feel that way, very strongly feel that way. Why should 
it matter--because somebody would gain income? Now if there's 
crookedness, I agree. If you say, "Well now if you come up with a 
contribution then we're going to have a big road program," well, then I 
agree that's illegal. Shouldn't be allowed. 

Q: I guess in order for it to be crooked I would think you'd have to be 
more specific and say, "You come up with a big contribution, I'll see to 
it that your company is favorably considered when we start passing out 
the. . . . 
A: Yes, that would probably have to be the case rather than the road 
program. Although, you know, it may be that in some industries there's 
so much talking among themselves as to who gets the contract that there 
may not in fact be this open (chuckles) competitive bidding that 
everybody talks about. 

Q: Well, it is a perennial problem and nobody has solved I t  yet. The 
people who have money to support a candidate for office are often those 
people who are in a position to get contracts from the state, and I guess 
that's always going to be, except that especially during the Walker 
administration the press made it look as if Walker was selling favors. 
Is there any way to avoid looking that way? 

A: No. Unless you only take money from your enemies. 

Q: Who won't give you . . . (laughs) 
A:  hat's right. (laughs) s hat's what always strikes me as strange. I 
once heard Paul Simon talk to a group about contributions, and he said he 
would get home late at night from campaigning, dead tired and there would 



be twenty phone messages, and he could only r e a l l y  r e t u r n  t h r e e  of them. 
The ones f o r  s u r e  he re turned  would be ones from a l a r g e  con t r ibu to r .  
Now you can take a p o s i t i o n  t h a t  t h a t ' s  r e a l l y  h o r r i b l e .  What a t e r r i b l e  
thing.  I mean, t h e r e  might be somebody i n  t h a t  l is t  who r e a l l y  has  a 
s e r i o u s  problem, but  as long a s  you need money t o  run campaigns, and you 
always w i l l ,  then you're going t o  respond f i r s t  t o  those  people who 
support  you . 
Now, t h e r e ' s  another  group. That ' s  a group c a l l e d  "workers." By Cod, i f  
t h e r e  are two people and you only have time f o r  one of them, and one is a 
worker who has helped e l e c t  you, I t h i n k ,  you know you'd be a damn f o o l  
i f  you d i d n ' t  spend your t i m e  with t h a t  person. But t h e  media makes i t  
appear t h a t  t he  only way you can do i t  i s  by taking t h e  person who d i d n ' t  
he lp  you; then you can show you're pure. I can ' t  buy t h a t .  ( laughs) 

Q: During the  Walker admin i s t r a t i on ,  t h e  f u e l  shor tage  became a r e a l  
problem and s t a t e  c a r s  were supposed t o  reduce t h e i r  speed t o  f i f t y  
m.p.h., and people were turn ing  down thermostats .  How do you remember 
t h a t  c r i s i s  a s  a f f e c t i n g  t h e  way Walker d id  th ings?  

A: You know, t h a t ' s  funny, t h e  only th ing  I remember i s  people who owned 
t h e  Wrigley Building saying t h a t  they would t u r n  out  t h e i r  l i g h t s  only i f  
t h e  governor asked them to .  And my g e t t i n g  so damn mad, th inking ,  
"That's r e a l l y  g r e a t  t h a t  t hey ' r e  p u t t i n g  i t  r i g h t  on us." You know, 
they c a n ' t  make t h e  dec i s ion  themselves. ( laughs)  People who go t  mad 
because t h e  l i g h t s  i n  t h e  Wrigley Building a r e  of f  blamed Walker. That ' s  
t h e  only th ing  I remember. 

Q: Was t h e r e  pressure  on him t o  f l y  less o r  anything l i k e  t h a t ?  

A: No. 

Q: Also one of t he  f a c t s  of l i f e  t h a t  he was dea l ing  wi th  was a 
nationwide recess ion .  W e  d i d n ' t  have t h e  1950's economy and he was 
obviously b a t t l i n g  t h a t  t h e  e n t i r e  four  years ,  and t h e  mind-set was t h e r e  
not  t o  r a i s e  t axes ,  so  he had t o  f i n d  a l l  kinds of o t h e r  ways t o  look a t  
i t .  How d id  t h a t  f a c t  of the  recess ion ,  a s i d e  from the  very  genera l  
t h ings  t h a t  we've t a l k e d  about ,  how d id  t h a t  a f f e c t  h i s  admin i s t r a t i on?  

A: Well, mainly i n  t h e  budget a r ea .  And, as you know, t h e  problem wi th  
budget i s  t h a t  we would submit a very t i g h t  budget t o  t h e  l e g i s l a t u r e ,  
which, con t r a ry  t o  i t s  usua l  p r a c t i c e  under former governors,  would then 
inc rease  i t  tremendously. You know, t h e  game used t o  be i n  t h e  o l d  days, 
a governor would submit a b i g  budget, t h e  l e g i s l a t u r e  would c u t  i t ,  so 
everybody would f e e l  good. The governor would g e t  what he wanted, t h e  
l e g i s l a t u r e  could go back home and say ,  "Well, we c u t  t h e  budget," i t  w a s  
one of t h e  wonderful t h ings ,  but then  t h e  r u l e s  changed. 

Walker submitted t i g h t  budgets t h a t  d i d n ' t  have f a t  t o  be c u t  o u t ,  And 
then  t h e  Daley fo rces ,  p r imar i ly ,  proceeded t o  b loa t  t h e  budget, 
i nc reas ing  i t  tremendously, and then  Dan would have t o  ve to ,  and then  t h e  
Daley fo rces  would t r y  t o  put  c o a l i t i o n s  toge ther  t o  ove r r ide  t h e  ve toes .  
There has  been a l o t  of t a l k ,  a s  I t h i n k  I mentioned before  . . . t h a t  
people c a l l e d  Walker " the b i g  spender governor," and i t ' s  r e a l l y  n o t  
t r u e .  The l e g i s l a t u r e  was t h e  b ig  spender,  But s i n c e  i t ' s  d i f f u s e ,  you 
r e a l l y  c a n ' t  do anything about i t ;  p o l i t i c a l l y  i t  becomes very  d i f f i c u l t .  



Q: I n  June of 1973 t h e r e  was what was r e f e r r e d  t o  i n  t h e  p re s s  a s  a 
dramatic  appearance by t h e  governor before  t h e  House Democratic Caucus. 
Do you remember t h a t  o r  do you remember another  time when he went t o  them 
and . . . 
A: I t h i n k  he went a couple of times. 

Q: What w a s  t h a t  l i k e ?  

A: I was never i n  t he re .  W e  weren't  allowed. The only people i n  t h e r e  
were Democratic members of t h e  l e g i s l a t u r e  and he. Reports were t h a t  i t  
w a s  always very w e l l  done, but I never was there .  

Q: Who were t h e  Crazy Eight? The independent Democrats. I ' v e  only seen 
one p l ace  where they were r e f e r r e d  t o  a s  t h e  Crazy Eight .  Was t h a t  . . . 
A: Some of them were e l e c t e d  i n  t h a t  1974 e l e c t i o n .  There was B i l l  
Morris who's now mayor of Waukegan, J e r r y  Joyce from Kankakee, I t h i n k  
Dawn Netsch was p a r t  of t h e  Crazy Eight ,  yes ,  and Terry Bruce. Well, 
t h e r e  were e i g h t  s o r t  of independents,  quote "independents," and I t h i n k  
it was B i l l  Morris who gave them t h e  name Crazy Eight .  And they ac ted  a s  
a group and were i n f l u e n t i a l  because they s tuck  toge ther .  

Q: But would you c a l l  them Walkeri tes? 

A: No, 40. 

Q: J u s t  independent.  

A: But s i n c e  Walker's focus p o l i t i c a l l y  was independent of t h e  Daley 
machine, and t h e s e  were independent of t h e  Daley machine, w e  found 
ou r se lves  working toge the r  on many th ings .  And Walker's view of 
government was t o  t i p  t h e  balance more towards downstate than i t  had 
been, and they responded. It 's very  hard f o r  anybody t o  understand t h e  
downstate Democratic p a r t y  a t  t h e  he ight  of t h e  Daley regime. They were 
a t  b e s t  d i s p i r i t e d ,  at worst f l u n k i e s  for Daley, and I s e e  some s i g n s  of 
t h a t  r ecu r r ing  and i t  occurs  p a r t i c u l a r l y  when t h e  number of Democrats 
sh r inks  downstate; t h e r e f o r e ,  t h e  Chicago weight becomes so much more 
powerful. It's i r o n i c  t h a t  Pa t  Quinn i s  going t o  br ing  about one of t h e  
wors t ,  I th ink ,  Democratic p a r t i e s  e l ec t ed  t h a t  we've had i n  a long t i m e .  

That reduct ion  of t h e  l e g i s l a t u r e  t h a t  Pat Quinn sponsored and got  passed 
i s  going t o  r e s u l t  i n  fewer downstate Democrats, fewer independent 
Democrats up he re  i n  Chicago, and t h e r e f o r e  t h e  r e l a t i v e  weight of t h e  
Chicago machine i s  going t o  be much heavier .  So what w i l l  happen i s  
those  guys who g e t  e l ec t ed  downstate w i l l  be people l i k e  McClain, who 
w i l l  become nothing but  ex tens ions  of t h e  Daley machine, as he is  now. 
He w i l l  be r e e l e c t e d ,  I'm sure .  But some of t h e  more independent 
downstaters  w i l l  be  i n  t roub le .  

Q: Edgar Crane says  i n  h i s  book t h a t  i n  r e l i nqu i sh ing  what he c a l l s  t h e  
" t o o l s  of accommodation," Walker had t o  u se  t h e  formal powers of t h e  
governor t o  t h e  h i l t ,  and of course t h i s  included t h e  veto;  he was the  
f i r s t  governor t o  have a f u l l  term under t h e  new c o n s t i t u t i o n  and t h e  new 
ve to  provis ions .  How would you respond t o  Crane's assessment? 



A: What book is that? 

Q: Oh, it's a new reader in Illinois government.* 

A: I m e r  have seen it. 

Q: I'm trying to think what he calls it. Political Process and 
something. 

A: Accommodation is like confrontation. 

Q: Except it sounds softer. 

A: (laughs) Yes. Just as it takes two to confront, it takes two to 
accommodate. And if somebody isn't willing to accommodate then you can't 
accommodate with them or you can't accommodate them. So we again come 
back to this false picture, I think, of Walker insisting on his own way 
all the time. It's just not true. It's not true in my experience ever 
with him [that he] has been that kind of a person. But as I explained 
before, when you're beset by superior,forces they can do things without 
any fuss, and in order to fight them you have to go public because your 
only base is the public. 

Thompson--this session, I believe, if somebody did a study--1'11 bet you 
has more bad bills on his desk than he's had since he's been governor. 
And he's going to veto them. ~e's going to have to. Money bills, other 
kinds of bills, special interest group bills, and that's because the 
legislature's really mad at him. And they just slipped it in. Just 
passed them. No big fuss, just passed them and sent them on. They know 
what they're doing and he's going to have to take the heat. So there's 
going to be a lot more trouble than he's gotten. I'm sure that's one of 
the reasons he's so cranky these days. (laughs) 

Well, it got so bad in the house that his legislative liaisons from the 
departments were not allowed on the floor. At no time was the 
relationship with Walker in the house that bad, even under Blair. But 
nobody's saying anything about it; nobody's saying it's confrontation. 
(laughs) 

Q: That's interesting. 

A: But, gee, they confronted him. 

Q: Walker wanted to open up state politics and he wanted to strengthen 
the downstate Democrats. Were there times when--and I guess 1'm getting 
back to confrontation--but were there times when he had to stand firm on 
a position in order to accomplish that greater goal? Had the balance of 
power been different, he might have been more likely to compromise. 

