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where he captured the  votes  of the people and pub l ic i ty  f o r  h i s  campaign. 
His love f o r  campaigning and h i s  one-on-one meetings with the  people a r e  
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Dan Walker was born i n  1922 i n  Washington, D.C. H i s  f a the r  was a navy 
man and Dan Walker followed i n  h i s  foots teps  by joining the  U. S. Navy i n  
1939. Later ,  he entered t h e  U. S. Naval Academy. After severa l  years i n  
the navy, he changed the  d i r e c t i o n  of h i s  career  and entered law school 
a t  Northwestern University. There he helped organize t h e  Young Democrats 
and made contacts  t h a t  would prove helpful  when he embarked on h i s  
p o l i t i c a l  career. Upon graduation i n  1950, h i s  l e g a l  career  began i n  
Springfield,  I l l i n o i s ,  where he worked on severaudy commissions. He was 
se lec ted  t o  be a c l e r k  t o  t h e  chief j u s t i c e  of t h e  United S t a t e s  Supreme 
Court, A tour  of duty i n  Korea in ter rupted t h i s  posi t ion;  however, h i s  
l e g a l  enper t i se  was tapped and he was appointed deputy chief commissioner 
t o  the  Court of Mi l i t a ry  appeals. 

Walker a t t r i b u t e d  h i s  involvement with Adlai Stevenson's 1952 
p r e s i d e n t i a l  campaign a s  t h e  beginning of h i s  p o l i t i c a l  career .  Walker 
continued t o  be a c t i v e  i n  Democratic campaigns f o r  many years even while 
doing l e g a l  work f o r  the  f i rm of Hopkins-Sutter where he became a t r i a l  
lawyer. In  t h i s  o r a l  h i s to ry ,  former Governor Walker t a l k s  about h i s  
p o l i t i c a l  l i f e  and glves us personal ins igh t  i n t o  the  Walker 
administrat ion and h i s  p o l i t i c a l  s ty le .  
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DAN WALKER 

May 12, 1981, Tape 1, Side 1 

A: I was born i n  Washington D.C. i n  1922. My f a t h e r  was a chief  p e t t y  
o f f i c e r  i n  t h e  United S t a t e s  Navy with a  very s t rong  sense of duty,  
d i s c i p l i n e ,  s e l f - d i s c i p l i n e  and family. Be was r a i s ed  i n  Texas, i n  west 
Texas t o  be p rec i se ,  a t  a time i n  t h e  e a r l y  1900's when men s t i l l  c a r r i e d  
guns t o  p ro t ec t  themselves and dea th  from shooting was not  an unusual 
phenomenon. He l e f t  home a t  a  very  e a r l y  age and became a te legrapher .  
A t  one poin t  he te legraphed f o r  Poncho V i l l a  i n  Mexico. Then he joined 
t h e  navy i n  1914, I be l i eve  i t  was, and went i n  t o  submarine duty. He 
was a  very independent man, very  tough man. 

He was a very s t r i c t  taskmaster  with both my b ro the r  and myself. He 
i n s i s t e d  on hard work, imaginat ion,  d i s c i p l i n e ,  duty,  a l l  of those 
th ings .  He became an a rden t  New Dealer i n  t h e  1930's because he had then  
l e f t  t h e  navy and was out of work. It was a very,  very  d i f f i c u l t  time 
f o r  t h e  family during t h e  depress ion  years  because he had no job and only  
s i x t y  d o l l a r s  a month I t h i n k  i t  was, i f  t h a t ,  from the  navy. Those were 
very tough times and a  high degree of i n t e r e s t  i n  government and t h e  
p o l i t i c a l  system was f o s t e r e d  by my f a t h e r  i n  me, p a r t i c u l a r l y .  He 
wanted m e  t o  become a lawyer t o  fol low i n  t h e  f o o t s t e p s  of my uncle  
Daniel Walker who was a judge i n  Texas. He wanted my b ro the r  t o  go t o  
t h e  United S t a t e s  Naval Academy a t  Annapolis and become a naval  o f f i c e r .  
And i t  worked out  t h a t  way so  f a r  a s  my b ro the r  was concerned and I was 
concerned, u l t ima te ly ,  a l though because of t h e  war I got  d ive r t ed  from 
law, e n l i s t e d  i n  t h e  navy f o r  two years  and then went t o  t he  Naval 
Academy. 

I would say t h a t  h i s  ded ica t ion  t o  hard work was something t h a t  played a 
r e a l  p a r t  i n  my l i f e  l a t e r  on and a l s o  t h e  f e e l i n g  of independence. In  
h igh  school  I d id  very we l l  s c h o l a s t i c a l l y ,  d id  not  p a r t i c i p a t e  very  much 



i n  s p o r t s  simply because It wasn't  r e a l l y  f e a s i b l e  s i n c e  we l i v e d  out  i n  
t h e  country and I had t o  t ake  t h e  bus home immediately a f t e r  school.  And 
spent  a l o t  of t ime on school work, aga in ,  a t  t h e  behes t  of my f a t h e r .  

Q: Did you f e e l  a l o t  of pressure  from him t o  perform o r  were you r e a l l y  
sel £ m o t i v a t i n g ?  

A: I t h i n k  i t ' s  a combination of both. H e  bel ieved t h a t  Walkers be- 
longed i n  t h e  top  10  percent  and you got  t he re .  And you got  t h e r e  by 
using your b r a i n  and hard work. And he inculca ted  t h a t  over and over and 
over aga in  i n  my b ro the r  and i n  myself.  

Q: And how o ld  is  your bro ther?  

A: He's two years  o l d e r  than  I and he spent  h i s  l i f e t i m e  c a r e e r  i n  t h e  
navy f o r  almost t h i r t y  years .  My f a t h e r  p a r t i c i p a t e d  i n  World War I and 
i n  World War 11. He w a s  c a l l e d  back t o  t h e  navy when World War I1 
s t a r t e d  and s tayed i n  u n t i l  a f t e r  t h e  end of World War 11. He and I were 
very,  ve ry  c l o s e ,  extremely c lose .  

After leaving t h e  Naval Academy I decided t o  t ake  a c a r e e r  i n  t h e  navy. 
But, a f t e r  a couple of years  i t  paled simply because I found out  t h a t  i f  
you s tayed out of t r o u b l e  you were going t o  move up I n  advancement a t  t h e  
same pace as anybody e l s e ,  and t h e r e  w a s  no bonus, i f  you w i l l - - I  don ' t  
mean money--no i n c e n t i v e  t o  do anything beyond s t a y  out  of t r o u b l e  and do 
a decent  job. If you were imaginat ive and r e source fu l ,  t h e  navy d i d n ' t  
reward t h a t  and understandably so ,  a t  l e a s t  no t  u n t i l  you got  up t o  t h e  
rank of commander o r  higher .  And s o  I got  t i r e d  of i t  and l e f t  t h e  navy 
and went t o  l a w  school.  

Q: What made you choose Northwestern? 

A: That was acc iden ta l .  I was on a des t roye r  on t h e  East  Coast and we 
were headed f o r  t h e  Mediterranean when I appl ied  f o r  papers from 
Stanford,  Harvard and Northwestern l a w  schools .  My f i r s t  choice  w a s  
Stanford. The only set of papers t h a t  a r r ived  before  w e  go t  underway f o r  
t h e  Mediterranean was Northwestern and i f  I ' d  waited u n t i l  I g o t  t o  t h e  
Med t o  p ick  up m a i l ,  i t  would have been too  l a t e  t o  apply f o r  t h e  f a l l  
en t rance  and so  I app l i ed  t o  Northwestern and was accepted the re .  A s  i t  
turned out ,  I made t h e  b e s t  choice and w a s  de l igh ted  wi th  Northwestern. 
A t  Northwestern I was f o r t u n a t e  enough t o  r eve r se  my academic record a t  
t h e  Naval Academy which was no t  a l l  t h a t  good. 

Q: It wasn't good? 

A: No, no. 

Q: You d id  so we l l  i n  h igh  school.  

A: I s t a r t e d  out  a s  what they  c a l l  a "star." It doesn ' t  mean what you 
th ink  i t  means. A star r e f e r s  t o  midshipmen being a b l e  t o  wear a s t a r  i f  
you 're  i n  t h e  top 10 percent  of t he  c l a s s .  And I was t h e  f i r s t  year.  
From then  on i t  w a s  downhill .  I got  t i r e d  of studying--that t h ing  t h a t  
happens t o  a l o t  of young people  i n  co l lege .  I joined t h e  underground 
poker game and spen t  my n i g h t s  playing poker ( l augh te r )  and I d i d n ' t  



s tudy  a l l  t h a t  much, and I learned t h a t  I could g e t  passing grades with- 
out  s tudying much, and so  t h a t ' s  exac t ly  what I d id .  

Q: Was t h a t  your r e b e l l i o n ?  It doesn ' t  sound l i k e  you ever  r e a l l y  
r ebe l l ed  a g a i n s t  p a r e n t a l  a u t h o r i t y  through high school .  

A: Perhaps so ,  perhaps so. I never  r e a l l y  spent  much time th inking  
about i t .  I wasn't  s t imula ted  except i n  t h e  English and h i s t o r y  courses  
which taught  me something of course about myself. I found mathematics 
i n t e r e s t i n g  but  no t  t e r r i b l y  s t imu la t ing  and I ran  i n t o  t roub le  with i t .  
But t he  English courses  I loved and the  h i s t o r y ,  t h e  wr i t i ng  and t h a t  
kind of th ing ,  debat ing,  which I d id  a  l o t  of a t  t h e  academy, and t h e  
o r a t o r i c a l  c o n t e s t s ,  which I d id  a l o t  o f .  And I f i n a l l y  graduated, I 
th ink  e i g h t  hundred i n  a  c l a s s  of about twelve hundred. 

Then when I went t o  law school  i t  was exac t ly  t he  reverse .  I was t o t a l l y  
s t imula ted  and you know what happened i n  law school .  I enjoyed i t  
thoroughly except f o r  t h e  third-year  doldrums t h a t  I ' m  su re  your husband 
has t o l d  you about .  I almost go t  i n  t roub le  a t  t h e  Naval Academy because 
I had a f a c i l i t y  f o r  escaping the  academy a t  n igh t  time. What I d id  was 
j o i n ,  a s  a s p o r t ,  crew, rowing, you how.  And I d id  i t  d e l i b e r a t e l y .  I 
s t i l l  had my s a i l o r ' s  uniform wi th  me. 

I mentioned e a r l i e r  t h a t  I went i n t o  t h e  navy a s  an e n l i s t e d  man i n  1939. 
I enjoyed being an e n l i s t e d  man i n  t h e  navy. 1t's a l o t  more fun being 
an e n l i s t e d  man than  i t  is being an o f f i c e r .  Af te r  a  couple of years  of 
i t  though I decided t h a t  t h i s  j u s t  wasn't ,  aga in ,  s t imu la t ing  enough, and 
so  I took the  competi t ive exams from t h e  f l e e t  t o  go t o  t h e  Naval 
Academy. And even though I had not  taken i n  high school  e i t h e r  chemistry 
o r  physics ,  two of t h e  courses  t h a t  were on t h e  exams, and d i d  not  have 
any way t o  s tudy them a t  s ea  except t o  look a t  books t h a t  d i d n ' t  make 
much sense  t o  me, I was f o r t u n a t e  enough t o  pass  t h e  exams, and I t h i n k  I 
stood s i x t h  o r  seventh out  of t he  s e v e r a l  thousand s a i l o r s  who took t h e  
exams. 

Q: A s  a s a i l o r ,  as a l r eady  an e n l i s t e d  man did you have t o  have a  
sponsor as . . . 
A: No. 

Q: . . . a s  men coming out  of high school  do? 

A: No. A t  t h a t  time t h e r e  were no competi t ive exams f o r  congress iona l  
appointments. Congressmen and sena to r s ,  almost a l l  of them chose people 
on t h e  b a s i s  of j u s t  patronage, favor i t i sm.  But we were poor and we 
d i d n ' t  have any access  t o  a  congressman o r  a  s ena to r ,  and the  only way I 
o r  my b ro the r  could g e t  i n t o  t h e  Naval Academy was t o  take  t h e  
competi t ive exams as an e n l i s t e d  man. And they s e t  a s i d e  a t  t h a t  time 50 
appointments a t  t h e  Naval Academy f o r  t he  f l e e t  s a i l o r s  out  o f ,  i n  our  
c l a s s ,  a  t o t a l  of 1250 t h a t  went in .  And, I was f o r t u n a t e  enough t o  g e t  
one of those  50 p o s i t i o n s ,  

When I went i n t o  t h e  academy, I kept  my s a i l o r ' s  uniform. What I would 
do was go over t o  t h e  boathouse a f t e r  c l a s s e s  and g e t  i n  a  one-man s c u l l .  
I would take  my s a i l o r ' s  uniform wi th  me and row up t h e  r i v e r ,  beach t h e  



s c u l l ,  put on t h e  s a i l o r ' s  uniform and go out  on the  town u n t i l  midnight 
( l augh te r )  o r  whatever, a t  t he  taverns  and so f o r t h ;  I had kept my 
i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  card a s  a s a i l o r .  And then I would row back down t o  the  
boathouse and t ake  o f f  my s a i l o r ' s  uniform, and watching very c a r e f u l l y  
f o r  t h e  guards,  sneak back t o  my room, crawl through t h e  window and go t o  
bed. 

Q: Did your f r i e n d s  know you were doing t h i s ?  

A: Oh, some of them d i d ,  sure .  And, one n igh t  I had a near  escape 
because t h i s  n igh t  I went over t he  wall .  I d i d n ' t  bother  with the  s c u l l .  
And coming back I was t i r e d  and it was about two o 'c lock i n  t h e  morning 
and I d i d n ' t  f e e l  l i k e  climbing the  wal l .  The s e n i o r  midshipmen could be 
out  t h i s  p a r t i c u l a r  n i g h t  and i f  you were i n  summer uniform, "whites," 
t h e  only way you could t e l l  t h e  d i f f e r e n c e  between a  plebe and a  s en io r  
was t h e  number of s t r i p e s  t h a t  a r e  on t h e  shoulder  board, and t h e  guard 
a t  the  g a t e  from a ways away couldn ' t  s e e  t h a t .  There 's  no i n s i g n i a  on 
t h e  s l eeves  a t  a l l .  So, I walked up t o  wi th in  about twenty f e e t  of t h e  
g a t e  when I thought he might be a b l e  t o  s e e  the  shoulder  board, and I 
j u s t  took off and r an  a t  top  speed through t h e  g a t e  ( l augh te r )  and ac ros s  
t h e  grounds, and of course the  "jimmy leg t t - - tha t ' s  what they c a l l e d  the  
guards--was a r e t i r e d  ch ief  p e t t y  o f f i c e r .  H e  took out  t he  gun and, 
"Stop, s t o p  o r  I'll shoot," and of course he couldn ' t  chase m e  and I was 
very  East ,  and so they turned out  t h e  guard and searched a l l  rooms but by 
t h i s  time I was sound a s l e e p  i n  my bed. I n t e r e s t i n g l y ,  while  I was 
governor,  t h e  super in tendent  of t h e  Naval Academy s e n t  me a photograph of 
t h e  s i d e  of t he  bu i ld ing  where my window was, c i r c l e d  the  window i n  red 
and put a  b ig  t i t l e  underneath i t ,  "Governor Dan Walker Memorial Window." 
( l augh te r )  It w a s  t he  window t h a t  I used t o  crawl i n  and out  of when I 
was on these  escapades. 

Q: Tha t ' s  g r e a t .  

A: But i f  I ' d  been caught I would have been kicked out  immediately and 
s e n t  back t o  t h e  f l e e t .  Because t h a t  was t h e  kind of d i s c i p l i n e  they 
e s t a b l i s h e d  a t  t he  academy during those war years .  

Q: But even then you were tak ing  chances. 

A: Oh sure .  I ' v e  been tak ing  chances a l l  my l i f e .  And I t h i n k  I g o t  
t h a t  a l s o  from my f a t h e r .  H e  w a s  an i n v e t e r a t e  gambler and tak ing  
chances I ' v e  grown up with,  and continued t o  do throughout my l i f e .  1 am 
a gambler i n  t h a t  sense.  

Q: T e l l  m e  about your law school experience. I know you went i n t o  t r i a l  
work. Is t h a t  something you knew you wanted t o  do a l l  along? 

A: Fu r thes t  th ing  from my mind, I had abso lu t e ly  no i n t e n t i o n s  of 
going i n t o  t r i a l  work. I was married just be fo re  I went i n t o  law school  
and by t h e  time I graduated my wife and I had two ch i ld ren ,  and a  t h i r d  
one on t h e  way. I had very  l i t t l e  money. I inves ted  every cen t  I had 
saved i n  t h e  navy i n  buying f u r n i t u r e  t o  g e t  an  apartment,  which was very 
hard t o  come by i n  1947 i n  Chicago. And with t h e  ch i ld ren  and the  
medical expenses and everything--of course we had no medical 
insurance--it  was a very  t i g h t  l i v i n g .  And I worked a t  t he  same t ime I 



was s tudying.  I worked f o r  t h e  Veteran 's  Administrat ion on campus doing 
typing  work and doing typing  f o r  professors  t o  earn  money. And then  I 
had a r e a l  problem t h e  l a s t  year because I was f o r t u n a t e  enough t o  be 
e l ec t ed  edi tor- in-chief  of t h e  l a w  review and t h a t  j u s t  r e q u i r e s  so  much 
t i m e ,  I couldn ' t  cont inue  working. So, t h e  l a w  school was kind enough t o  
g ive  me a cash scho la r sh ip  which they had not  done up till t h a t  po in t ,  
because t u i t i o n  was covered under t h e  G I  b i l l ,  s o  t h a t  I could have 
enough money t o  l i v e  on t h a t  l a s t  year.  But I enjoyed law school  courses  
thoroughly except f o r  t h a t  third-year  boredom wi th  t h e  sub jec t  mat te rs .  

Q: Were t h e r e  c o n t a c t s  t h a t  you made t h e r e  t h a t  were important 
p o l i t i c a l l y  l a t e r  on o r  . . , 
A: Oh yes. While I was i n  law school I s t a r t e d ,  a long wi th  some o t h e r  
people, an  o rgan iza t ion  c a l l e d  t h e  Young Democrats which had been dormant 
during t h e  war years .  We reorganized it and I served ,  I t h i n k ,  a s  no r th  
s i d e  v ice-pres ident  of t h e  Young Democrats. And was very  a c t i v e  I n  Paul 
~ o u g l a s ' s  1948 campaign f o r  t he  U.S. Senate.  I organized what was c a l l e d  
t h e  Veterans f o r  Douglas organiza t ion .  Also during l a w  school  I got  t o  
know Wally Schaefer very  w e l l  who subsequent ly became counsel t o  Governor 
Stevenson, and a l s o  Carl McGowan, who was on t h e  f a c u l t y ,  who 
subsequent ly r e l i eved  Wally Schaefer a s  counsel when Wally became a 
j u s t i c e  of t h e  I l l i n o i s  Supreme Court. And they  introduced m e  t o  Adlal 
S twenson,  and Wally g o t  m e  my f i r s t  job i n  Sp r ing f i e ld .  

A t  t h a t  t i m e  I had planned t o  go t o  Ca l i fo rn i a  and p r a c t i c e  law bu t  I got  
i n t e r e s t e d  i n  p o l i t i c s ,  i n  government, i n  t h e  s t a t e  of I l l i n o i s ,  and 
decided t o  s t a y  he re  a t  l e a s t  f o r  one job with t h e  Commission t o  Study 
S t a t e  Government, t h e  " L i t t l e  Hoover" Commission. And as an  i n t e r i m  
measure between February when I graduated from law school ,  and I t h i n k  
September, when I became l a w  c l e r k  t o  t h e  ch ief  j u s t i c e  of t h e  United 
S t a t e s  Supreme Court. 