A: Well, that's an easy question to say yes to, but I would then be 
hard-pressed to find some specific example of that. It's funny, a 

*Illinois Political Processes and Governmental Reform by Edgar Crane. 



governor exerts power and they say he ' s  power-mad, and i f  he doesn ' t  then 
he l a c k s  leadersh ip .  It' s kind of a "damned i f  you do, damned i f  you 
don' t"  s i t u a t i o n .  But t h e r e ' s  no ques t ion  t h a t  he was t r y i n g  t o  e f f e c t  
reform i n  t h e  Democratic p a r t y  and he bel ieved i n  i t  s t rongly .  Daley was 
an  easy man t o  g e t  a long with. A l l  you had t o  do was p r o s t r a t e  yourself  
i n  f r o n t  of him and l e t  him walk over you and you were accommodating him, 
and n o t  confront ing  him. That ' s  a l l  he asked of you. 

Q: Do you f e e l  t h a t  Walker was a b l e  t o  accomplish t h a t ,  those  bas i c  
genera l  goa ls  t h a t  he set out  t o  accomplish, o r  do those th ings  g e t  s o r t  
of l o s t  i n  t h e  d a i l y  . . . 
A: No, it ' s hard t o  say. The Democratic p a r t y  downstate i s  in  very  bad 
shape and i n  g r e a t  p a r t  due t o  t h e  1976 primary. And i t ' s  go t t en  worse. 
The ques t ion  is, somebody has t o  draw the  c i r c l e ,  and p o l i t i c i a n s ,  l o c a l  
p o l i t i c i a n s  downstate,  a r e  not  g r e a t  long-range p o l i t i c a l  ana lys t s .  They 
remember they l o s t  and they l o s t  and they l o s t ,  bu t  they don ' t  go back 
and look a t  when they won and then  i n  t h e  long term what has  happened. 
Somebody i n  t h e  campaign o r  a p o l i t i c a l  l eade r  has  t o  make t h a t  th ing  
c l e a r .  Somehow p o l i t i c a l  l eade r sh ip  downstate has  t o  r e a l i z e  what kinds 
of t h ings  occurred,  what p a t t e r n  they f i t  i n ,  and what they should do i n  
t h e  f u t u r e  i n  o rde r  t o  r e v e r s e  what 's  been going on. 

Now i f  what i s  coming up i n  t h i s  next  year  is  going t o  be two s l a t e s ,  one 
headed by Stevenson and t h e  o t h e r  headed by somebody endorsed by t h e  
r e g u l a r s ,  I t h i n k  we're going t o  f i n d  t h a t  i t ' s  going t o  g e t  worse 
downstate r a t h e r  than b e t t e r .  And i t ' s  no t  going t o  be a u s e f u l  f i g h t ,  
Because s u b s t i t u t i n g  Daley's son as t h e  Cook County l e a d e r  is  no t  going 
t o  change the  p i c tu re .  Downstate has  t o  bu i ld  i t s  s t r e n g t h  downstate,  
b u t  t h e r e  i s  no l e a d e r  t o  put  them toge ther .  Walker was doing t h a t  bu t  
t h e r e ' s  no one doing i t  now. It 's unfor tuna te .  

Q: Did Walker ever  s e r i o u s l y  cons ider  running a s  an independent a f t e r  he 
l o s t  i n  t h e  primary i n  19761 

A: No. 

Q: Would t h a t  be p a r t l y  because he be l ieved  i n  t he  Democratic pa r ty  and 
wanted t o  work wi th in  i t  t o  s t r eng then  i t  from wi th in?  

A: Yes. And, t h a t  kind of s p o i l e r  r o l e  i s  no t  something t h a t  Dan wauld 
ever  g e t  himself i n t o .  He has  too much r e spec t  f o r  himself t o  t ake  t h a t  
r o l e  on. 

Q: Walker came along a t  a t i m e  when p o l i t i c a l  p a r t i e s  nationwide were 
f ind ing  i t  harder  and harder  t o  hang onto "yellow dog" suppor t e r s ,  How 
d id  t h a t  enhance h i s  chances o r  hamper him i n  p reva i l i ng  as an 
independent? 

A: The ha rdes t  th ing  is t o  dec ide  what an  independent is. In most p o l l s  
those people who i d e n t i f y  themselves a s  independents a r e  t h e  worst i n  
terms of t h e i r  involvement i n  t he  process .  I tend t o  look a t  v o t e r s  as 
those  who a r e  s t r o n g  Democrats, weak Democrats, weak Republicans, s t r o n g  
Republicans; and t h a t  t h e r e  a r e n ' t  any groups t h a t  a r e  t r u l y  independent 
i n  any sense of t h e  word. I f e e l  t h a t  t h e  Independent Voters of I l l i n o i s  



o r i g i n a l l y  were r e a l l y  weak Democrats. Very few Republicans i n  t h a t  
group. 

The trick i n  a campaign i s  t o  go hunt ing where t h e  ducks a r e ,  you know. 
Aud the ducks i n  t h e  Democratic pa r ty  are Democrats, s t rong  and weak. 
And you reach out  t o  b r ing  those weak ones i n .  Now Reagan d id  t h a t  i n  
t h e  Republican par ty .  What people say they a r e  o f t e n  mi r ro r s  what they  
t h i n k  is a n i c e  th ing  t o  be. So i t 's  n i c e r  now t o  be a Republican, so  
more people say t h e y ' r e  Republican. That doesn ' t  make them Republicans. 
More people a r e  saying t h e y ' r e  Republican now because weak Democrats are 
saying they ' r e  Republican, They a r e n ' t  Republican. They can be pul led  
back t o  t he  Democratic p a r t y  i f  they ever  be l i eve  a Democrat is  going t o  
a r t i c u l a t e  t h e i r  concerns (long pause).  

Q: With Daley gone, do you see more hope i n  opening up t h e  Democratic 
par ty?  Walker d i d n ' t  want t o  leave  t h e  Democratic par ty .  He  wanted t h e  
Democrats t o  be independent of t h e  power over them from Chicago. 

A: Right,  

Q: Well, now Daley's gone and i t  would seem t h a t  t h e r e ' s  a g r e a t e r  
p o s s i b i l i t y  of t h a t  happening, and y e t  you j u s t  mentioned t h a t  you don ' t  
s e e  l eade r sh ip  coming ou t  of southern I l l i n o i s ,  t h e  Democratic pa r ty  i n  
southern  I l l i n o i s .  What do you s e e  i n  t h e  f u t u r e  f o r  Democrats? 

A: Well, un l e s s  somebody runs and is  e l ec t ed  governor who understands 
downstate and w i l l  work t o  s t r eng then  t h e  l o c a l  Democratic pa r ty ,  I ' m  
r e a l l y  very  pes s imis t i c  about t h e  downstate Democratic par ty .  And aga in  
going back t o  t h e  l e g i s l a t u r e ,  t h e  house i s  r e a l l y  going t o  be awful. I 
j u s t ,  I t h i n k  t h a t ' s ,  i t ' s  j u s t  . . . Pat  Quinn should ( laughs)  . . . 
Q: Should what? ( laughs)  

A: Should be ashamed of himself .  And I ' m  not s u r e  what t h i s  next  
e l e c t i o n  w i l l  br ing.  Ce r t a in ly  Stevenson never would be a b l e  t o  do i t .  
He f i n d s  i t  hard t o  be a r t i c u l a t e  about anything and abso lu t e ly  does no t  
understand p o l i t i c a l  power, so downstate would no t ,  i f  Stevenson were 
governor, downstate would no t  be helped a t  a l l .  And the  way you he lp  t h e  
downstate Democratic p a r t y  is,  you he lp  e l e c t  county t r e a s u r e r s ,  county 
boards,  county a u d i t o r s ,  t h a t ' s  how you s t r eng then  t h e  Democratic pa r ty .  
You don ' t  enuncia te  g r e a t  p r i n c i p l e s ,  you g ive  them he lp  and you work 
wi th  them. And t h a t ' s  how, sooner o r  l a t e r  then,  you g e t  b e t t e r  
candida tes  because you f i n d  t h a t  when t h e  pa r ty  i s  winning e l e c t i o n s ,  
b e t t e r  candida tes  come out .  But j u s t  l i k e  i n  suburban a r e a s  now, 
Democratic candida tes  as a whole are p r e t t y  mediocre because they f e e l  
they have no chance of winning, so good people who are Democrats don ' t  
t h ink  about g e t t i n g  i n t o  p o l i t i c s .  

Q: You say Stevenson couldn ' t  do t h a t  now. Do you th ink  Walker could do 
i t  now? 

A: I f  he were e l ec t ed?  

Q: Yes. 



A: Sure,  su re .  

Q: By j u s t  cont inuing t h e  process  t h a t  he . . . 
A: Yes, yes. 

Q: I guess I ' m  wondering i f  we're not  simply moving away from p o l i t i c a l  
p a r t i e s  as we've known them i n  t h e  pas t .  

A: Oh, I guess we always a r e  and always have. You know, when Je f f e r son  
was appointed s e c r e t a r y  of s t a t e  t h e  f i r s t  job he gave ou t ,  a patronage 
job,  was t o  a f r i e n d  of h i s  who published a newspaper t h a t  supported 
J e f f e r s o n  and continued t o  support  J e f f e r son  while  he was working f o r  t h e  
s t a t e  department. He kept  publ i sh ing  t h i s  l i t t l e  newspaper f o r  
J e f f e r son .  So you know, the  more th ings  change t h e  more they remain t h e  
same. 

Now t h e r e  a r e  wave-like movements t h a t  go on, bu t  I don ' t  s e e  t he  two- 
pa r ty  system d i s i n t e g r a t i n g .  I be l i eve  i t  r e a l l y  is  that  continuum of 
s t rong  Democrat, t o  s t rong  Republican. There a r e  some s h i f t s  t h a t  
con t inua l ly  go on i n  t h e  middle t h e r e ,  back and f o r t h ,  and people may 
desc r ibe  i t  and t h e  newspapers may c h a r a c t e r i z e  i t  a s  a burgeoning 
independent movement. It I s  no t ;  i t  's j u s t  people c a l l i n g  themselves 
something d i f f e r e n t .  I t 's  l i k e ,  you know, you a sk  somebody on t h e  
southwest s i d e  of Chicago o r  t h e  northwest s i d e  of Chicago, pockets of 
racism, and you a s k  them i f  t hey ' r e  r a c i s t .  No, t hey ' r e  no t  r a c i s t .  
They may have a l l  t h e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  of a r a c i s t  but they a r e n ' t  r a c i s t  
because i t ' s  no t  n i c e  t o  be a r a c i s t .  For a long time i t  was not  n i c e  t o  
be c a l l e d  a conserva t ive ,  and i f  you d i d  a p o l l  and you asked people t o  
put  themselves on a spectrum they did no t  l i ke  t o  be c a l l e d  a 
conserva t ive .  Now i t ' s  a n i c e  th ing  t o  be c a l l e d  a conservat ive.  So 
more people say t h e y ' r e  conserva t ive .  It w i l l  change again.  
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Q: Edgar Crane a l s o  says  i n  h i s  book t h a t  Walker's d i r e c t n e s s  w a s  a l i e n  
t o  a p o l i t i c a l  system which i s  so i n d i r e c t ,  and t h a t ' s  one reason i t  was 
d i f f i c u l t  f o r  him t o  work wi th  those  p o l i t i c i a n s  who had been around 
fo reve r  working within t h e  system. 

A: Does he mean d i r e c t n e s s  i n  speech? 

Q: I th ink ,  yes, h i s  very s t r a igh t fo rward  way of wanting t o  g e t  t h ings  
done, I guess,  as a co rpora t e  execut ive  would g e t  t h ings  done. And Crane 
be l i eves  t h a t  t h e  p o l i t i c a l  process  doesn ' t  work t h a t  way. 

A: Nei ther  does t h e  corpora te  process .  Only academicians th ink  t h a t  t he  
ch ief  execut ive  of business  can t e l l  people what t o  do and they do i t .  
(laughs) I mean, t h a t ' s  somebody who's never been i n  business .  