Q: Okay, t h a t  was i n  . . . 
A: Nineteen hundred and f i f t y .  

Q: Nineteen hundred and f i f t y  is  t h e  year you graduated. 

A: That ' s  c o r r e c t .  

Q: And then  you moved your family t o  Washington? 

A: Yes. We moved from Chicago t o  Sp r ing f i e ld  f o r  a h a l f  a year  where 
J u l i e  Ann was born. 

Q: And what w e r e  you doing i n  S p r i n g f i d d ?  

A: That ' s  when I was on t h e  s t a f f  of t h e  Commission t o  Study S t a t e  
Government. 

Q: Okay. 

A: The Ef f i c i ency  i n  Government Study. I s p e c ~ f i c a l l y  had 
r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  f o r  s e v e r a l  commissions and boards--I don ' t  r e c a l l  which-- 



and t h e  Department of Insurance. And then l e f t  t h e r e  t o  go t o  
Washington. 

Q: What was t h a t  experience l i k e  i n  Washington? 

A: It w a s  f a sc ina t ing .  The Spr ing f i e ld  experience was a l s o  f a sc ina t ing .  
I had a good d e a l  of exposure t o  Paul Powell, who w a s  then a s t a t e  
r e p r e s e n t a t i v e ,  l a t e r  became s e c r e t a r y  of s t a t e ,  and is  known f o r  t h e  
"shoebox scandal ,"  a s  you know. And Paul was a very  i n t e r e s t i n g  f e l low 
about s t a t e  government and p o l i t i c s  and he w a s  a good government guy, 
i n t e r e s t i n g l y ,  i n  everything except something t h a t  involved him 
personal ly .  And then he was, you know, f o r  number one. But on many 
i s s u e s  he was on Governor Stevenson's s i d e ,  on good government pos i t i ons .  
I learned  a l o t  from Wally Schaefer,  from Jack Isakoff  who was execut ive  
d i r e c t o r  of t he  commission, and from t h e  members of t he  commission, about 
I l l i n o i s  s t a t e  government which s tood me i n  good s t ead  i n  l a t e r  years .  
The Washington experience w a s  f a s c i n a t i n g  of course,  working f o r  t h e  
ch ief  j u s t i c e .  And, taught  me a l o t  about a p p e l l a t e  cou r t  work. 

Q: That must have been inc red ib ly  competi t ive.  There must have been 
many, many people who wanted t o  be c l e r k  t o  t h e  chief  j u s t i c e  of t h e  
Supreme Court. 

A: Yes, i t  is. For tuna te ly  another  j u s t i c e  had a p r a c t i c e  of picking 
every two years  a l a w  c l e r k  from Northwestern Law School. And I was 
going t o  be h i s  c l e r k  and then he died.  And so I automat ica l ly  came 
under cons ide ra t ion  by t h e  chief  j u s t i c e .  A t  t h a t  t ime, very c l o s e  t o  
t h e  ch ief  j u s t i c e  w a s  a gentleman by the  name of Willard Pedrick. H e  was 
on the  f a c u l t y  a t  Northwestern Law School, s i n c e  dean and now professor  
a t  Arizona Law School. Pedrick and I go t  a long very we l l  and Pedrick 
recommended me t o  t he  ch ief  j u s t i c e .  Also when you're--I'm not  being 
p r e t e n t i o u s  I trust--when you're edi tor- in-chief  of t he  law review of a 
leading  l a w  school  you were au tomat ica l ly  under cons idera t ion  a t  t h a t  
time f o r  a c l e r k s h i p  a t  a high l e v e l .  And I was second i n  my c l a s s  and 
t h a t  of course helped. But anyway, I w a s  very f o r t u n a t e  t o  have t h e  
c l e rksh ip .  

Q: What did you ga in  from t h a t  experience? 

A: An i n s i g h t  i n t o  how t h e  United S t a t e s  Supreme Court works. A 
con t inua t ion  of what I've had a l l  my l i fe--very high s tandards  of 
performance i n  terms of t he  work product. Whether i t  was growing beans 
f o r  my f a t h e r  o r  picking tomatoes f o r  my f a t h e r  o r  whatever. High 
s tandards ,  very high s tandards .  I maintained those,  I t r u s t ,  t r i e d  t o  
anyway. 

Q: Was t h e r e  anything about t h a t  p a r t i c u l a r  experience t h a t  su rp r i s ed  
you? 

A: Oh, t h e r e  were some t h ings  t h a t  su rp r i s ed  me about t h e  chief  j u s t i c e .  
He had a s p e c i a l  te lephone on h i s  desk f o r  communications with Pres ident  
Truman. And I was i n t e r e s t e d  i n  t he  c l o s e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  between the  two. 
The kind of back and f o r t h  t a l k s  t h a t  t h e  chief  j u s t i c e  had wi th  
P re s iden t  Truman j u s t  would not be done today. And I found t h a t  
f a sc ina t ing .  When t h a t  phone rang, by t h e  way, we j u s t  au tomat ica l ly  go t  
up and l e f t  t he  o f f i c e .  



The chief  j u s t i c e  was very  good t o  h i s  c l e r k s  because immediately a f t e r  
t h e  weekly Saturday conference a t  which vo te s  were taken,  he would br ing  
us i n t o  h i s  chambers and t e l l  u s  everything t h a t  happened. Why J u s t i c e  
Douglas voted t h i s  way, e t c . ,  e t c .  So, we were t h e  fount  of knowledge 
f o r  t h e  o t h e r  c l e r k s ,  they  were very  jea lous  of our  i n s i d e  information,  
i f  you w i l l .  We were very  c a r e f u l  of course  about how we handled i t .  

I very  much decry what Woodward and Berns te in  did i n  t h e i r  book on t h e  
Supreme Court JThe Brethren by Bob Woodward and Sco t t  Armstrong] and I 
th ink  i t ' s  j u s t  t e r r i b l e  t h a t  t h e  law c l e r k s  ta lked  t o  those  r e p o r t e r s  
t h e  way they  d id  about t h e  personal  l i v e s  of t h e  j u s t i c e s .  I f e e l  very  
s t rong ly  t h a t  i f  you ' re  going t o  work i n  a c o n f i d e n t i a l  capac i ty  with a 
person i n  publ ic  l i f e ,  you should no t  t a l k  about what you've learned i n  
confidence un le s s  and u n t i l  t h a t  person says  It 's okay. And t h i s  "what I 
learned whi le  I was" kind of book o r  a r t i c l e - - I  j u s t  don ' t  t h i n k  i t ' s  
very  becoming. 

Q: You s t a r t e d  t o  t a l k  earlier about how you got  i n t o  t r i a l  work. 

A: Well, I was no t  a b l e  t o  f i n i s h  my term a t  t h e  Supreme Court because I 
w a s  r e c a l l e d  t o  a c t i v e  duty i n  t h e  navy and went t o  Korea: And then a 
very  i n t e r e s t i n g  l i t t l e  story--Newt Minow whom you know o f ,  of course ,  
succeeded m e  a s  c l e r k  f o r  t h e  chief  j u s t l c e ,  a t  my recwunendation. And 
N e w t  was a t  a c o c k t a i l  pa r ty  i n  Washington a t  t h e  same t i m e  t h a t  I was on 
t h e  b a t t l e  l i n e ,  w e  c a l l e d  i t ,  over i n  Korea, where you ' re  lobbing s h e l l s  
over i n t o  t h e  North Korean l i n e s .  And, they were then  forming t h e  United 
S t a t e s  M i l i t a r y  Court of Appeals f o r  t h e  f i r s t  time. It would be a 
review cour t  f o r  t h e  cou r t  martial system i n  t h e  m i l i t a r y ,  a c i v i l i a n  
review cour t .  They were looking f o r  a naval  person t o  be a deputy 
commissioner because they  had army, they  had a i r  fo rce ,  they had marines. 
And Newt  s a i d ,  "I know j u s t  t h e  guy," th inking  he'd r e t u r n  a favor  t o  me. 
And he mentioned me. The next  week I got  a letter from t h e  ch ief  judge 
of t he  Court of M i l i t a r y  Appeals saying,  " ~ o u ' v e  been recommended f o r  t h e  
job of deputy ch ief  commissioner. I f  y o u ' l l  s t op  by my o f f i c e  I ' l l  be 
glad t o  g ive  you an interview." ( l augh te r )  Well t h e r e  I am, e i g h t  
thousand mi les  away, whatever i t  is. Anyway, t h e  week a f t e r  t h a t  I got  
what they c a l l  d i spa t ch  o rde r s  from the  Navy Department order ing  me t o  
come back t o  Washington. I d id  and took t h e  interview.  They o f f e red  me 
t h e  pos i t i on .  The navy wanted t o  have a former naval  o f f i c e r  on t h e  
cou r t  and they r e l eased  m e  from a c t i v e  duty so  I could t ake  t h a t  
pos i t ion .  Then Newt  went from t h e  Supreme Court t o  become an 
admin i s t r a t i ve  a s s i s t a n t  t o  Governor Stevenson. Nineteen hundred and 
seventy-two campaign came along f o r  t h e  presidency and when Adla i  became 
t h e  candida te  . . . 
Q: Nineteen hundred and f i f  ty-two . 
A: I ' m  sor ry .  Nineteen hundred and fifty-two. Excuse me. 

Q: Tha t ' s  a l l  r i g h t .  

A: They needed on t h e  s t a f f  somebody who would he lp  mind t h e  shop whi le  
N e w t ,  and Carl McGowan and B i l l  B l a i r  were running around t h e  country i n  
t h e  p r e s i d e n t i a l  campaign. So, N e w t  recommended m e  a g a h  and Adlai  
c a l l e d  me and asked m e  i f  I would come out.  This  was r i g h t  a f t e r  t h e  



1952 convention a s  I r e c a l l .  Anyway the  f i r s t  time he asked me I s a i d  
I ' d  have t o  say  no because I f e l t  ob l iga t ed  t o  s e rve  with t h e  cou r t  f o r  
t h e  two yea r s  t h a t  my classmates  were serv ing  i n  t he  United S t a t e s  Navy 
t h a t  I ' d  go t t en  r e l ea sed  from. It was a kind of a moral t h ing  with me. 
There was no l e g a l  ob l iga t ion .  So I dec l ined .  A s  soon a s  I had 
completed t h e  two years  with t h e  cou r t  t h a t  I would otherwise have had t o  
s e rve  on a c t i v e  duty,  I f e l t  r e l i eved  of t h a t  moral o b l i g a t i o n  and then I 
joined Governor Stevenson on h i s  s t a f f .  And, came up t o  Sp r ing f i e ld  
leaving  t h e  family i n  Washington, D.C. Then t h a t  was only f o r  about 
t h r e e  months. The governor l o s t  as you know very  w e l l .  I went back t o  
Washington f o r  a few months and then came out  t o  j o i n  Ca r l  McGowan a t  a 
law f i rm  i n  Chicago. 

Ca r l  asked me t o  come ou t ,  but  i t  d i d n ' t  work because t h i s  was a very  
l a r g e ,  r a t h e r  conserva t ive  l a w  f i rm and Car l  was a new pa r tne r ,  and they 
weren ' t  g iv ing  us  much work t o  do. I g o t  bored. So a f r i e n d  of mine 
whom I-'d worked with when I was i n  l a w  school ,  wr i t i ng  l e g i s l a t i o n  f o r  
t h e  Chicago Crime Commission, Tom Mulroy, who w a s  then a s en io r  pa r tne r  
i n  a law f i rm,  c a l l e d  me up one day and s a i d ,  "Dan, do you know of 
anybody, a t  your age, who would l i k e  t o  come over and work f o r  us? We're 
looking f o r  a young fellow." Well, t o  he lp  him out  because he had helped 
me out  when I was i n  law school ,  I looked around, asked a l l  kinds of 
people,  and Tom would say  no f o r  one reason o r  another .  F i n a l l y  a f t e r  
two weeks of t h i s  he s a i d ,  ''Dan, 1 ' m  r e a l l y  not  i n t e r e s t e d  i n  anybody 
e l s e .  I want you.'' ( l augh te r )  And I hadn' t  r e a l i z e d  t h a t .  I hadn' t 
g o t t e n  t h e  message. So, I l e f t  t he  o the r  f i rm and went wi th  Tom. Tom 
w a s  t h e  head of t h e  t r i a l  department a t  Hopkins-Sutter and I got  involved 
i n  l i t i g a t i o n .  That ' s  answering your ques t ion  t h e  long way around. 

Q: Were you nervous about doing t r i a l  work? Lots of lawyers don ' t  l i k e  
t o  do i t  a t  a l l .  

A: No, bu t  you must understand,  a s  your husband would t e l l  you, when 
you're  with a l a r g e  f i rm and doing what we c a l l  "big case  l i t i g a t i o n , "  
you w i l l  have two, t h r e e ,  fou r  lawyers working on a case. And t h e  man 
who's i n  t h e  f i r s t  c h a i r ,  t h a t ' s  t h e  express ion  t h a t ' s  used f o r  t h e  l ead  
lawyer a s  you may know, was Tom Mulroy, a wonderful lawyer. A t  t he  
beginning I d id  r e sea rch  and c a r r i e d  b r i e f c a s e s ,  t h a t  kind of t h ing ,  and 
would be i n  t h e  third c h a i r  o r  t he  f o u r t h  c h a i r .  Then I would graduate  
t o  t h e  second c h a i r  and then f i n a l l y  a f t e r ,  oh, I guess,  two o r  t h r e e  
yea r s  I g o t  my f i r s t  t r i a l  and then went on t o  be i n  t he  f i r s t  cha i r .  
But i t ' s  a gradual  process.  You kind of grow i n t o  i t ,  

Q: You were probably r e a l l y  chomping a t  t h e  b i t  by t h e  time you got  your 
oppor tuni ty .  

A: Well, I t h i n k  t h a t ' s  a f a i r  s ta tement .  It bo the r s  you a l i t t l e - -  
t hese  a r e  big d o l l a r  cases--when a c l i e n t  says  t o  t h e  sen io r  pa r tne r s ,  
11 Why a r e  you a s s ign ing  t h i s  young man t o  my case? I don' t  s e e  any gray 
h a i r s  there."  And i t ' s  a hard th ing  t o  g e t  over with a l a r g e  firm. Bu t ,  
I enjoyed t h e  work very ,  ve ry  much. I had learned  something a l s o  from my 
f a t h e r  and t h a t  was, I th ink ,  t h e  a b i l i t y  t o  work f o r  somebody e l s e ,  
a n t i c i p a t e  t h e i r  needs i n  advance and supply those needs. So Tom and I 
worked very ,  very  w e l l  t oge the r  and then w e  became f i n a l l y  pa r tne r s .  I 
was independent of him on some cases  of my own. 



It was a l o t  of fun. T e r r i b l y  long hours. Our f i rm was known a s  t he  
I I sweat shop," and I would work e a s i l y  t h r e e  and four  n i g h t s  a week and 
every Saturday. This  was expected of young men. Not so today a t  most 
law f i rms.  And I, a t  t h e  same t i m e  had a very  l a r g e  family and 
undoubtedly did not  spend a s  much time wi th  my family as I should have, 
and I t h i n k  t h a t  t hose  long hours undoubtedly con t r ibu ted  t o  t h e  domestic 
problem t h a t  a rose  l a t e r  i n  l i f e ,  as you know. Anyway, a t  t he  same time 
t h a t  I was doing t h i s ,  I had t h i s  s t rong  d e s i r e  t o  g e t  involved i n  ex t ra -  
c u r r i c u l a r  a c t i v i t i e s  which I had done a t  law school ,  joined a l l  kinds of 
o rgan iza t ions ,  and a l l  t h a t  kind of s t u f f .  

Q: Do you have j u s t  boundless phys ica l  energy o r ,  I mean, many people 
could no t  take on t h e  kind of Load t h a t  you have always taken on. 

A: It never has  bothered me. 

Q: But you j u s t  never r e a l l y  f e e l  l i k e  you 're  too t i r e d  t o  do something 
t h a t ' s  cha l lenging .  

A: Rarely. And I have found through l i f e  i n  terms of e x t r a c u r r i c u l a r  
a c t i v i t i e s  o r  vo lunteer  work, t h e  b e s t  vo lunteer  workers a r e  t h e  b u s i e s t  
people. They somehow f i n d  time t o  g e t  t h e  job done and maybe t h a t ' s  why 
they ' r e  vo lun tee r s  t o  begin with because they have t h a t  inner  d r ive .  I 
w i l l  c e r t a i n l y  confess  t h a t  I ' v e  had l o t s  of ambition i n  my l i f e t i m e ,  
always have, and I s e e  nothing wrong with ambition. I ' v e  always been 
hungry, always f e l t  t h a t  I could make more money next  year  than 1 ' m  
making t h i s  year and never had enough money. In  f a c t ,  I w a s  i n  debt  
l i t e r a l l y  a l l  my l i f e  u n t i l  t he  year before  I l e f t  my job wi th  Montgomery 
Ward t o  become a candida te  f o r  governor. It was t h e  f i r s t  time i n  my 
l i f e  t h a t  I w a s  f r e e  of debt .  And, t h a t  was a good f ee l ing .  

Anyway, I got involved i n  p o l i t i c s  because of Adlai  Stevenson, r e a l l y ;  
when he l e f t  o f f i c e ,  Governor S t r a t t o n  came i n ,  whom I ' v e  s i n c e  become 
very good f r i e n d s  with. I was, of course,  no t  a f r i e n d  of h i s  a t  t h a t  
time, and I formed something c a l l e d  the  Committee on I l l i n o i s  Government, 
which had as i ts  purpose keeping t h e  S t r a t t o n  record s t r a i g h t .  We 
c l ipped  newspapers, a l l  t h e  newspapers i n  t he  s t a t e  t h a t  had a r t i c l e s  on 
t h e  S t r a t t o n  adminis t ra t ion .  We were bui ld ing  f o r  t h e  1956 campaign and 
we did research  on s t a t e  governmental p r o j e c t s  and worked very,  very 
hard. It w a s  an i n t e r e s t i n g  group of people t h a t  were i n  it. A11 of 
them a t  t h e  o u t s e t  were people who had been i n s i d e  the  Stevenson admin- 
i s t r a t i o n .  Adlai  brought a l o t  of young people i n t o  s t a t e  government and 
so  we had t h i s  a f f i n i t y ,  And we spent  a l o t  of time on t h a t .  We had 
these  c l i p p i n g  p a r t i e s ,  pasted c l ipp ings  i n t o  books, and d id  papers on 
d i f f e r e n t  sub jec t s ;  i t  was a fun p r o j e c t ,  

A t  t he  same time, every time t h e r e  was a Democratic candidate  f o r  t h e  
United S t a t e s  Senate  I would work on h i s  s t a f f .  That would be, we l l ,  
every two years .  Douglas, of course,  every time t h a t  he ran. The judge 
from Rock I s l and ,  Judge Stengel ;  when he ran I handled h i s  f inances ,  and, 
w e l l ,  I j u s t  d id  t h a t  kind of t h ing  every campaign. 

I enjoyed p o l i t i c s  and it was the  Stevenson experience t h a t  caused m e  t o  
be an independent i n  I l l i n o i s  Democratic p o l i t i c s .  I don' t  c a r e  f o r  
machine p o l i t i c s  and never have from the  very beginning. P a r t  of t he  



reason f o r  t h a t  is t h a t  I came from C a l i f o r n i a  which p r a c t i c e s  a t o t a l l y  
d i f f e r e n t  kind of p o l i t i c s  than Chicago does as you know. What's a 
p rec inc t  committeeman? Who ever  heard of a ward? What's patronage? 
Those th ings  j u s t  d i d n ' t  e x i s t  i n  C a l i f o r n i a  when I grew up, And I found 
t h i s  system i n  Chicago t o  be j u s t  t o t a l l y  a l i e n  t o  everything t h a t  I knew 
about a p o l i t i c a l  system. 