Q: Well, we want t h a t  kind of s e c u r i t y  somewhere. ( l augh te r )  



A: Yes, but  un fo r tuna te ly  we're dea l ing  wi th  people. I ' v e  gone through 
a number of admin i s t r a t i ons  and I saw t h e  way Kerner, f o r  example, worked 
wi th  t h e  l e g i s l a t u r e .  I remember when the  gray wolves of t h e  sena te  had 
Keraer by t h e  t h r o a t  and made him do something he d i d n ' t  want t o  do, I 
mean r e a l l y  d i d n ' t  want t o  do, knew i t  was going t o  h u r t  him personal ly ,  
and they j u s t  d id  i t .  People tend t o  f o r g e t  some of the t h ings  t h a t  went 
on i n  t h e  p a s t  . . . when t h e r e  w a s  a Budgetary Commission t h a t  had mare 
power than the  governor. Kerner c e r t a i n l y  was a person who came up 
through p o l i t i c s  and was very  s k i l l e d  a t  t a l k i n g  around th ings  and g e n t l e  
and i n d i r e c t  i n  those  terms. But t h e  l e g i s l a t u r e  when i ts got  i ts  back 
up murdered him. They massacred h i s  budget. They did all kinds of 
t h i n g s  t h a t  h u r t  him. 

So p a r t  of t h e  th ing  is, we have t h i s  a g i t a t e d  media t h a t  is always 
making media events .  It's hard f o r  anybody who hasn ' t  s a t  down t h e r e  [ t o  
understand what i t  is t o ]  f e e l  l i k e  you're a c rea tu re ,  n o t  of what i s  
r e a l l y  going on, but of what t h e  media is  saying is  going on, because t h e  
media is  provoking everything from the  U.S. a t t o r n e y  i n v e s t i g a t i o n s ,  
grand jury  i n v e s t i g a t i o n s  i n  t h e  county and a l l  kinds of t h ings ,  o r  
r e p o r t e r s  are coming i n  and demanding information,  o r  department heads 
are g e t t i n g  worried because they th ink  t h a t  t hey ' r e  going t a  g e t  f i r e d .  
The media's i n f luence  and t h e  media's b e l i e f  t h a t  p o l i t i c s  is  t h e  most 
important t h ing  i n  t h e  world, has ,  I th ink ,  done more t o  make t h a t  
happen. 

Look a t  what 's  going on wi th  Reagan now. They've been wai t ing ,  and now 
they 've got  one i n  t h e  CIA. And t h i s  guy Casey they ' r e  going t o  put  
through t h e  wringer.  And t h a t ' s  p a r t  of t h e i r  opera t ion .  It 's no t  a 
conspiracy but  I f i n d  i t  . . . God knows, you could never accuse Reagan 
of being too d i r e c t  o r  anything.  But so, I t h i n k  t h a t ' s  a  f a c t  of l i f e :  
t h a t  incumbents ca t ch  h e l l  and, with the  one except ion of Thompson, most 
incumbents are i n  t r o u b l e  a l l  over. Look a t  Carey, f o r  example; t e r r i b l e  
t r o u b l e  in New York. And t h e  o t h e r  except ion is  Koch, mayor of New York. 
Those two a r e  i nexp l i cab le .  

Q: I n  j un io r  high we l e a r n  t h a t  l e g i s l a t o r s  make laws and governors 
implement them, How do you respond t o  t h a t  s ta tement? 

A: I t 's  no t  t r u e .  Nowadays, we're supposed t o  have a  program, and you 
propose a program t o  t h e  l e g i s l a t u r e  and t h e  l e g i s l a t u r e  t hen  "operates" 
on i t ,  i n  a l l  senses  of t h e  word, and then  sends i t  back t o  t h e  governor 
f o r  his approval  o r  d i sapproval .  Although t h e  l e g i s l a t u r e  does produce a 
l o t  of i t s  own i d e a s ,  p a r t i c u l a r l y  s i n c e  now they have s t a f f s .  I n  t h e  
o l d  days they d i d n ' t  have a s t a f f ,  o r  not  a s t a f f  worth using. Now they  
have huge s t a f f s  i n  t h e  house and sena te ,  both sides, t h e  minor i ty  and 
t h e  major i ty  both have l a r g e  s t a f f s .  And t h i s  i s  a powerful weapon f o r  
them and I t h i n k  has  been t h e  major reason f o r  t h e  s h i f t  i n  t h e  balance 
of power with t h e  l e g i s l a t u r e  a s s e r t i n g  i t s e l f  more. 

Q: I mentioned be fo re  t h a t  Walker was t h e  f i r s t  governor t o  have a f u l l  
term under t h e  new c o n s t i t u t i o n ,  and he d id  use  h i s  ve to  a l o t  and h i s  
ve toes  were overr idden t o  an e x t e n t  t h a t  no o the r  governor had ever  
experienced. Now does t h a t  work? Was i t  an e f f e c t i v e  means by which he 
had r e a l  input  i n t o  t h e  process  of lawmaking? 



A: Well, you know, i t ' d  be i n t e r e s t i n g  t o  do a  count on t h a t .  I ' m  no t  
so s u r e  t h a t ' s  t r u e .  

Q: Which is  t r u e ?  

A: That he vetoed more th ings  than any o t h e r  governor. On t h e  ove r r ides  
i t  may be t r u e ,  but t h e  ove r r ides  were on money b i l l s  f o r  t h e  most p a r t  
and they  were money b i l l s  t h a t  Chicago was i n t e r e s t e d  i n ,  so i t  waa a 
quest ion of t h e  Republicans t r y i n g  t o  embarrass and Daley t r y i n g  t o  g e t  
money, t h a t  caused ove r r ides .  Governors vetoed a l o t  of b i l l s  i n  t h e  
pas t .  That was p a r t  of t h e  system. You pass  a  b i l l  and t h e  governor 
would ve to  it. Some l e g i s l a t o r s  kept  g e t t i n g  e l ec t ed  on b i l l s  they would 
pass  i f  t h e  governor would ve to .  And then they 'd go back and campaign on 
t h e  b a s i s  of t h a t .  Sometimes t h e  governor would s i g n  t h e  b i l l  and ve to  
t h e  appropr ia t ion .  There were a l o t  of vetoes.  But I ' m  no t  s u r e  t h a t  
t h a t ' s  so ,  t h a t  he vetoed more b i l l s  than any o the r .  And i f  you take ou t  
t h e  app ropr i a t ion  ove r r ides ,  I wouldn't be so  s u r e  t h a t  he w a s  overr idden 
more than any o t h e r  governor. Perhaps, bu t  not  many. But they were 
dramatic  and very  publ ic .  

Q: Yes. He was a b l e  t o  ve to  p a r t s  of b i l l s  . . . 
A: Yes. 

Q: . . . a s  governors had nor been. 

A: No, not  t r u e .  

Q: Not t rue?  

A: The governor always had t h e  i t e m  ve to  i n  I l l i n o i s .  

Q: What about reduct ion?  Is t h a t  what was new? 

A: Y e s ,  r educ t ion  ve to  and t h e  newest of a l l ,  which was t h e  amendatory 
ve to ,  which is r e a l l y  a b r i l l i a n t  idea .  

Q: T e l l  m e  how t h a t  worked. 

A: Well, the i dea  was t h a t  i t  assumed a par tnersh ip :  t h e  l e g i s l a t u r e  
would pass  a b i l l ;  t h e  governor would say,  "1 l i k e  t h e  b i l l  but  t h e r e  a r e  
c e r t a i n  p a r t s  of i t  t h a t  T don' t  l ike .  Now i f  you w i l l  change those  
p a r t s  t hen  I w i l l  approve i t ,  but  i f  you don' t  change those  p a r t s  then  
i t ' s  dead," So then  i t  would go back to  the  l e g i s l a t u r e .  In o rde r  t o  
accept  t h e  governor 's changes i t  only  needed a simple major i ty ,  But t o  
ove r r ide  i t  then  i t  needed a th ree - f i f t h s .  

Q: Did you see t h a t  i d e a  of t h e  amendatory ve to  coming over a  per iod of 
yea r s?  Yqu s a i d  i t  was b r i l l i a n t  change. 

A: No, I d i d n ' t  s e e  i t  a t  a l l .  I was amazed t h a t  t h e  Con Con* produced 
i t .  And i t  took t h e  l e g i s l a t o r s  awhile  g e t t i n g  used t o  it. There was a  

*I970 I l l i n o i s  C o n s t i t u t i o n a l  Convention. 



l o t  of fuss t h e r e  f o r  awhile  and t h e r e  was t a l k  about knocking i t  out  of 
t h e  c o n s t i t u t i o n ,  bu t  I t h i n k  i t ' s  set now. I t h i n k  a l o t  of l e g i s l a t o r s  
understand i t  b e t t e r  and l i k e  it  now. Sometimes, f o r  example, t h e  
l e g i s l q t u r e  w i l l  pass  a b i l l  and t h e r e  w i l l  be a mistake i n  it and they 
d idnt  t ' c a t ch  it. Now t h e  governor, i n  t h e  p a s t ,  would j u s t  have t o  v e t o  
it. Now he j u s t  c o r r e c t s  t h e  mistake and it goes back and t h a t ' s  it. 

Q: Can you t h i n k  of a s p e c i f i c  example . . . 
A: O f  a mistake? 

Q :  . . . w e l l ,  a mistake o r  when Walker used t h e  amendatory v e t o  and it 
was r e a l l y  a very  h e l p f u l  t oo l .  

A: Well t h e r e  w a s  one, I remember one b i l l  . . . da rn  i t ,  B i l l  Goldberg 
would remember. It was i n  e i t h e r  1975 o r  1976. I remember t h a t  t h e  
l e g i s l a t o r s  were very  exc i t ed  about i t  and they thought t h a t  was so  g r e a t  
t h a t  i t  could be changed, because they wanted t h a t  b i l l ;  they  despe ra t e ly  
wanted i t  passed and signed. It had t o  do wi th  i ts e f f e c t i v e  d a t e  o r  
something l i k e  t h a t .  

Q: There was an  e r r o r  i n  i t ?  

A: Yea. Those e r r o r s  can happen very  e a s i l y ,  e s p e c i a l l y  i n  t h e  c los ing  
days of t h e  se s s ions .  

Q: What about t h e  whole ques t ion  of patronage I n  t h e  Walker 
admin i s t r a t i on?  Twenty yea r s  ago every governor had an a i d e  who w a s  h i s  
patranage man and i t  was a h ighly  regarded,  h igh ly  respected p o s i t i o n  and 
everybody knew how you got  a job. Walker was opposed t o  p a y r o l l  jobs,  t o  
p u t t i n g  people on t h e  p a y r o l l  who weren't  working o r  werent t necessary. 

A: Right. 

Q: But he d i d n ' t  do away wi th  patronage. But h i s  c r i t i c s  c r i t i c i z e d  him 
for  no t  doing away wi th  patronage. How do you square  t h a t ?  

A: A p a r t  of i t  was due t o  an e r r o r  i n  . . . Dan always campaigned 
aga ins t  t h e  e v i l s  of patronage and he would s p e l l  ou t  t h e  e v i l s  of 
patronage: fo rc ing  a person t o  work i n  a p o l i t i c a l  campaign i n  r e t u r n  
f o r  g e t t i n g  a job, fo rc ing  a person t o  contribute--those w e r e  e v i l s  of 
patronage. But g iv ing  a job t o  a q u a l i f i e d  person who had helped you w a s  
no t  an evi l  p r a c t i c e .  It w a s  a good practice. The f u r t h e r  away we g e t  
from t h a t  p r a c t i c e  t h e  worse o f f  we '  re going t o  be. A s  more and more 
departments become pos t  o f f i c e s  where i t ' s  impossible  f o r  anything t o  get 
done, we become t e r r i b l y  i n e f f i c i e n t  and t h e r e ' s  no way you can remove 
anybody. Do you read  Washington Monthly magazine? 

Q: No. 

A: Are you i n t e r e s t e d  i n  government? 

Q: Yes. Should I read i t ?  



A: That ' s  t h e  one magazine I would recommend you subscr ib ing  to .  
Obviously nobody w i l l  agree  with a magazine a l l  t h e  t ime, but  they put  
t h e  f i n g e r  more on t h e  problems of t he  bureaucracy i n  an e n t e r t a i n i n g  
way. It's not  a  d u l l  magazine. It 's very i n t e r e s t i n g .  But i t ' s  a 
d i s a s t e r  we 're  heading toward i n  terms of g e t t i n g  something done. It 's 
l i k e  t h e  I t a l i a n  economy. You c a n ' t  f i r e  anybody i n  business .  I mean, 
bus ines s  i n  I t a l y  i s  c i v i l  s e r v i c e  and you cannot E i r e  anybody. You can 
only pension them o f f .  You have t o  pay them i f  you f i r e  them. It's an  
absurd s i t u a t i o n ,  and we ' re  moving i n  t h a t  d i r e c t i o n ,  which t o  me i s  j u s t  
a ghas t ly ,  i n e f f i c i e n t  way of handl ing th ings :  where a  new 
admin i s t r a t i on  c m e s  i n  and has  t o  take on people who may not  ag ree  wi th  
t h e  admin i s t r a t i on ' s  p o l i c i e s .  You're e l ec t ed  t o  do a  c e r t a i n  th ing ,  and 
you have a  bureaucracy t h a t  f i g h t s  it. 

Q: I n  what ways w a s  t h e r e  evidence of t h a t  problem i n  t h e  Walker 
adminis t ra t ion?  

A: Children and Family Serv ices  . . . without  ques t ion ,  t he  worst 
department. And Publ ic  Aid. But Children and Family Serv ices  is even 
worse than  Publ ic  Aid because i n  t h e  whole shebang t h e r e  were only,  I 
th ink ,  f i v e  jobs you could change. A l l  t h e  r e s t  were c i v i l  s e rv i ce .  
That ' s  insane.  And i t  shows up; more th ings  go wrong i n  t h a t  department,  
more k ids  a r e  h u r t ,  more c h i l d r e n  a r e  abused, d i sp laced;  more bad th ings  
happen i n  t h a t  department than  any o the r .  It 's j u s t  awful.  Y e t  t h e r e ' s  
nothing you can do about i t .  

Q: And you th ink  t h a t  t h a t  might have been somewhat a l l e v i a t e d  i f  you 
could have appointed more people? 

A: Oh, sure.  You could g e t  r i d  of t h e  people i n  t h e r e  who were not  
doing t h e i r  jobs.  To g e t  r i d  of somebody i s  very  d i f f i c u l t  when t h e y ' r e  
on c i v i l  s e rv i ce .  Very d i f f i c u l t .  

Q: Is t h e r e  a s o l u t i o n  t o  t h e  problem? 

A: Well, yes.  I t h i n k  we ought t o  start moving down t h e  l e v e l .  In a  
sense ,  maybe s o r t  of a  squeeze. The way we u sua l ly  do i t  is  w e  exempt 
from c i v i l  s e r v i c e  those  lowest paying jobs,  who a r e  r e a l l y  t h e  people 
t h a t  need t h e  most p ro t ec t ion .  And t h e  ones a t  t h e  upper l e v e l s  we put  
under c i v i l  s e r v i c e ,  " 'cause you're smarter ,"  t h e r e f o r e  need p ro t ec t ion .  
But t hose  a r e  t h e  ones t h a t  g ive  you t h e  t roub le .  The garbage c o l l e c t o r  
doesn ' t  g ive  you the  t roub le .  ~ t ' s  the  foreman t h a t  g ives  you the  
t roub le ,  o r  t h e  a s s i s t a n t  super in tendent  g ives  you t h e  t roub le ,  and those  
are t h e  ones who a r e  on c i v i l  s e rv i ce .  I ' m  f o r  a  s t rong  patronage 
system. I t h i n k  t h e r e  a r e  less abuses of t h e  pub l i c  by t h a t  method. 

Q: By a s t rong  patronage system, you 're  t a l k i n g  about what we had i n  
I l l i n o i s  twenty years  ago? Under, say,  t h e  S t r a t t o n  adminis t ra t ion?  

A: Stevenson. Stevenson had a  patronage system. H i s  patronage guy from 
Bloomington, now what t h e  heck i s  h i s  name? Wonderful guy. Larry Irwin. 
And t h e r e  was a  system: a guy w a s  recommended by t h e  county chairman--he 
had a form--county chairman, s t a t e  c e n t r a l  committeeman, and then  i n t o  
Larry. And i t  was accountable  and respons ib le  too.  



Q: How do you respond t o  people t h a t  say,  "Okay, t h a t ' s  f i n e ,  bu t  then 
i n  four  years  you dump a l l  those  people and you br ing  i n  people who don ' t  
know anything and you have t o  t r a i n  them a l l  over again." 

A: Well, t h e r e ' s  r e a l l y  no t  much t r a i n i n g  you need t o  do a government 
job. ( laughs)  

Q: Oh, come on. 

A: No. Which jobs a r e  you t a l k i n g  about? T e l l  me what you a r e  t a l k i n g  
about.  ( l augh te r )  

Q: No, no, we want t o  t h ink  t h a t  t h e r e ' s  r e a l  e x p e r t i s e  involved. 

A: Who's we? 

Q: We, t h e  people of I l l i n o i s .  ( l augh te r )  

A: ( laughs)  No, t h e  people don ' t ,  I don ' t  t h ink  t h e  people want t o  
know. I t h i n k  the  academicians and media people t h ink  t h a t ' s  so ,  bu t  
le t ' s  start drawing some l i n e s .  Now what, t r u c k  d r i v e r s ?  You'd say no. 
You don't  have t o  t r a i n  a t ruck  d r ive r .  Although somebody'd argue,  
"Well, i t ' s  b e t t e r  t o  have somebody who's had four  years  experience on 
highway t ruck  d r iv ing .  " 

Q: The s e c r e t a r y  of s t a t e ' s  o f f i c e  i s  s a i d  t o  p r e t t y  much run i t s e l f  
because of t h e  bureaucracy which i s  i n  p lace  and has been i n  p lace  f o r  
yea r s  and the  s e c r e t a r y  of state doesn ' t  do a l o t .  

A: Yes. That ' s  r i g h t .  ( laughs)  There's no t  much t o  do t h e r e ;  you can 
shoot  off a cannon i n  t he re .  

Q: Yes, but i f  every t i m e  a new s e c r e t a r y  of state came i n ,  he could 
r ep l ace  ha l f  t h e  people i n  t h e  department, would i t  run as wel l?  

A: You wouldn't no t i ce .  ( laughs)  You would abso lu t e ly  not  n o t i c e  it. 
If you r ep lace  three-quar te rs  of them you wouldn't n o t i c e ,  you r e a l l y  
wouldn't. And the same th ing  i s  t r u e ,  as f a r  as I ' m  concerned, of any 
department i n  s t a t e  government except maybe (pause) I was going t o  say 
p r i sons ,  bu t  even pr i sons .  Because you see, it i s n ' t  a process  o f ,  okay, 
tomorrow everybody's f i r e d .  A guy takes  over a s  d i r e c t o r  of a 
department,  and say  i t ' s  t h e  p r i sons ,  he knows he can ' t  j u s t  throw out  
a l l  t h e  guards. Be's go t  t o  phase i t .  But t h e r e  a r e  so many jobs t h a t  
you can f i n d  people t h a t  can do i t :  e l e c t r i c i a n s ,  ope ra to r s ,  equipment 
ope ra to r s  and th ings  l i k e  t h a t .  And o f f i c e  jobs . . . caseworkers, what 
a bunch of baloney t h a t  is. 

Publ ic  Aid is something ~ ' v e  been involved with on and o f f  s i n c e  t h e  
1960's. The cu r ren t  head of Publ ic  Aid, t h i s  guy named J e f f  Mi l l e r  . . . 
w e  took him out  of t h e  Bureau of t h e  Budget, put  him i n  t he  Department of 
Publ ic  Aid. He was t o  design a computer system. J e f f ,  being a good 
bureaucra t ,  has worked himself up and now h e ' s  d i r e c t o r .  Recently t h e r e  
w a s  c r i t i c i s m  from t h e  f e d e r a l  government t h a t  I l l i n o i s  had not  put t h i s  
program i n t o  opera t ion .  Well, J e f f  had t h e  marvelous g a l l  t o  say ,  "Well, 
t h a t  w a s  t h e  f a u l t  of t h e  previous administrat ion."  H e  was t h e  guy, 



r i g h t ?  (laughs) He was t h e  guy t h a t  we put  i n  t h a t  job t o  produce t h e  
system, which he never produced, and he became d i r e c t o r  and blamed it on 
u s ,  which I thought was r e a l l y  a marvelous kind of th ing .  Well, t h a t ' s  
t h e  way t h e  bureaucracy works too o f t en .  

For example, mental i n s t i t u t i o n s .  Sure, doc to r s ,  nurses ;  but  ward 
a t t e n d a n t s ?  I could make a case  t h a t  Democrats would make b e t t e r  ward 
a t t e n d a n t s  than  Republicans. They f e e l  more empathy towards people than 
Republicans and, t h e r e f o r e ,  we should have a l l  Democratic ward 
a t t endan t s .  Now I ' l l  go back t o  my o r i g i n a l  s ta tement:  t h e  Republic 
would not  f a l l ,  i t  wouldn't even t o t t e r ,  i f  you went back t o  a very  
s t rong  patronage system. 
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Q: I ' d  l i k e  you t o  t a l k  today about Walker's r e l a t i o n s h i p  wi th  t h e  
congress iona l  de l ega t ion  i n  Washington. 

A: I t h i n k  t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  wasn't t e r r i b l y  good i n  t h e  very  beginning 
but when w e  improved t h e  s t a f f  t h e r e  by br inging  i n  a woman named Olga 
Corey, the r e l a t i o n s h i p s  improved tremendously. She has a marvelous 
pe r sona l i t y  and a wonderful way of g e t t i n g  along with people. Olga i s  a 
good s t rong  Democrat, but  she managed t o  win t h e  confidence of 
Republicans l i k e  Derwinsky and Henry Hyde and even Crane, people you'd 
never  expect  a Democrat t o  be a b l e  t o  win over. And so the r e l a t i o n s h i p  
with t h e  de l ega t ion  w a s  p r e t t y  good. 

O f  course t h e r e  was always t h e  Daley problem, t h e  Daley Democrats and how 
they f e l t ,  and i t  is s t r ange ,  you spend no t  very  much t i m e  with t h e  
congressional  de l ega t ion ,  a governor 's s t a f f .  Maybe i t  should. Now t h e  
Transpor ta t ion  people spend a l o t  of time with them, and p a r t i c u l a r l y  
they spent  a l o t  of time i n  Washington because of t h e  Crosstown and 
t r y i n g  t o  block i t  and change t h e  money from t h e  roads t o  mass t r a n s i t ,  
and so they spent  a g r e a t  dea l  of time i n  Washington working wi th  our  
de l ega t ion  and working with o the r  de l ega t ions  too ,  as well  a s  t h e  White 
House. 

Q: What about Walker's r e l a t i o n s h i p  wi th  Stevenson? 

A: Well, a f t e r  t h a t  campaign i t  was never very  good. And t h a t ' s  about 
a l l  I can say. 

Q :  But he d i d n ' t  need t o  r e l a t e  t o  him. 

A: No, Stevenson was no t  a person you would go t o  f o r  a s s i s t a n c e  on 
a n y t h i n g . i n  g e t t i n g  something i n  t h e  adminis t ra t ion .  

Q: Bow about Percy? 

A: Percy was b e t t e r  and c e r t a i n l y  e a s i e r  t o  t a l k  t o .  In  one way we were 
kind of fo r tuna te .  Langhorne Bond, our s e c r e t a r y  of Transpor ta t ion ,  was 
a wonderful guy and went on t o  be head of t h e  Federal Aviat ion 
Admiriistration under Car te r .  But he had been head of t h e  Pennsylvania 



Democrats f o r  Nixon. ( laughs)  And so t h a t  gave him a c e r t a i n  cache t  
dur ing  t h e  Nixon admin i s t r a t i on ,  and i t  allowed him, I ' m  su re ,  e n t r e e  t o  
t h e  p l aces  t h a t  Democrats normally wouldn't g e t .  