Now you can say  I was naive; 1 ' m  sure  I was naive. Ignorant ,  ~ ' m  s u r e  I 
w a s  ignorant ,  bu t  I j u s t  p l a i n  d i d n ' t  l i k e  it. I d i d n ' t  l i k e  t he  way 
Stevenson f e l t  ob l iga t ed  t o  kowtow. I worked very hard f o r  Kerner and I 
saw him j u s t  t u r n  t h e  p a r t y  over t o  Daley. I was very  disappointed.  I n  
our  t a l k  a t  C I G  and when I formed t h e  Democratic Federat ion of I l l i n o i s ,  
which was a c o l l e c t i o n  of c lubs  throughout t h e  s t a t e ,  our whole concept 
w a s  t o  g e t  an independent t o  run i n  t h e  Democratic primary. And we 
f i n a l l y  got t h a t  when Joe  Lohman ran but  unfor tuna te ly  the  o t h e r  
gentleman, Steve Mi tche l l ,  who was former chairman of t he  Democratic 
Nat ional  Committee a l s o  ran ,  and t h e  two of them div ided  up t h e  a n t i -  
machine vo te ,  and of course Kerner was e l ec t ed .  When Kerner was 
nominated I then worked f o r  him, a s  I s a i d ,  very hard i n  t h e  genera l  
e l e c t i o n  campaign, and then was disappointed a t  h i s  a l l i a n c e  with Daley, 
subservience t o  Daley, I could almost say. So, we made up our minds then 
t h e  only way t h a t  t h i s  job w a s  ever  going t o  be done--of doing something 
about t h e  Democratic pa r ty  i n  Il l inois--would be t o  g e t  a t r u l y  
independent Democrat t o  win the  primary. That ' s  t he  only way you're ever  
going t o  do i t - - for  t h e  o f f i c e  of governor,  no o t h e r  o f f i c e ,  And so ,  
t h a t  was my ques t  f o r  a number of years .  

Q: Did you t h i n k  a t  t h a t  time about working ou t s ide  of t h e  pa r ty  a s  an 
independent,  g e t t i n g  independent candidates? 

A: Not r e a l l y .  P lease  remember t h a t  I was r a i s e d  as a "yellow dog" 
Democrat. A yellow dog Democrat is a southern  express ion  t h a t  means t h a t  
you'd vo te  f o r  a yellow dog if he was running on t h e  Democratic t i c k e t .  
( l augh te r )  For my f a t h e r ,  i t  would be heresy t o  vo te  Republican, f o r  any 
Republican candida te ,  I w a s  a l s o  r a i s e d  very  s t rong ly  i n  t h e  b e l i e f  
t h a t ,  s u r e  you have t o  swallow a bad candida te  every now and then but  t h e  
important t h ing  is t o  go with t h e  pa r ty  because you're not  going t o  e l e c t  
a Democratic p re s iden t  un le s s  you e l e c t  a Democrat t o  be dog ca t che r ,  
because i t  bu i ld s  t h a t  way. And t h a t ' s  t h e  way I always explained away 
my support  f o r  s t r a i g h t - t i c k e t  vo t ing  which was abhorren t  t o  my c i v i c s  
t eache r s  i n  high school  and i n  co l l ege ,  and i n  l a w  school  i t  was 
abhorren t  t o  my professors .  

But a11 during t h i s  per iod I be l ieved  i n  s t r a i g h t - t i c k e t  vo t ing ,  and no, 
I would never become Independent of t h e  Democratic pa r ty  a t  t h a t  time f o r  
t h a t  reason. Now s i n c e  then  my views have changed a l i t t l e ,  bu t  a t  t h a t  
time I w a s  a Democrat through and through, and a t  t h a t  time l i b e r a l  
Democratic. A s  wi th  a l o t  of o the r  people,  my l i b e r a l i s m  waned a s  t he  
years  went by. 

Q: Were you always an  independent worker, n o t  independent i n  a p o l i t i c a l  
sense ,  but  do you t h i n k  of yourself  over t h e  years  as a team player  o r  a s  
a guy who was working on h i s  own? 



A: Well I ' m  p e r f e c t l y  capable of being a team player  i n  the  law f i rm o r  
i n  t h e  navy, i n  group e f f o r t s ,  i n  t h a t  sense very  much a  team player ,  bu t  
i n  terms of my approach t o  l i f e ,  very  much an independent. I ' v e  never 
bel ieved ,  f o r  example, i n  wearing a  t a g  on t a g  day. I j u s t  don ' t  be l i eve  
i n  t h a t .  I ' l l  g ive  t h e  money and put i t  i n  a  can but  1 ' m  nor going t o  
put t h a t  t a g  on because I don ' t  be l i eve  i n  h o l l e r i n g ,  "Hey, I gave." Now 
I know the  o the r  reason,  which is  so you won't g e t  bothered by the  lady 
on t h e  next corner ,  but  1'11 bear  with t h a t .  I w i l l  no t  l e t  people who 
a d v e r t i s e  put s t i c k e r s  on my automobile. I f i g u r e  i f  they want t o  put a  
s t i c k e r  on my automobile t h a t  a d v e r t i s e s  t h e i r  product o r  camp o r  t o u r i s t  
a t t r a c t i o n ,  they should pay me f o r  i t .  I a m  f i e r c e l y  independent i n  
those  kinds of a r e a s  and always have been, and I got  t h a t ,  1 ' m  su re ,  from 
my f a t h e r .  

Q: Do you f e e l  i n  most s i t u a t i o n s ,  i f  you could, you'd r a t h e r  do i t  
yourself  r a t h e r  than  de l ega te?  

A: Oh, no, no, q u i t e  t h e  opposi te .  I ' m  a g r e a t  b e l i e v e r  i n  de lega t ing  
and always have been. 

Q: It's not  d i f f i c u l t  f o r  you t o  do? 

A: No, no. My independence is a t o t a l l y  d i f f e r e n t  kind of thing.  How 
should T put  i t ?  ~ o u ' l l  hear  me say ,  "my f a t h e r "  a  number of t imes and 
I ' m  s u r e  you've gathered t h e  g r e a t  i n f luence  he had on me. He taught  me: 
"Be d i f f e r e n t .  Don't be one l i k e  everybody e l se ."  Now I don ' t  say t h a t  
i n  den ig ra t ion  of o t h e r  people,  I ' m  j u s t  saying t h a t  t h a t ' s  t h e  way I was 
r a i sed .  Over and over and over aga in ,  t h a t  was ground in .  "Be 
d i f f e r e n t ,  be d i f f e r e n t ,  be yourse l f .  B e  a  Walker. How do you s p e l l  
your l a s t  name? W-A-L-K-E-R." I must have had t h a t  s a i d  t o  me thousands 
of t imes a s  I grew up, i n  a  n i c e  way. 

Q: How o ld  were you when your f a t h e r  d ied?  

A: He died when I was governor,  when he was about seventy-five. 

Q: That must have been very d i f f i c u l t .  

A: Yes, but  I ' d  seen i t  coming f o r  a  long time. My f a t h e r  w a s  an 
a l c o h o l i c .  H e  was on the  AA program f o r  a  number of years ,  And then 
t h e r e  is  t h e  f a c t  t h a t  geographica l ly ,  we saw very l i t t l e  of each o t h e r  
because I was i n  t he  Midwest o r  t he  Eas t  Coast and my f a t h e r  always used 
t o  claim t h a t  he couldn ' t  come v i s i t  me because he couldn ' t  g e t  a 
passpor t  t o  c r o s s  t he  Miss i s s ipp i  River.  ( l augh te r )  So, we were c lose ,  
yes ,  but he had been i n  f a i l i n g  h e a l t h  and w a s  t o t a l l y  b l ind  i n  h i s  
l a t t e r  years ,  and so i t  wasn't  a s  much of a  shock because i t  had been on 
t h e  way f o r  a  long t i m e .  Having i n  mind how t h a t  man abused himself ,  I 
don ' t  know how he ever  lived as long as he d id .  

Q: Do you remember your mother? 

A: Oh yes,  very  wel l .  

Q: How old  were you when she d i ed?  



A: She d ied  j u s t  be fo re  I became governor,  

Q: Oh, I thought i t  was e a r l i e r .  

A: No, no. We were very c lose .  I hadn' t mentioned my mother but  she 
was t h e  o t h e r  s i d e .  How should I put i t ?  The suppor t ive ,  "You can do 
it," a f f e c t i o n a t e  s ide .  She gave m e ,  I ' m  su re ,  my f e e l i n g s  about people, 
my l i b e r a l  p o s i t i o n s  on c i v i l  r i g h t s  and o t h e r  i s sues .  And kept  me, I ' m  
s u r e  from being as hard a s  my f a t h e r  was. He was tough a s  n a i l s .  

I remember one story--1 wanted t o  put t h i s  i n  because i t ' s  p a r t  of t h e  
family l o r e ,  On one occasion I was home on l eave  from t h e  Naval Academy 
and I was helping my f a t h e r  pack tomatoes i n  t h e  packing shed which was 
about a  mile  from the  house. My f a t h e r  was using green card l a b o r  which 
is  Mexican immigrants--this was i n  San Diego where I was raised--who were 
l e g a l l y  c ross ing  the  r i v e r  t o  work during the  day time and go back t o  
Mexico a t  n igh t .  A l o t  of t he  farmers were using wetbacks which i s  
i l l e g a l ,  a s  you know. And, t h e r e  w a s  a r e p o r t  from the  immigration 
a u t h o r i t i e s  t h a t  my f a t h e r  was using wetbacks. A young immigration 
o f f i c e r  on t h i s  day v i s i t e d  t h e  house and ta lked  t o  my mother and, a f t e r  
i d e n t i f i c a t i o n ,  s a i d  t o  h e r ,  "I understand t h a t  your husband is  us ing  
wetbacks." And my mother s a i d ,  "Oh, abso lu t e ly  not." And he c a l l e d  her  
a l i a r .  So, he s a i d ,  "Where is  Lewis Walker?" She t o l d  him, "At t h e  
packing shed," and t o l d  him where i t  was. He l e f t  t o  go there .  She 
c a l l e d  my f a t h e r  on t h e  te lephone a t  t h e  shed and t o l d  him about t h e  
conversat ion.  