Q: W t  about some of t h e  r ep re sen ta t ives .  What about Rostenkowaki? 

A: Oh, w e l l  of course he repor ted  s t r a i g h t  and t o t a l l y  t o  Daley. Some 
people t h i n k  he l o s t  ou t  on t h a t  f i g h t  he had f o r  l eade r sh ip  t h e r e  
because of Daley, because of animosi ty towards Daley n a t i o n a l l y .  W e  d id  
a p o l l  once, a n a t i o n a l  p o l l ,  and asked people about Daley. An amazing 
number of people around t h e  country knew who Daley was. And an  amazing 
number d id  not  l i k e  him. 

Q: What year  w a s  t h a t ?  

A: That would be probably 1975. 

Q: So it  wasn't even c l o s e  t o  t h e  1968 convention when people s a w  him? 

A: No. But of course  t h a t  would be forever  i n sc r ibed  on many people 's  
minds. It was such a dramatic . . . 
Q: What about Walker's r e l a t i o n s h i p  t o  t h e  White House? 

A: None. 

Q: There is  no need t o  connect there?'  

A: There was none t h a t  I know o f .  

Q: It 's been s a i d  t h a t  any governor of a l a r g e  s t a t e  is a p o t e n t i a l  
candida te  f o r  pres ident .  How c l o s e  w a s  Governor Walker t o  being a 
candida te  f o r  p re s iden t?  

A: Very c lose ,  very  c lose .  

Q: T e l l  me about t h a t .  

A: We learned  l a t e r  t h a t  t h e  one person t h e  Car t e r  people-- internal ly  
Ham Jordan and those  people--that t h e  one person t h a t  they were worried 
about  i n  t h e  country was Walker and I can s e e  why, because [he  had] t h e  
same kind of appea l  only b e t t e r  looking,  b e t t e r  on t e l e v i s i o n  than  Car t e r  
c e r t a i n l y  was. But Ca r t e r  had spent  h i s  t ime, a f t e r  he had l e f t  t he  
governorship, running f o r  pres ident .  And he d i d ,  i n  a sense,  what Dan 
Walker had been doing running f o r  governor f o r  a number of years .  And 
everything was done i n  those  terms. It r e a l l y  boi led  down t o  a dec i s ion ,  
and it w a s  a r e a l  back-breaking p o l i t i c a l  dec is ion .  It came down t o  two 
choices  i n  t h e  advisory  group: should Dan not  run f o r  r e e l e c t i o n  and run 
a l l  out  f o r  t h e  presidency,  o r  should he run a l l  out  i n  t he  primary and, 
i f  succes s fu l ,  then  run for t h e  presidency a t  t h e  convention? The second 
one was, I guess you'd say,  t h e  "minimax" formula. The committee s p l i t ,  
by t h e  way, s p l i t  almost a n g r i l y ,  but  t h e r e  was no anger t h e r e ;  i t  w a s  
j u s t  t h a t  everybody f e l t  very  s t rong  emotions. 



Q: Which committee? 

A: Well, w e  c a l l e d  i t  t h e  advisory  committee. It was not  an  o f f i c i a l  
ccmmittee, i t  was j u s t  a group of people whose judgment Dan respec ted .  
By t h e  way, i n  r e t r o s p e c t  I o f t e n  th ink  t h a t  t h e  dec i s ion  was wrong, t h e  
dec i s ion  t h a t  we d id  t ake  of going i n  t h e  primary. That is, t h a t  we 
should have gone s t r a i g h t  out  f o r  t h e  presidency. 

Q: When were you making those arrangements? Was t h a t  i n  t h e  summer of 
19751 

A: Oh, a f t e r  t h a t .  

Q: F a l l ?  

A: Y e s .  

Q: Right before  you announced? 

A: Y e s .  

Q: Was he r ecep t ive  t o  t h e  run  f o r  p re s iden t  a t  t h a t  po in t ?  

A: I th ink  i f  we had reached agreement on t h a t  he would have done i t ,  
yes. 

Q: Given the  f a c t  t h a t  h i s  f i r s t  fou r  years  were p r e t t y  rocky, how d id  
he f e e l  about four  more? 

A :  Well, i n  a l l  t h e  yea r s  t h a t  I was as soc ia t ed  with Dan before  and 
through government, he nevex complained. H e  d i d n ' t  be l i eve  t h a t  because 
th ings  were bad one should sit around and moan and complain about u n f a i r  
t reatment .  

Q: Was he exc i t ed  a t  t h e  p o s s i b i l i t y  of four  more years?  

A: As governor? 

Q: Yes, 

A: Sure i t  appealed t o  him. Any f e e l i n g  of no t  running f o r  r e e l e c t i o n  I 
th ink  would have been based on wanting t o  do something e l s e ,  no t  being 
h i t  by t h e  media. 

Q: In  November of t h a t  f i r s t  year  (1973), he organized the  Of f i ce  of 
Spec ia l  Inves t iga t ions .  How d id  t h a t  come about  and why? 

A: I ' m  no t  sure .  W e l l ,  t h e r e  were problems w i t h  t he  I B I  and t h e  s t a t e  
po l i ce ,  and who had r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  f o r  t h a t .  Some people f e l t  t h a t  t h e r e  
should be an  i n t e r n a l  i n v e s t i g a t i o n s  u n i t  t h a t  would look i n t o  
a l l e g a t i o n s  of co r rup t ion  and th ings  like t h a t ,  

Q: But i t  would be a l l e g a t i o n s  s p e c i f i c a l l y  i n  the execut ive  department. 



A: Yes. 

Q: And i t ' s  j u s t  no t  c l e a r  t o  m e  why he a s  governor thought t h a t  t h e r e  
was a need f o r  t h i s  e n t i r e l y  new u n i t .  

A: Well, t h e r e  w a s  nothing t h a t  mirrored t h a t .  And God knows, no mat te r  
what you do t h e r e ' s  co r rup t ion  i n  admin i s t r a t i on ,  and i t ' s  c e r t a i n l y  a 
l o t  b e t t e r  if you f i n d  i t  than somebody e l s e .  ( laughs)  So I guess  
t h a t ' s  t h e  underlying reasons.  

Q: A t  t h e  end of t h e  f i r s t  year  what were t h e  r e f l e c t i o n s ?  Was i t  a  
watermark? Did you t ake  s tock  a t  t h e  end of t h a t  f i r s t  year? 

A: Nope. I don ' t  t h ink  we ever  took s tock.  On a short-term b a s i s  you 
h o w ,  like you'd t ake ,  say,  t h e  l e g i s l a t i v e  team and s i t  down f o r  an  
a f te rnoon o r  a day and t a l k  about t h e  problems and what had gone wrong 
and what had gone r i g h t  and what should we be doing t h e  next  sess ion .  
But you have c e r t a i n  t h ings  you're  t r y i n g  t o  do and you j u s t  keep t r y i n g  
t o  do them, You don' t s i t  back and say,  "Now d i d  I ? "  They're not  goa l s  
you can measure t h a t  accu ra t e ly .  

The 1974 e l e c t i o n s ,  r i g h t ?  Now t h a t  could be measured. We saw what 
happened, we were exc i t ed  and de l igh ted  by what went on, no t  only i n  t h e  
l e g i s l a t u r e ,  bu t  on a l l  t h e  l o c a l  r aces ,  and t h a t  kind of th ing .  So i n  
t h a t  sense t h e  goa l  of s t a r t i n g  t h e  reform of t h e  Democratic pa r ty  was 
moving along.  But t h e  goa l s  t h a t  Dan set were goa ls  so l a r g e ,  I would 
th ink ,  t h a t  you r e a l l y  c a n ' t  say,  wel l ,  we're halfway t h e r e  o r  a  qua r t e r  
of t h e  way the re ;  s o  we made some progress  and we're moving along,  o r  we 
haven ' t  go t t en  anywhere on it,  we're going backwards, but  some s o r t  of 
c h a r t  t o  measure how far  we grew was not  a p a r t  of t h i s .  Maybe Dan d id  
i t .  I was not  involved i n  it. 

Q: When he announced his 1974 budget,  i n  March of 1974, be l i eve  i t  o r  
no t  t h e r e  were a r t i c l e s ,  t h e r e  w a s  a t  l e a s t  one a r t i c l e  i n  t h e  p re s s ,  
t h a t  s a i d ,  "Be seems t o  be doing what he s a i d  he was going t o  do. H e  
seems t o  be c u t t i n g  back on spending and reducing t h e  s i z e  of t h e  
bureaucracy." Did you f e e l  t h a t  you were making progress ,  t h a t  you were 
making headway? 

A: Oh, yes. We d id  lop  o f f  a  l o t  of jobs,  no ques t ion  about t h a t .  And 
nobody not iced  r e a l l y .  ( laughs)  A l o t  of them had been put on a t  t h e  
end by Ogi lv ie ,  An example of t h e  kind of t h ing  t h a t  media l e t  Og i lv i e  
g e t  away with: Ogi lv ie  decided he was going t o  g ive  c i v i l  s e r v i c e  s t a t u s  
t o  maintenance workers i n  t h e  Department of Transpor ta t ion ;  those  a r e  t h e  
t r a d i t i o n a l  patronage workers. H e  s e t  up t h e  d a t e s  so  t h a t  t h e  six month 
per iod ,  probat ionary per iod ,  during which you can f i r e  anybody without  
g iv ing  any reason,  extended from before  t h e  e l e c t i o n  u n t i l  a f t e r  t h e  
e l e c t i o n  so t h a t  i f  they d i d n ' t  work p o l i t i c a l l y  they  would be f i r e d  
a f t e r  e l e c t i o n .  It was b e a u t i f u l .  I mean i t  w a s  only a  Republican t h a t  
could f i g u r e  out  t h a t  kind of e l abo ra t e  scheme. ( laughs)  It was 
b e a u t i f u l ,  and i t  worked. H e  had a l o t  of people working f o r  him who 
worked f o r  t h e  Department of Transpor ta t ion .  But we ho l l e r ed  about it. 
It d i d n ' t  become a g r e a t  scandal ,  God knows i t  should have been, i t  was 
such a  b l a t a n t  grab but  . . . 



Q: A t  some po in t  during t h e  admin i s t r a t i on  f i v e  thousand jobs were 
s h i f t e d  from c i v i l  s e r v i c e  t o  patronage, and the  idea  was t o  h i r e  more 
women and m i n o r i t i e s ,  I be l i eve .  And the  I V I  screamed about it. Do you 
remember t h a t ?  

A: Not r e a l l y .  

Q: Not even vaguely? ( laughs)  

A: No. What kind of jobs were they?  

Q: I don ' t  even know. Does t h a t  make sense t o  you? 

A: Well, (pause) i t  would make sense,  but  it would be very d i f f i c u l t  t o  
do, s h i f t i n g  f i v e  thousand jobs. They have t o  go through the  C i v i l  
Serv ice  Commission and t o  be d e c e r t i f i e d ,  a l l  kinds of hear ings ,  and 
s t u f f  l i k e  t h a t ,  so i t ' s  n o t  an easy th ing .  No, no I don ' t  r e c a l l .  But 
i t  i s  t r u e  t h a t  Dan brought in more women and more blacks than any o t h e r  
admin i s t r a t i on ,  c e r t a i n l y  more than  Ogi lv ie  and S t r a t t o n ,  Thompson. 

Q: Bow do you go about doing t h a t ?  How do you a c t u a l l y  implement 
a f f i r m a t i v e  ac t ion?  

A: Well, you have t o  g e t  a network going, tom-toms bea t ing ,  so  t h a t  t h e  
word goes out  t h a t  t h e r e  a r e  jobs a v a i l a b l e  f o r  q u a l i f i e d  people. And 
you send people ou t  looking f o r  people. It's n o t  an easy task but i t ' s  a 
l o t  e a s i e r  with women than  blacks f o r  government jobs. The kinds of 
government j obs  t h a t  a r e  a v a i l a b l e  mostly a r e  jobs t h a t  women have had 
b e t t e r  t r a i n i n g  f o r  than blacks have. 