Well, my f a t h e r  a t  t h i s  time had a very weather-beaten f a c e  and had no 
t e e t h  and only wore f a l s e  t e e t h  on s o c i a l  occasions.  He was a t a l l  t h i n  
man and he had t h a t  a b i l i t y  which country people,  Texas people,  have t o  
sit on t h e i r  haunches, which I f i n d  very hard t o  do, bu t  he could do i t  
f o r  long per iods  of time. He c a r r i e d  a pocket k n i f e  and a  whetstone a l l  
t h e  time. And he was s i t t i n g  on h i s  haunches i n  t h e  shed a f t e r  t h i s  
te lephone c a l l ,  and he opened up h i s  pocket k n i f e  and j u s t  s t a r t e d  
sharpening t h a t  k n i f e  and s p i t t i n g  on t h e  whetstone while  he was doing 
it. I d i d n ' t  know what had been s a i d  i n  t he  te lephone conversa t ion  
because he d i d n ' t  say  anything t o  me. 

P r e t t y  soon t h i s  young immigration o f f i c e r  came i n  complete with uniform 
and Sam Browne b e l t  and sidearm and everything and s a i d ,  "Lewis Walker?" 
My f a t h e r  d i d n ' t  say a word, n o t  a  word. He j u s t  s a t  t h e r e  and s p i t  and 
whet and s p i t  and whet, and f i n a l l y  t h e  o f f i c e r ,  r e a l i z i n g  t h a t  he could 
n o t  g e t  him t o  i d e n t i f y  himself s a i d ,  "Well, I know who you are." And a t  
t h i s  po in t  before  he could g e t  another  word out  my f a t h e r  s tood up t o  him 
and took t h a t  k n i f e  and l a i d  t h a t  blade up a g a i n s t  h i s  jugular  ve in  and 
he s a i d ,  "Young man, d id  you c a l l  my wife a l i a r ? "  And t h e  f e l low s a i d ,  
"Well, I don ' t  t h i n k  she was t e l l i n g  the  t ru th ."  And t h e  o ld  man--that's 
what I always c a l l e d  him, t h e  o ld  man--he s a i d ,  ''Young man, have you ever  
seen  a man wi th  h i s  t h r o a t  cut?" And the  guy go t  white ,  I mean l i t e r a l l y  
white.  I ' v e  never seen anybody g e t  white  l i k e  t h a t  before ,  And, t h e  o ld  
man s a i d ,  "Well, 1'11 t e l l  you son, i t  a i n ' t  a  p r e t t y  s i g h t .  That blood 
r e a l l y  s p u r t s  out." And he ' s  j u s t  p ress ing  t h a t  knife r i g h t  a g a i n s t  t h e  
t h r o a t  and the  o ld  man s a i d ,  'hioung man, I t h i n k  i f  I were you I ' d  leave  
he re  and go out  and apologize  t o  my wife." And with t h a t  he j u s t  turned 
away, folded h i s  k n i f e  up, put  i t  i n  h i s  pocket and went back t o  work. 



Well, t h e  young man d id  go apologize and never came back. I o f t e n  wonder 
if he would have gone through with i t .  I t h i n k  he was capable,  I t h i n k  
he was; I t h i n k  he came very c l o s e  t o  k i l l i n g  t h a t  man, very c lose .  

Tape 1, Side 2 

Q: Do you s e e  your f a t h e r  i n  yourself  a s  a f a t h e r ?  

A: I n  some r e s p e c t s ,  yes ,  and i n  some r e spec t s ,  no. I was never a b l e  t o  
spend t h e  time o r  d i d n ' t  spend the  time wi th  my seven c h i l d r e n  t h a t  my 
f a t h e r  d id  with me and my b ro the r ,  because he was out  of work f o r  long 
per iods  of time. H e  l i t e r a l l y  l i v e d  f o r  h i s  sons. Real ly h i s  whole 
l i f e .  And I had made up my mind, as a r e s u l t  of t h a t  experience,  t h a t  I 
was not  going t o  be the  same way and so I was no t  t h a t  kind of a  f a t h e r .  
Sometimes t o  t h e  de t r iment  I ' m  s u r e  of my seven--on t h e  o the r  hand maybe 
b e t t e r  t h a t  way. I have never been a believer--maybe t h i s  is s e l f -  
defense--I have never been a b e l i e v e r  i n  t h i s  buddy-buddy r e l a t i o n s h i p  
between f a t h e r  and youngsters.  I th ink ,  aga in  maybe se l f -defense ,  t h a t  
t h e  q u a l i t y  of t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  is  more important than  t h e  quan t i t y  of 
t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p .  But I d i d  hold t h e  ch i ld ren  t o  very high s tandards  o r  
t r i e d  t o .  

Q: So you r e a l l y  c a r r i e d  out  your f a t h e r ' s  i n s p i r a t i o n a l  tone t h a t  he 
s e t  with h i s  ch i ld ren .  

A: I t r i e d  to .  I don ' t  t h ink  I was a s  good a t  i t  a s  he was because I ' v e  
never been a s  good a t  communicating. I ' m  much more a reserved person 
than  my f a t h e r ,  a much more q u i e t  person, much less of a  t a l k a t i v e  person 
than my f a t h e r  was. A l o t  of people who know me a s  governor don ' t  agree  
wi th  t h a t ,  bu t  p r i v a t e l y  I a m  no t  a very  communicative person. 

Q: I ' d  like t o  know more about your p o l i t i c a l  experiences and some of 
t h e  people t h a t  you remember and who inf luenced you. I know Governor 
Stevenson d id  and Paul  Powell. Who were some of t h e  o t h e r s  t h a t  you 
remember? 

A: Well, c e r t a i n l y  Paul Douglas, Adlai  Stevenson, and from a f a r ,  of 
course,  Pres ident  Roosevelt ,  Pres ident  Truman and t h e  o t h e r  Democrats 
t h a t  were i n  leading  pos i t i ons .  I followed cu r ren t  events  very,  very  
c l o s e l y  when I was a t  t h e  Naval Academy and, t o  t h e  ex t en t  t h a t  I could,  
aboard ship.  And followed p o l i t i c s  very c l o s e l y  and d id  a  l o t  of 
reading,  b iographies  and h i s t o r i c a l  works involving p o l i t i c s .  It always 
kind of f a sc ina t ed  m e ,  bu t  I never r e a l l y  thought s e r i o u s l y  t h a t  I would 
run f o r  a p o l i t i c a l  o f f i c e  simply because of t h e  system i n  I l l i n o i s  where 
t h e  only way you could do it r e a l l y  was t o  work up the  ladder  o r  be 
s ing led  out  of t h e  b lue  l i k e  Adlai  was by Jake  Arvey back i n  1952. But I 
enjoyed it. I r e a l l y  d id  enjoy it.  The process  f a sc ina t ed  m e .  

Q: I n  1960 i t ' s  my understanding t h a t  you d id  want t o  run f o r  a t t o r n e y  
genera l  . . . 
A: Right. 



Q: . . . and you d id  p a r t i c i p a t e  i n  t he  slatemaking process  with Mayor 
Daley. Could you t e l l  me about t h a t ?  

A: Ce r t a in ly .  Slatemaking would have been i n  1959 f o r  t he  1960 
e l e c t i o n s ,  and t h a t ' s  when I f i n a l l y  decided t h a t  I would take  a  t r y  a t  
pub l i c  o f f i c e .  I was very  c l o s e  a t  t h a t  time wi th  Vic de Graz ia ,  wi th  
David Green, a  businessman, with Mort Kaplan, Rich Blakley, with oh, a  
couple of o the r  i nd iv idua l s ,  and we met on a  r egu la r  b a s i s  because we 
were a l l  involved i n  DFI (Democratic Federat ion of I l l i n o i s )  and C I G  
(Committee on I l l i n o i s  Government). And somebody suggested,  "Why don' t  
you t r y  f o r  pub l i c  o f f i c e ? "  and t h e  only o f f i c e  t h a t  I had any i n t e r e s t  
i n  was a t t o r n e y  gene ra l ,  And so,  Vic and I drove around the  s t a t e  and 
v i s i t e d  a l l  t h e  s t a t e  c e n t r a l  committeemen and 1 remember v i s i t i n g  Paul 
Powell down i n  h i s  hometown. We r e a l i z e d  i t  was a long shot  bu t  why no t  
t r y  i t ?  I thought i t  would be a good oppor tuni ty  t o  c a p i t a l i z e  on t h e  
l e g a l  ca ree r  and every th ing  l i k e  t h a t .  

I appeared before  t h e  slatemaking committee. I d id  no t  l i k e  slatemaking 
bu t  I knew a t  t h a t  time f o r  a t t o r n e y  gene ra l ,  t h e  only chance t h a t  I had 
t o  do i t  was t h i s  way. You w i l l  understand t h a t  a t  t h a t  time I had not  
g o t t e n  as t o t a l l y  f r u s t r a t e d  with t h e  whole pa r ty  appara tus  a s  I d id  a s  
t h e  1960'8 wore on. And s o  I went before  t h e  s latemakers  and made a 
p re sen ta t ion  of what I would do wi th  the  o f f i c e .  Nobody was i n t e r e s t e d .  
Nobody was i n t e r e s t e d  a t  a l l  on the  committee about what I would do wi th  
t h e  o f f i c e .  What they wanted t o  t a l k  about was, "How much money a r e  you 
going t o  raise; how much money a r e  you going t o  g ive  t o  t h e  pa r ty  f o r  t h e  
p r i v i l e g e  of running, as a cont r ibu t ion;  what about patronage; w i l l  you 
run i f  you're not  s l a t ed?"  Those were the  ques t ions  they asked me .  For 
m e  it w a s  a t o t a l  t u rno f f  anyway. 