Q: Like what? 

A: Casework jobs,  whi te  c o l l a r  o f f i c e  type jobs. It's a func t ion  of 
educat ion more than  anything e l s e .  

Q: What was i t  l i k e  t o  be i n  a meeting wi th  Dan Walker-like, say,  a 
budget meeting o r  , . . How d i d  he p re s ide  over meetings? 

A: I w a s  going t o  say  s t e r n l y .  ( laughs)  

Q: I was going t o  ask i f  he w a s  scary .  ( l augh te r )  

A: ~ ' m  s u r e  t o  t h e  people who p a r t i c i p a t e d  i n  the budget meetings he 
w a s ,  'cause he always asked t h e  wrong quest ions as f a r  as they were 
concerned. The l i t t l e  th ings  they were t r y i n g  t o  h ide ,  he saw.  And so 
t h e r e  were r e a l l y  sometimes p r e t t y  bloody meetings. O f  course t h e  Budget 
Bureau people loved him because they saw i n  Dan, f o r  t h e  f i r s t  t i m e ,  
somebody who was on t h e i r  side i n  making a department head and h i s  staff 
j u s t i f y  t h e i r  budgets. That ' s  what a budget department does, and t o  have 
a governor then s t e p  i n  and do t h e  same t h i n g  . . . they enjoyed t h a t .  

Q: Rid he l i k e  i t ?  

A: Yes, 



Q: That kind of th ing?  

A: Yes. The only kind of meeting he d i d n ' t  and d o e s n l t  l i k e  is  t h e  
kind, oh, where you s i t  around and brainstorm o r  ruminate, a s o r t  of p ipe  
smoking kind of meeting. Those meetings he cannot t o l e r a t e .  

Q: Even with in t ima te s ,  he doesn ' t  l i k e  t h a t ?  

A: Probably wi th  Dave Green and me he would come t h e  c l o s e s t  t o  t h a t  
kind of s t u f f  but even then ,  a f t e r  a while  he'd say,  "You guys work i t  
out  and l e t  m e  know what you think.'' 

Q: We've ta lked  a l i t t l e  about whether o r  no t  i t  was w i s e  f o r  you t o  go 
i n t o  t h e  admin i s t r a t i on ,  f o r  t h e  campaign s t a f f  t o  become t h e  s t a f f  t o  
t h e  governor. Along wi th  t h a t  goes the  problem o r  t h e  advantage of h i s  
tak ing  h i s  c l o s e s t  f r i e n d s  i n t o  t h e  government. Is t h a t  a good idea  and 
does i t  s t r a i n  t he  f r i endsh ip?  

A: It c e r t a i n l y  d i d n ' t  s t r a i n  t h e  f r iendship .  Well, I guess t h e  b e s t  
examples are Dave Green and me. Dave Green s tayed  out  of t h e  
adminis t ra t ion .  There i s  no ques t ion  t h a t  i f  Dave had been i n  t h e  
admin i s t r a t i on  on a day-to-day b a s i s  t h ings  would have been b e t t e r .  

Q: What th ings?  

A: Well, j u s t  because Dave's cons iderable  t a l e n t s  i n  being a b l e  t o  s tand  
back and look a t  every th ing  and no t  g e t  caught up i n  t he  h e a t  of t h e  
b a t t l e  a r e  missed o f t en .  I ' m  a p a r t i s a n  and i t ' s  very  hard f o r  m e  t o  be 
nonpart isan.  I l i k e  t o  take s i d e s  and Eight f o r  my s ide .  And t h a t ' s  why 
David and I make such a good team because we balance each o t h e r  i n  t h a t .  

Ogi lv ie  used Drennan. Drennan w a s  h i s  campaign manager. And I remember 
t h e  f i r s t  th ing  t h a t  happened, he gave him a hundred thousand d o l l a r  
c o n t r a c t  with tourism. And t h e r e  w a s  some f u s s  about i t  i n  t h e  paper and 
Ogi lv ie  s a i d ,  "He e l e c t e d  m e  and what b e t t e r  q u a l i f i c a t i o n  can a man have 
than t h a t  t o  come up wi th  a tourism program?" A s  i t  happened, he came up 
wi th  one of t h e  worst i n  t h e  world wi th  t h a t  t e r r i b l e  slogan, " I l l i n o i s :  
W e  Accommodate," you know t h a t  one. One of t h e  worst t h ings  Drennan ever  
d id  for the s t a t e  of I l l i n o i s .  ( laughs)  

Q: I don' t  remember t h a t .  

A: Yes, w e l l  t h a t ' s  r i g h t ,  t h a t ' s  how bad i t  was. They spent  hundreds 
of thousands of d o l l a r s .  Signs everywhere. Every p iece  of paper had 
" I l l i n o i s :  We Accommodate ." 
Q: What, t h i s  was t o  a t t r a c t  bus iness  t o  I l l i n o i s ?  

A: No, tourism. 

Q: Oh, tourism. Oh, 1 ' m  s o r r y ,  okay. 

A: Real ly goofy. But, so anyway Drennan would t r a v e l  back and f o r t h  and 
meet wi th  Ogilvie .  (pause) It's s t i l l  a puzzle,  I should have probably 
gone i n  f o r  awhile  and then  g o t t e n  out  because by then  t h e  l i n e s  of 



communication wi th  everybody would have been known and e s t ab l i shed .  I f  I 
had s tayed  out  from t h e  very  beginning i t  would have been very  d i f f i c u l t  
as people go t  i n t o  t h e i r  jobs.  Like any ope ra t ion ,  you have people who 
a r e  always jockeying f o r  c l o s e  i n  p o s i t i o n ,  I f  I had s tayed  out  t h e r e ,  
i t  would have been a g r e a t  d e a l  more of t h a t  t h a t  Dan himself would have 
had t o  g e t  involved i n ,  which would have been not  good. And my a b i l i t y  
t o  communicate wi th  everybody would have been made much more d i f f i c u l t .  
So, probably I should have gone i n  f o r  awhile ,  maybe a  year ,  and then 
gone out .  I don ' t  know, i t ' s  s t i l l  hard t o  say. 

Q: Was h i s  r o u t i n e  d i f f e r e n t  from o t h e r  governors o r  do you th ink  he 
spent  about a s  much time i n  t h e  o f f i c e  and out  a s  o t h e r  governors? How 
d id  t h a t  work? 

A: Well, my guess  is  he spent  more time than  any o t h e r  r ecen t  governor. 

Q: I n  t h e  of £ ice?  

A: Yes, working. You know, when Stevenson was governor he spent  most of 
h i s  t i m e  i n  t h e  mansion. Talk about a r e l a t i o n s h i p  with l e g i s l a t o r s ,  I 
mean he d i s l i k e d  them so much he wouldn't even s i t  i n  t h e  same bui ld ing  
with them, ( l augh te r )  

Q: And i t ' s  a big  bui ld ing .  ( l augh te r )  

A: Y e s ,  and i t 's  a b ig  bui ld ing .  And my percept ion  of Ogi lv ie  is t h a t  
he d id  no t  spend . . . I know he d i d n ' t  spend a s  much t i m e  on the a c t u a l  
budgets and t h a t  kind of s t u f f  a s  Dan d id .  What he spent  h i s  t i m e  on I 
don ' t  know. This  same guy, Michaelson, wrote an  a r t i c l e  t h a t  became 
famous because we used i t  as a campaign th ing .  Michaelson was one of 
Og i lv i e ' s  admin i s t r a t i ve  a s s i s t a n t s  which makes him very  wel l -qua l i f ied  
t o  comment on Walker, r i g h t ?  ( l augh te r )  He's an  academic so he can do 
it. But he wrote an a r t i c l e  which w a s  picked up by Time magazine on t h e  - 
governor 's  t i m e ,  and Mlchaelson s a i d  t h a t  25 percent  of Ogi lv ie ' s  time 
was spent  on pub l i c  r e l a t i o n s .  So, we had a  good time wi th  t h a t  i n  the 
campaign, ( l augh te r )  Twenty-five percent  pub l i c  r e l a t i o n s .  ( l augh te r )  

Q: Was Walker a c c e s s i b l e ?  Could people come i n  o f f  t h e  s t r e e t  and g e t  
t o  him? 

A: Yes. 

Q: Re la t ive ly ,  on a r e g u l a r  bas i s?  

A: Re la t ive ly  easy ,  yes. 

Q: Did tha t  happen o f t en?  

A: Oh, n o t  too o f t e n  because most people feel l i k e  you can ' t .  But then 
i n  add i t i on ,  Dan always would go of f  somewhere. Some community. He 
e s p e c i a l l y  l i k e d  t o  go t o  g r a i n  e l e v a t o r s  and th ings  l i k e  t h a t  and sit 
around and t a l k  t o  t h e  farmers  and s m a l l  s t o r e  owners. And a s  Ear a s  t h e  
s t a f f  was concerned he was eminently acces s ib l e .  



Q: What about h i s  r e l a t ionsh ips  with the  o ther  cons t i tu t iona l  o f f i c e r s ?  

A: Well, of course the re  w a s  t h e  N e i l  Hartigan problem which I guess we  
can put a s ide ,  Mike Howlett was always easy t o  g e t  along with, no 
problem, u n t i l  he was  forced i n t o  running. (laughs) He kept coming t o  
m e  and saying t o  me he never was going t o  run. He would j u s t  not  l e t  
Daley push him i n t o  the  box. He d idn ' t  want t o  run. He was happy where 
he was. As Jack Touhy s a i d ,  "He has an o f f i c e  a s  big a s  Hi t le r ' s . "  
(laughs) The sec re ta ry  of s t a t e ' s  office is  the  biggest  o f f i c e  i n  the  
s t a t e  cap i to l .  Then of course Lindberg was the  comptroller and he was 
kind of a pain. He had Mandeville as h i s  a s s i s t a n t .  We t r i e d  t o  h i r e  
Mandeville a s  budget d i rec to r .  H e ' s  an ex t raord ina r i ly  competent guy and 
an ex t raord ina r i ly  p a r t i s a n  guy f o r  a budget man. A s  he functions now 
under Thompson, he sounds l i k e  a p o l i t i c i a n  when he t a lks .  Alan Dixon 
0 . .  

Q: Let m e  s t a y  with Lindberg a minute. Walker and Lindberg r e a l l y  got  
i n t o  it during the  summer of 1975. Lindberg kept saying t h a t  the  s t a t e  
was on the  verge of bankruptcy and Walker was obviously f igh t ing  t o  keep 
the  money s i t u a t i o n  under cont ro l .  But the  papers were repor t ing  t h a t  
I l l i n o i s  was on the  verge of los ing  i ts  c r e d i t  r a t i n g  and on the  verge of 
bankruptcy, and Lindberg kept that going. What was the  t r u t h ?  

A: Well, a s  f a r  a s  I knew, we were never on the  verge of bankruptcy. 
There were cash flow problems a t  times, which is  something t h a t  you 
expect. Lindberg was obviously shooting for higher o f f i c e ,  and shooting 
a t  Walker was a good t a r g e t  because i f  you h i t  a t  Walker you'd always g e t  
good pub l i c i ty ,  so he d id  it. But t o  the  bes t  of my knowledge we never 
were on the  verge of bankruptcy. There was always plenty of money. 
There is  always plenty of money i n  various funds. It's s o r t  of l i k e  
somebody who has a series of bank accounts, and he s e t  up t h i s  a s  an 
educational  fund f o r  h i s  son, and t h i s  f o r  h i s  daughter, and t h i s  f o r  h i s  
pension fund, and then he ' s  got h i s  opera t ional  checkbook and h i s  
opera t ional  checkbook i s  very low. He's not  near bankruptcy because i f  
he r e a l l y  g e t s  i n t o  a t i g h t  squeeze he can reach over and borrow money 
from those and then r e t u r n  i t  when th ings  g e t  b e t t e r ,  so t h a t  concept of 
bankruptcy is baloney. 

Q: Olay, how about Walker's r e l a t ionsh ip  with Dixon? 

A: Well, Dixon's eyes were on Chicago a s  a l l  the  o ther  e l ec ted  
Democratic o f f i c i a l s '  were. The only r e a l l y  bad p a r t  came a t  the  end on 
t h a t  decision by Alan t h a t  he was going t o  wait t o  res ign  u n t i l  Thompson 
was sworn i n  t o  al low Thompson t o  appoint Dixon's successor. Do you 
remember t h a t ?  

Q: But hadn't he of fered  t o  res ign  ea r ly?  

A: Well, he and Dan, and he and I, ta lked about t ry ing t o  agree on 
somebody as a successor. But my fee l ing  was t h a t  Alan , . . wel l  I know, 
a t  the t h e  when Alan was saying, "Let me th ink  about the  names you've 
suggested; you th ink about the  names I ' ve  suggested." A t  t h a t  exact  time 
he was deal ing with Thompson and they had agreed on Smith as the  
replacement. So t h a t  was d i r t y  pool, 



Q: Well, what about  Walker's r e l a t i o n s h i p  wi th  B i l l  Sco t t ?  

A: Well, i t ' s  very  hard f o r  me t o  speak about Scot t .  I cons ider  him a 
contemptible  person. He--and we only learned  t h i s  by accident--he used 
t o  go around t h e  s t a t e  as t h e  a t t o r n e y  gene ra l ,  meeting with newspaper 
o f f i c i a l s ,  editors--you'd have an e d i t o r i a l  board and r e p o r t e r s  would be 
s i t t i n g  there--and he would say t o  them, "Now t h i s  is  c o n f i d e n t i a l  
because i t ' s  under i n v e s t i g a t i o n .  But we're i n v e s t i g a t i n g  an organized 
crime tie-up and t i e - i n  with t h e  governor 's  o f f i ce . "  My being t h e  
number-one I t a l i a n ,  r i g h t ,  everybody f igured  t h a t  they were i n v e s t i g a t i n g  
m e  as an  organized crime f igu re .  Jack Clarke,  t h e  guy who Daley ass igned  
t o  i n v e s t i g a t e  m e ,  when a group came t o  him and s a i d  they had proof t h a t  
I was connected with organized crime, said, "Don't be a damn f o o l ,  no 
organized crime f i g u r e  would live i n  Hyde Park." ( l augh te r )  That w a s ,  I 
th ink ,  a good answer. 

But S c o t t  go t  caught a t  t h a t .  We would have never known what he was 
doing because papers  respec ted  h i s  s ta tement:  " inves t iga t ion  . . . 
sec re t . "  But once a t  t h e  Alton Telegraph he fo rgo t  t o  say  t h a t  t h i s  i s  
a l l  o f f  t h e  record and c o n f i d e n t i a l ,  so  they p r in t ed  i t  and Dan l e t  him 
have i t ,  And then  a l l  of a sudden a l o t  of newspapers s t a r t e d  t r e a t i n g  
Sco t t  d i f f e r e n t l y ,  r e a l i z i n g  t h a t  they were being had by him, Sco t t  used 
that  office very  w e l l  p o l i t i c a l l y .  He had key lawyers i n  every county on 
t h e  p a y r o l l ,  and managed t o  be t h e  d a r l i n g  of t h e  media f o r  years .  

Q: What p r e c i p i t a t e d  t h e  f i g h t  between Walker and S c o t t  over t h e  lawyers 
wi th in  agencies? 

A: T'hat's a f i g h t  t h a t  always goes on. 

Q: But was t h e r e  any inc iden t  t h a t  made Walker dec ide  t o  . . . 
A: No, I t h i n k  S c o t t  pushing and our  pushing back, o r  our  pushing and 
S c o t t  pushing back . . . Ramsey, what 's  his name? The guy I w a s  t r y i n g  
t o  t h ink  of yesterday.  Darn. 

Q: Which one? 

A: The guy who had t o l d  m e  about Ogi lv ie ,  t h a t  they knew t h a t  they had 
peaked j u s t  p r i o r  t o  e l e c t i o n .  When I t a lked  t o  him--we were f r i e n d s ,  
neighbors--and I s a i d ,  "Tel l  m e ,  do you have any problems wi th  Scot t?"  
And he s a i d ,  "Well, t h e  b igges t  problem i s  h e ' s  never around t o  g e t  an 
opinion out  of him. And you w r i t e  and you a s k  him t o  g ive  an opinion and 
he ' s  i n  H a w a i i  o r  Bermuda o r  somewhere." ( l augh te r )  And so t h e  Ogi lv ie  
admin i s t r a t i on  had a g r e a t  d e a l  of d i f f i c u l t y  wi th  him too. Ours was 
more publ ic ,  But t h e r e ' s  always t h a t  f i g h t .  It goes on a l l  t h e  time. 
I ' m  s u r e  i t ' s  going on now even wi th  a guy l i k e  Ty Fahner who owes 
everything t o  Thompson. I ' m  s u r e  t h a t  his s t a f f  is saying,  "Now wait a 
minute,  w e  should be r ep re sen t ing  t h e  Liquor Commission on t h i s , "  and the  
Liquor Commission people are saying,  "We should ge t  our own person." 



Tape 7 ,  Side 2 

Q: T a l l  me  what you cons ider  your f i n e s t  accomplishment during t h a t  four  
yea r s  , 

A: Well, as you know, i n  government i t ' s  s o r t  of l i k e  t h e  myth of 
Sisyphus; you never f e e l  t h a t  you accomplish anything.  And t h e  h igher  
you g e t  i n  government, t h e  harder  i t  is t o  accomplish anything because 
t h e  problems t h a t  rise t o  t h e  top of t h e  admin i s t r a t i on  a r e  t h e  ones t h a t  
a r e  most d i f f i c u l t  t o  so lve .  And t h e r e f o r e  t o  so lve  a problem t h a t  
u sua l ly  came a c r o s s  my desk w a s  e x t r a o r d i n a r i l y  d i f f i c u l t .  A l l  you could 
do would be maybe t o  ame l io ra t e  t h e  problem o r .  . . . 
The one th ing  r e a l l y  I d i d ,  t h a t  I know I did--I'm s u r e  I d id  a l o t  of 
t h ings  both good and bad t h a t  I don' t  know I did--was a man came t o  s e e  
m e  and h i s  son had been a r r e s t e d  i n  DuPage County and was, he s a i d ,  being 
r a i l r o a d e d ,  and I t a lked  t o  t h e  man and then  I t a l k e d  t o  h i s  son. And 
h i s  son had been a policeman i n  t h e  l o c a l  community and one evening, 
d r i v i n g ,  had run over  a g i r l  on a b i cyc le ,  a young g i r l .  But he was 
having t h e  book thrown a t  him by t h e  DuPage County prosecutor .  And as I 
heard about i t ,  i t  seemed t o  m e  hard t o  believe--I r e a l l y  be l i eve  i n  
j u s t i c e  and t h e  young man s a i d ,  "This is  a l l  because I w a s  a c t i v e  i n  t h e  
Democratic pa r ty  i n  DuPage County." And as you may know, DuPage County 
is t h e  most Republican county i n  t h e  universe ,  and I found t h a t  hard t o  
be l ieve .  

So what I d id  was I g o t  Dick Schultz  of Tom Foran 's  o f f i c e .  Dick used t o  
be an a s s i s t a n t  U.S. a t t o r n e y  and Tom used t o  be t h e  U , S .  a t to rney ,  and 
they both were good f r i e n d s  of mine. And I asked Dick as a pro bono 
publ ico th ing  t o  look i n t o  t h i s .  Well, he looked i n t o  i t  and s a i d ,  "The 
guy's g e t t i n g  r a i l roaded .  No ques t ion  about it. But i t ' s  going t o  be a 
very tough thing." So I asked him, a s  a personal  f avo r ,  i f  he would do 
i t ,  and he d id  it. And he worked f o r  months. It took months and months 
and months and reversed  a l l  of t h e  bad th ings  t h a t  had been done. It was 
a n  acc ident .  The g i r l  was d r iv ing  without l i g h t s  on he r  b i cyc l e ,  and 
t h e r e  was no l i g h t  on i n  t h e  road. It was no t  manslaughter,  i t  was no t  
anything but  an un fo r tuna te  acc ident .  

And i t  probably took a yea r ,  but  i t  worked. And t h e  f a t h e r  came t o  s e e  
m e  and he was very  g r a t e f u l ,  but  I f e l t  so good because i t  w a s  something 
t h a t  I knew t h a t ,  i f  I hadn' t  been t h e r e ,  wouldn't have occurred. And a s  
I s a i d  before ,  t h e  h ighe r  up you go i n  government t he  fewer o p p o r t u n i t i e s  
you have t o  a c t u a l l y  know t h a t  you have accomplished something. You can 
s e e  movements; you can see t h ings  happening. I mentioned before ,  
p o l i t i c a l l y ,  you can s e e  more Democrats being e l e c t e d  downstate and you 
know t h a t ' s  important t o  t h e  Democratic pa r ty ,  bu t  you c a n ' t  say,  "Well, 
I d id  that ."  You helped,  you pushed, you might have, you know, given 
some good advice;  bu t  t h i s  was something I know I had done myself,  and 
t h a t  was fun. 

Q: When w r i t e r s  write of t he  accomplishments of t h e  Walker 
admin i s t r a t i on  they  write about t h e  e t h i c s  l e g i s l a t i o n ;  they w r i t e  about 
l i m i t i n g  spending, c u t t i n g  t h e  bureaucracy. Those a r e  t h e  th ings  t h a t  we 
read over and over again.  Are those  t h e  kinds of t h ings  t h a t  you th ink  
were accomplished by t h e  Walker adminis t ra t ion?  



A: No. When we s t a r t e d  t h i s  conversat ion t h r e e  years  ago, ( laughs)  we 
s t a r t e d  t a l k i n g  about t h e  cab ine t ,  and implied i n  t h e  ques t ion  you r a i s e d  
wi th  m e  w a s  t h a t  t h e  cab ine t  w a s  no t  very good. 

Q: I d i d n ' t  mean t o  imply t h a t .  

A: ( laughs)  Well, some people have s a i d  t h a t ,  bu t  you look a t ,  f o r  
example, t h e  medical cab ine t  with Lee L e v i t t ,  Mental Heal th,  and Joyce 
Lashof, Publ ic  Health.  And you look a t  Langhorne Bond i n  Transpor ta t ion ,  
and t h e  head of Pr i sons ,  t h e  head of Law Enforcement, Harvey Johnson; 
they a l l  were top f l i g h t  people. Ce r t a in ly  b e t t e r  than t h e  Thompson 
adminis t ra t ion .  Ce r t a in ly  b e t t e r  than  any admin i s t r a t i on  t h a t  I know, 
inc luding  Stevenson. Walker's cab ine t  was the  b e s t .  And when you have 
good people you g e t  as much done as good people can g e t  done, given t h e  
problems of t h e  bureaucracy i n  government and p o l i t i c s .  