It was funny though--when I l e f t  t h e  room, t h e  chairman of t he  Democratic 
pa r ty  s t a t ewide ,  J i m  Ronan--since deceased--he put h i s  arm around me and 
s a i d ,  "Oh, t h a t  was a  wonderful p re sen ta t ion ,  Dan. That was j u s t  super." 
And I s a i d ,  "Well J i m ,  what do you th ink  my chances a re?"  He s a i d ,  "Not 
r e a l l y  very  good, Dan." And I s a i d ,  " W e l l ,  why?" H e  s a i d ,  "Well, a l o t  
of u s  t h i n k  Jack  Kennedy is going t o  be t h e  candida te  and we've got  
~ a l e y , "  and he went on and picked out  some o t h e r s ,  and he s a i d ,  "There's 
j u s t  too many Cathol ics  on the  t i cke t . "  I s a i d ,  "Well J i m ,  I ' m  no t  a  
Cathol ic;  I ' m  a Methodist." Well, I destroyed h i s  excuse. He dropped 
h i s  hand from my shoulder ,  thought a  minute, then  put h i s  hand back up on 
my shoulder  and s a i d ,  "Oh we l l ,  i t  wouldn't make any d i f f e rence .  With a 
name l i k e  Walker and seven k ids  everybody would th ink  you're  a Cathol ic  
anyway. " 

Well, anyway what happened was they had two s e s s i o n s  of t h e  S t a t e  Cent ra l  
Committee as they d id  i n  those  days: one i n  Sp r ing f i e ld  where I 
appeared, and then they had one up here  where they brought i n  t he  Cook 
County l e a d e r s ,  And, my wife  was then i n  t h e  h o s p i t a l  having a  baby. I 
went t o  t h e  h o s p i t a l  t h a t  evening and they were d e l i b e r a t i n g .  I go t  a  
c a l l  a t  t he  h o s p i t a l  from, I th ink  h i s  name was Findley. He was a  
p o l i t i c a l  r e p o r t e r  f o r  t h e  o ld  Chicago's American, a t  t h a t  time was the  
name of it. 

Q: Yes. 



A: La te r  became what Toda ? And he s a i d ,  "Congratulat ions Dan." And I 
s a i d ,  "Whet do you ' m d l  He s a i d ,  "1 j u s t  l e f t  t h e  slatemaking 
sess ion ,"  and he s a i d ,  "my good f r i e n d  so and so s l i pped  out  of t h e  room 
and t o l d  me t h a t  Dan Walker is  going t o  be the  nominee f o r  a t t o r n e y  
general ."  He s a i d ,  "What's your comment?'' I s a i d ,  "1 w i l l  have no 
comment u n t i l  t h e r e ' s  a publ ic  announcement tomorrow morning." He s a i d ,  
"Well, you can go home and d r a f t  your s ta tement  because," he s a i d ,  
"you've got  i t .  You're se t . "  So, I went home a l l  exc i t ed  and went t o  
t h e  o f f i c e  t he  next  morning, t h e  law o f f i c e ,  and Vic joined me and we 
wrote out  a s ta tement ,  and ta lked  wi th  Dave and Mort on t h e  telephone. 

Q: Had he heard t h e  same th ing  o r  were you the  only one who had heard? 

A: I was t h e  only one t h a t  was to ld .  No, I take  t h a t  back. Vic had 
contac ted  a f r i e n d  of h i s  who was on the  committee and was t o l d  the  same 
th ing ,  But t h a t  person wasn't p resent  a t  t h e  time t h e  dec i s ion  was made. 
Then I waited,  and I waited,  and I waited. F i n a l l y  t h e r e  came t h e  pub l i c  
announcement and I: was c a l l e d  by the  mayor's o f f i c e .  I can ' t  remember 
whether it was Mayor Daley o r  one of h i s  a s s i s t a n t s ,  I r e a l l y  cannot,  who 
t o l d  me t h a t  they  had decided t h a t  B i l l  Clark should be t h e  candida te  a t  
t h e  last minute f o r  a t t o r n e y  genera l ,  and, t h a t  I was under cons ide ra t ion  
f o r  s e c r e t a r y  of s t a t e .  And I was asked i f  I would cons ider  any o t h e r  
o f f i c e  and I s a i d ,  "No, I ' m  not  i n t e r e s t e d ;  a t t o r n e y  genera l  is  t h e  only 
th ing  I am i n t e r e s t e d  in ."  So, when they s a i d  any o t h e r  o f f i c e ,  they 
meant of course below governor.  And so t h a t  ended t h a t .  

Apparently a tremendous amount of pressure  was put on Mayor Daley by 
Clark ' s  mother who was t h e  widow of t he  Clark  who w a s  t he  a s se s so r  f o r  so 
many years .  B i l l  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 .  They had 
m e  down f o r  a t t o r n e y  gene ra l  and him down f o r  s e c r e t a r y  of s t a t e .  The 
incumbent s e c r e t a r y  of s t a t e  w a s  a very popular Republican, and B i l l  
C lark  d i d n ' t  t h ink  he could bea t  him, and so h i s  mother i n s i s t e d  and B i l l  
i n s i s t e d  on h i s  being a t t o r n e y  genera l .  That knocked me ou t ,  so t h a t  was 
t h e  end of t h a t .  But t h e  l e s son  I learned  was how bad a t  t h a t  time t h e  
slatemaking procedure was. It has s i n c e  been changed. 

Q: But you a l s o  d id  not  have t h e  connections necessary t o  argue i n  your 
favor?  

A: None. Absolutely none. 

Q: Right, 

A: Why Mayor Daley decided t h a t  I would make a good candida te  f o r  
a t t o r n e y  genera l ,  I have no idea.  I ' d  of course  met with him and t a lked  
wi th  him but  anyway . . . 
Q: Was t h a t  your f i r s t  experience wi th  Daley, t h e  f i r s t  time you m e t  
him? 

A: I b e l i e v e  so. I b e l i e v e  so. That ' s  my r e c o l l e c t i o n ,  bu t  i t ' s  hard 
t o  put t oge the r  t h e  years  here.  The r i o t s  came i n  t h e  l a t e  1960's. 
That ' s  when I worked wi th  Daley again.  I had met him, sure ,  bu t  T t h i n k  
it w a s  probably t h e  f i r s t  t i m e  t h a t  I r e a l l y  t a lked  with him. 



Q: What was your i n i t i a l  r e a c t i o n  then? 

A: He w a s  very uncommunicative. H i s  r e a c t i o n  w a s  t h e  s tock  r eac t ion .  
I f  you want t o  be a t t o r n e y  gene ra l ,  w e l l  go out  t h e r e  and have a t r y  a t  
it. Talk t o  t h e  people and g e t  some support  and then w e ' l l  t ake  a look 
a t  i t ,  t h a t  kind of thing.  He had a remarkable f a c i l i t y  though t o  g ive  
everyone t h e  impression t h a t  he was a favored kind of candidate ,  no t  
chosen but  favored; he w a s  very  good a t  t h a t .  And y e t  he never committed 
himself .  I n  a l l  of our meetings, he was nonLoquacious with me. I never 
had the  f e e l i n g  Erom t h e  beginning t h a t  Daley was comfortable wi th  me, 
never ,  i n  a l l  of t h e  encounters  t h a t  we had. 

Q: Did you have a sense of why t h a t  was? 

A: Sure. Because I represented  a l i f e  t o t a l l y  a l i e n  t o  h i s  growing up. 
I was not  a Chicagoan. I was not  Cathol ic .  I made no bones of my, you 
know, kind of f e e l i n g  about being i n  some r e spec t s ,  c e r t a i n l y ,  a 
reformer. And what I planned t o  do with the  a t t o r n e y  gene ra l ' s  o f f i c e  
went f a r  beyond what had been done by t h e  kinds of people t h a t  had been 
proposed by the  Democrats before  t h a t .  But he knew a l s o  t h a t  I had 
worked, as very few people know, a s  an a s s i s t a n t  p rec inc t  cap ta in  i n  t h e  
Forty-eighth P rec inc t  of t h e  Nineteenth Ward Erom 1953 t o  1958. I worked 
t h e  p rec inc t  very ,  very  hard. And went t o  t h e  ward meetings and observed 
t h e  whole system very c l o s e l y  and t o  me i t  was a l ea rn ing  experience. 
And t h e  Nineteenth Ward was an i n t e r e s t i n g  ward a t  t h a t  time. 

Q: So, t h a t ' s  what Daley knew about you. Tha t ' s  what was important t o  
him? 

A: I don ' t  know. I don ' t  have any idea.  Because I never ta lked  t o  him 
r e a l l y  about i t  except  t h i s  one kind of pro forma meeting. I had no idea  
where he was coming from. 1 went out  t h e r e  t o  t r y  t o  impress him wi th  
t h e  kind of job I could do and t h a t  I could handle myself easily and t h a t  
kind of th ing ,  and he knew of course t h a t  I was a reasonably succes s fu l  
lawyer on LaSal le  S t r e e t .  

Q: So you had t h i s  very d isappoin t ing  experience with slatemaking . . . 
A: Yes, 

Q: And t h a t  had t o  have s tayed wi th  you. 

A: W e l l ,  i t  c e r t a i n l y  d id .  I never cared f o r  slatemaking t h e r e a f t e r .  
When Adla i  ran f o r  t he  Senate  I urged him no t  t o  go before  t he  s l a t e -  
makers. It was a p a r t  of t h e  whole system. 

Q: Could he have done i t  without them? 

A: Could Adlai  have done i t  without them? 

Q: Yes. 

A: I t h i n k  so. I n  1970, oh yes,  I t h i n k  so. A l o t  of people wouldn't 
agree  with m e ,  bu t  I th ink  so. He had such a g r e a t  name. But then i n  
1960 a l s o ,  I decided t o  make a t r y  f o r  t he  o f f i c e  of t he  United S t a t e s  



a t torney .  Kennedy i s  now pres ident .  Not 1960. What was t h e  year  t h a t  
Kennedy was a s sas s ina t ed?  