That is no t  t o  say  t h a t ,  where I s a t ,  they a l l  l i k e d  me o r  I l i k e d  each 
of them. Our r e l a t i o n s h i p  o f t e n  w a s  a  h o s t i l e  one because my job w a s  
d i f f e r e n t  from t h e i r s ,  bu t  I recognized i n  them r e a l l y  top f l i g h t  people. 
The Bureau of t h e  Budget people,  Len Schaef fer ,  you know, r e a l l y  top  
f l i g h t .  And s o  I t h i n k  when t h e  record is  w r i t t e n  of t h e  admin i s t r a t i on ,  
one w i l l  look back wi th  less p a r t i s a n s h i p  than people who have w r i t t e n  
thus  f a r  t h a t  I ' v e  read a t  l e a s t  o r  seen, and s e e  t h a t  t h e r e  were 
beginnings. What Og i lv i e  d id  was he generated a f a n t a s t i c  amount of 
money f o r  t h e  state of I l l i n o i s ,  i f  you look a t  any c h a r t  before  t h e  
income t a x l a f t e r  t h e  income tax .  But they d i d n ' t  have t h e  s l i g h t e s t  idea  
of what t o  do wi th  t h a t  money, and they s e t  up th ings  t h a t  made i t  
a w h l l y  d i f f i c u l t .  For example, i n  t h e  wel fare  area--and t h i s  is one of 
t h e  toughest  a r e a s  with my l i b e r a l  f r i e n d s  and with many people,  and 
Thompson is fac ing  t h e  problem now and Reagan i s  f ac ing  i t  too--the 
Ogi lv ie  admin i s t r a t i on  s a i d  anybody on wel fare  could have f r e e  
eyeglasses ,  dentures ,  all kinds of t h ings  l i k e  t h a t ,  and my view and 
Dan's view w a s ,  "What about t h e  middle c l a s s  people?" A l o t  of them 
needed he lp  i n  t h e  medical a r e a  and weren't  g e t t i n g  t h a t  help.  I mean, 
i t ' s  no fun t o  be poor, I was r a i s e d  as a  poor k id ;  but on t h e  o t h e r  hand 
poor people shouldn ' t  have b e t t e r  t h ings  than  the  middle c l a s s ,  because 
t h a t  j u s t  poses impossible  problems i n  a democracy. And Reagan is  one of 
t h e  responses t o  t h a t .  It 's going t o  take  a long t i m e  before  we g e t  
back. 

I n  my view the  American people a r e  generous, a r e  humane, a r e  bigoted and 
perverse ,  and t h e y ' r e  j u s t  g r e a t  human beings. But t h e y ' r e  always 
w i l l i n g  t o  pay i f  they f e e l  t hey ' r e  g e t t i n g  what t hey ' r e  paying f o r .  
They are no t  w i l l i n g  t o  pay--and I cannot say  I blame them-for g l a s s e s  
f o r  poor people when they can ' t  a f f o r d  it o r  when they have t o  s a c r i f i c e  
f o r  it. O r  p o d i a t r i s t s  o r  taxi cabs. Do you know t h e  Department of 
Publ ic  Aid pays f o r  t a x i  cabs f o r  wel fare  r e c i p i e n t s  t o  go t o  t he  doctor? 
Now t h e r e ' s  something wrong with t h a t ,  It pays t h e i r  moving expenses, 
When I w a s  a  k i d ,  when we moved w e  d id  most of t h e  moving ourse lves .  And 
middle c l a s s  f a m i l i e s  moving, i t ' s  a  t e r r i b l y  expensive propos i t ion ,  The 
poor people on wel fare ,  t h e  s tate pays f o r  it. And i t ' s  marvelous . . . 
and, of course,  they move more o f t e n  than middle income people do. 

These a r e  t h e  problems you w r e s t l e  wi th  and you t r y  t o  f i g u r e  out  how t o  
do i t ,  and t h e r e  r e a l l y  is  very  l i t t l e  r i g h t  and wrong about government. 



They're t ry ing t o  accomplish things. Je f fe r son  has sa id  something on 
every s i d e  of every question, you know. And some of the  th ings  he sa id  
about jaedia would c u r l  any f i r s t  amendment lover ' s  ha i r .  ( laughter )  And 
the  b h i n e s s  where, you know, t h e  government i s  best  which governs l e a s t  
i s  n o t  t rue .  But a t  t h i s  point  a l l  t he  Democrats a r e  on the  defensive, 
and I think t h a t ' s  a mistake. And I th ink t h e  Democrats who a r e  going t o  
g e t  e lec ted  in t he  f u t u r e  a r e  going t o  be those who say w e  have t o  take 
care of people. 

Q: When you th ink back over t h a t  chunk of your l i fe- - tha t  was four  
p r e t t y  in tense  years--were the re  r e a l  disappointments during t h a t  time? 

A: Disappointments, no, except losing;  t h a t ' s  a disappointment. 

Q: Well, t h a t ' s  a b ig  one. (laughs) 

A: (laughs) That 's  always a disappointment. But I th ink 
accomplishments, maybe, yes: e l e c t i n g  B i l l  Redmond Speaker, I th ink was 
one of t h e  g r e a t e s t  th ings  t h a t  we did. It would have been Impossible 
without us, impossible. 

Q: Are t h e r e  o the r  accomplishments of which you're r e a l l y  proud? 

A: You know, I don ' t  th ink  t h a t  e t h i c s  b i l l  i s  such a hot b i l l  myself. 
( laughter )  So 1 ' m  not  s u r e  t h a t  should be added t o  the  l ist  of 
accomplishments. (laughs) 

Q: W e l l ,  you can take i t  off  the  list. Why do you say t h a t ?  

A: Well, I ' m  s t a r t i n g  t o  be l ieve  t h a t  t h e r e ' s  no evidence t h a t  I ' ve  seen 
which shows t h a t  government has improved, the  q u a l i t y  of people i n  
government has improved, o r  t h a t  chicanery has decreased s ince  we've had 
e t h i c s  and disc losure .  Abscam and those things happened a f t e r  e t h i c s  and 
discloeure.  Always used t o  say you can ' t  l e g i s l a t e  moral i ty,  and I th ink  
t h a t  the  whole movement away from privacy is  a bad one. I th ink  a 
person's e n t i t l e d  t o  privacy and j u s t  because they take  a job with t h e  
government, t h a t  doesn' t  mean they should lose  t h e i r  privacy. The media 
does. The media be l ieves  t h a t  once you're i n  government, they can c a l l  
you a t  2:00 i n  t h e  morning and ask you a question. 

Q: If you were going t o  do i t  again, would you g e t  involved? 

A: In government? 

Q: Well, you have sa id  you have misgivings about your being i n  the  
administrat ion;  perhaps you should have been i n  f o r  awhile and then out ,  
perhaps you would have been more e f f e c t i v e  on the  outside.  I f  you were 
going t o  do I t  again,  a s i d e  from t h e  f a c t  t h a t  you're a l l  t en  o r  eleven 
years  o lde r  and wiser and more mellow o r  whatever happens, would you make 
s i g n i f i c a n t  changes i n  the  way i t  was done? Would you approach it 
d i f f e r e n t l y ?  

A: In government, you mean? 



Q: Y e s .  

A: Well, yes ,  because circumstances have changed. You see ,  t h e r e  a r e n ' t  
enough good people f o r  t h r e e  p a r t i e s .  And you need t o  have t h e  t o t a l  
Democratic p a r t y  pool i n  order  t o  have a Democratic admin i s t r a t i on  t h a t ' s  
good, t h a t  is  t h e  b e s t  you can do, and t h a t  wasn't a v a i l a b l e  under Daley. 
It would be now. A l o t  more people would be a v a i l a b l e  and i t  wouldn't 
have t o  be t h a t  they would have t o  swear t h e  l o y a l t y  oa th  t o  Chicago 
be fo re  they came. So, when you look a t  i t ,  i t ' s  kind of amusing because 
Daley w a s  d i r e c t o r  of Revenue under Stevenson, and he was not  dominated 
by Chicago. He w a s  a good d i r e c t o r  of Revenue. H e  l earned  t h e r e  how t o  
make s u r e  Chicago, ( laughs)  when he w a s  mayor, go t  everything.  But I 
th ink  t h a t ' s  t h e  most important th ing  t h a t  would happen is  j u s t  t h a t  t h e  
pool would inc rease ,  and people could go t o  work without f e e l i n g  t h a t  
they were tak ing  up s i d e s ,  and t h a t  would help.  

You see it  happen, Look a t  Reagan i n  I l l i n o i s .  He's s tuck  wi th  Donald 
Totten.  He doesn ' t  want Donald Totten,  bu t  Tot ten was f o r  him when 
Thompson and t h e  rest were f o r  Connelly, so  what does he do wi th  Totten? 
You know, he j u s t  can ' t  say,  "Run away,'' y e t  t h e  p re s su re  i s  cons tan t ,  
I ' m  su re ,  on him from t h e  r egu la r  organiza t ion  because nobody l i k e s  
Totten; he ' s  an  o u t s i d e r .  From Governor Thompson, from Percy, 
everybody--"We don ' t  want t h i s  guy in." And now Totten is t a l k i n g  about 
running a g a i n s t  Percy, H e ' s  an  o u t s i d e r ,  y e t  t h a t  w a s  a l l  t h a t  Reagan 
could g e t  a t  t h a t  time. So, he grabbed him and now what does he do wi th  
him? H e  c a n ' t  throw him away j u s t  because he was t h e r e  when nobody e l s e  
was, That is  always t h e  problem of t h e  o u t s i d e r  ga l lop ing  i n  and tak ing  
over, and t h a t ' s  t h e  problem we had. We had t o  take  i n  a l o t  of people 
you wouldn't o r d i n a r i l y  t ake  i n .  

Q: Is i t  more e x c i t i n g  r i g h t  now t o  th ink  about being involved i n  
p o l i t i c s ,  i n  Democratic p o l i t i c s  i n  I l l i n o i s ,  than i t  w a s  t e n  yea r s  ago? 
Is it  more open r e a l l y ?  

A: More i n t e r e s t i n g .  I t h i n k  t h i s  next  e l e c t i o n ,  i f  i t  goes t h e  way i t  
appears  t o  be going, i s  going t o  be a r e a l  watershed kind of e l e c t i o n .  
I t 's  going t o  . . . 
Q: Why? 

A: Well i f  Richie  Daley f i e l d s  a  whole slate of candida tes  a g a i n s t  t h e  
r egu la r  o rgan iza t ion  candida tes ,  i t ' s  going t o  be, you know, a  r e a l  
choosing up of s i d e s ,  and i t 's  going t o  have impact downstate too. 
Because a l o t  of people downstate believe--not a  l o t  of people but  some 
people,  some leaders--believe t h a t  Stevenson would be t h e  b e s t  candidate .  
And I don ' t  t h ink  t h a t ' s  t r u e ,  and I don' t  t h i n k  the  people up he re  t h i n k  
i t ' s  t r u e ,  but  i t  w i l l  be very  i n t e r e s t i n g .  Exci t ing ,  w e l l ,  I t h i n k  I ' v e  
gone through too many campaigns t o  g e t  exc i t ed  by campaigns. ~ h e y ' r e  
i n t e r e s t i n g ,  t hey ' r e  fun ,  bu t  e x c i t i n g  . . . . 
Q: A s  an ind iv idua l ,  was t h a t  four  years  a real time of growth f o r  you? 

A: ( long pause) I l earned  a  g r e a t  dea l .  Whether i t ' s  u s e f u l ,  I don' t  
know. That I learned  a g r e a t  d e a l  doesn ' t  mean much, except t o  me. A s  I 
look back on i t ,  I enjoyed more l ea rn ing  about r a i s i n g  hogs and sheep and 



veal and what went i n t o  a farm r a t h e r  than . . . learning t h a t  was a l o t  
more fun for  me. And as I look back on it  those a r e  the  th ings  I 
remember with the  g r e a t e s t  a f fec t ion .  

Q: Did you learn th ings  about yourself? 

A: I do that every day so i t ' s  not  . . . t he  process wasn't speeded up I 
don't  think. I learned t h a t  I could be a s  bad a s  o ther  people and as 
good as some. 

Q: Do you consider yourself t o  have been exceptionally good a t  the  job 
you were asked t o  do? 

A: Yes, Yes. I know nobody else could have done it. 

Q: What a r e  the  q u a l i t i e s ?  

A: Well, i n  my case i t  was my re la t ionsh ip  with Dan. When I was t a lk ing  
before about the  kind of jockeying fo r  power , , . t he re  was an 
es tabl i shed hierarchy so t h a t  t h e r e  was jockeying, but  i t  went on a t  a 
lower level,  always does, And a t  the  upper l e v e l  we could a11 work, 
doing our jobs aa bes t  we could without jockeying. Now p a r t  of t h a t  was 
because we had a l l  worked together  fo r  a long time, Norty and B i l l  
Goldberg and . . . 
Q: I have enjoyed t h i s .  I hate f o r  i t  t o  end. 

A: You're a l l  through? 

Q: I think so. 
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