Q: Nineteen hundred and s ix ty- three .  

A: Okay. Between 1960 and 1963 I continued t o  be kind of a c t i v e  i n  
campaigns, doing t h a t  kind of th ing  l i k e  I s a i d  e a r l i e r .  

Q: Excuse me. Did t h e  slatemaking experience seem t o  s o r t  of t ake  t h e  
edge of f  your enthueiasm f o r  a whtle; a m  I sens ing  t h a t ?  

A: I don' t  r e a l l y  remember t h a t  as being t r u e  because I t h i n k  t h a t  i n  
t h e  e a r l y  1960's--didn't w e  have a Democratic Federat ion of I l l i n o i s  
going i n  t h e  e a r l y  1960's when I was pres ident  and so  f o r t h ?  The s l a t e -  
making w a s  i n  1959, l a t e  1959. I t h i n k  I was s t l l l  very  a c t i v e  i n  
p o l i t i c a l  campaigns and c e r t a i n l y  I was very a c t i v e  In  t h e  Kennedy 
campaign. A s  a ma t t e r  of fact, Sarge Shr iver  asked m e  t o  take a leave  of 
absence from t h e  law f i rm  and t ake  over Wisconsin f o r  Kennedy i n  t h e  
pr imaries .  I o f t e n  wonder what would have happened t o  my l i f e  i f  I had 
done so. I d i d n ' t  do i t ,  obviously. 

Q: Were you tempted? 

A: Yes, I was tempted but  we decided, my wife and I, t h a t  we just 
couldn ' t  a f f o r d  it. Seven kids--how many d i d  I have then? (chuckles) 
But t h e r e  were a l o t  of them, and we were heav i ly  i n  debt  and I would 
have had t o  t ake  a sharp  c u t  i n  income and so we j u s t  decided I couldn ' t  
do it. The law f i rm  made i t  c l e a r  t h a t  they would le t  me do It bu t  i t  
would no t  be a p lus  i n  my advancement a t  t h e  law firm. 

Q: I i n t e r r u p t e d  you. You were t a l k i n g  about t h e  U.S. a t t o rney .  

A: I was going t o  say ,  i n  1963--that's t h e  year  Kennedy was 
asassinated--I decided t o  t r y  f o r  t h e  o f f i c e  of United S t a t e s  a t t o r n e y  
and we worked on t h a t  very ,  very  hard. 

Q: When you say, "we," who worked with you? 

A: The same group: V i c ,  Dave, Mort, e t c .  And I was t o l d  a t  h igh  l e v e l s  
t h a t ,  aga in ,  I had i t  and then  Kennedy was as sas s ina t ed  and so t h a t  ended 
t h a t  because I was no t  an LBJ [Lyndon B. Johnson] guy. I n  1966, 1 went 
wi th  Montgomery Ward as vice-president  and genera l  counsel ,  and then  I 
decided enough of p o l i t i c s .  I j u s t  want out.  1 ' m  no t  going t o  g ive  any 
cons ide ra t ion  t o  doing anything more than he lp ing  somebody from time t o  
time but  i n  terms of my d i r e c t  involvment t o  t h e  ex t en t  t h a t  I ' d  been up 
t o  t h a t  t i m e ,  I wanted out .  

Q: And you go t  ou t  of your p rec inc t  work? 

A: I stopped t h a t  when I moved from t h e  c i t y  t o  t h e  suburbs i n  1958. I 
d id  become t h e  p rec inc t  committeeman i n  Deer f ie ld  and continued t h a t  
through 1962 as I r e c a l l ,  bu t  then  I stopped t h a t  work. I r e a l l y  decided 
t h a t  I was going t o  s t a r t  making money and s t o p  spending a l l  t h i s  t ime on 
p o l i t i c s .  I ' l l  undoubtedly g e t  t h ings  out  of o rde r  but  then  one day Dave 
Green c a l l e d  m e  and s a l d ,  "Let 's  have lunch over a t  t h e  Mid-America 



~ l u b . "  I remember t h a t  very,  very  well .  And a t  t he  lunch he s a i d ,  "Dan, 
why don' t  you p lan  t o  run f o r  governor o r  s ena to r  i n  1972." And I s a i d ,  
"Oh, come on now Dave." It had t o  have been i n  1969 t h a t  we had t h i s  
lunch. 

Q: Was i t  i n  t he  summer o r  . . . The "Walk" began i n  J u l y  of 1970 was 
i t . . .  

A: In 1969 we formed t h e  group formally.  I s a i d ,  "Okay1' f i n a l l y ,  a f t e r  
g iv ing  it a g r e a t  d e a l  of thought. I now have enough economic s e c u r i t y  
so  t h a t  I can run f o r  o f f i c e  without organiza t ion  support .  Before I ' d  
only thought about doing i t  with o rgan iza t ion  support  which i s n ' t  as 
tough a Job. This  t i m e  I s a i d ,  "Okay, l e t ' s  s t a r t  th inking  about it." 
And we met r e g u l a r l y  and thought and planned. I cannot remember when we 
made t h e  dec i s ion  t h a t  i t  would no t  be the  sena to r sh ip  bu t  t h e  governor 
t h a t  I would go f o r .  

Q: Do you remember why you made t h a t  dec is ion?  

A: The major reason w a s  t h e  reason t h a t  I d i d n ' t  run f o r  sena tor  i n  
1978: I don ' t  g e t  turned on by i t .  That ' s  not  den ig ra t ion  of t he  
ogf ice ;  i t ' s  a wonderful o f f i c e ,  bu t  1 don' t  t h i n k  I ' m  t h e  l e g i s l a t i v e  
type. I don' t th ink  I would enjoy i t  and I d id  no t  r e l i s h  the  idea  of 
t h e  l a r g e  family bouncing back and f o r t h  between Washington and I l l i n o i s .  
So, t h a t ' s  t he  p r i n c i p a l  reason why I decided a g a i n s t  it .  The prospect  
of being governor,  on t h e  o t h e r  hand, I found tremendously e x c i t i n g  and 
cha l lenging ,  so anyway we f i n a l l y  made t h e  dec is ion .  

This  dec i s ion  w a s  made during t h e  time when I was managing Adlai  
s tevenson's  campaign f o r  t h e  United S t a t e s  Senate  i n  1970. It has been 
l a r g e l y  misunderstood and caused some bad f e e l i n g s  between me and t h e  
Stevenson people a s  a r e s u l t  of t h a t  because i t  was l e s s  than two weeks, 
as I r e c a l l ,  a f t e r  Ad la i ' s  e l e c t i o n  t h a t  I announced f o r  governor. And 
un fo r tuna te ly  i t  w a s  on t h e  day t h a t  he was sworn in .  He w a s  sworn i n  
e a r l y  and I d idn ' t  a n t i c i p a t e  it. But we had this pres s  conference set, 
a l l  t he  work done and every th ing  when he changed h i s  mind about t he  day 
he w a s  going t o  g e t  sworn i n ,  and I j u s t  cou ldn ' t  undo it  and so,  we went 
ahead. He took it ,  I th ink ,  personal ly  because he f e l t  t h a t  t he  
p u b l i c i t y  t h a t  I got  d e t r a c t e d  from h i s  p u b l i c i t y  being sworn i n t o  t h e  
Senate ,  And I ' v e  always r e g r e t t e d  t h a t .  

Q: Were you able t o  t a l k  with him about i t ?  

A: I t r i e d  t o  exp la in  i t  t o  him, yes,  bu t  I t h i n k  i t  took Adlai  awhile 
t o  g e t  over t h a t .  He thought t h a t  I should have waited,  and then t h e r e  
was some s t r a i n  between us  i n  t he  course of t h e  campaign too,  about t h e  
handl ing of t he  campaign, 

Q: O f  h i s  campaign o r  yours? 

A: His campaign. 

Q: H i s  campaign. What was t h a t  about? 



A: Well, some of i t  is ma t t e r s  r e l a t i n g  t o  personal i t ies--one of the  
reasons t h a t  I haven ' t  done anything i n  t he  way of wr i t i ng  about my years  
i n  pub l i c  l i f e  is  t h a t  I r e a l l y  don ' t  want t o  h u r t  people and i f  you 're  
going t o  w r i t e  you should be very  frank.  If you're not  going t o  be very  
f r ank ,  you shouldn ' t  w r i t e  and so I don ' t  want t o  g e t  i n t o  t h a t  a r e a  
involving p e r s o n a l i t i e s  on t h e  campaign s t a f f .  And f o r  one reason o r  
another ,  and I c a n ' t  second guess him, Adlai  decided he'd r a t h e r  run h i s  
own campaign f o r  a l l  p r a c t i c a l  purposes s o  I took a l e s s  a c t i v e  
involvement i n  t he  c los ing  weeks of t h a t  campaign than I had a t  t h e  
beginning of t h e  campaign. 

Q: So you announced your i n t e n t i o n  t o  run. Now t h a t  was i n  t he  f a l l  of 
1969? 

A: That was i n  mid-November of 1970. No, I ' m  s o r r y  I ' m  one year  o f f .  
You're r i g h t .  

Q: Nineteen hundred and s ixty-nine? 

A: No, i t '  s 1970 because t h a t ' s  when Adla i  was e l e c t e d ,  sure .  It 's i n  
November, mid-November of 1970, of course,  yes,  yes. I c a l l e d  a p re s s  
conference a t  t h e ,  then ,  Water Tower Inn  o r  whatever i t  was c a l l e d  and 
made t h e  announcement. The f i n a l  dec is ion  with r e spec t  t o  "go, I' "no-go, " 

was made a t  a meeting a t  t h i s  r e s o r t  out  here ,  ou t  west of t he  c i t y ,  t h e  
Wagon Wheel, is t h a t  t he  name of i t ?  No, Pheasant Run. 

Q: Pheasant Run. 

A: Pheasant Run, We took a room the re ,  t h e  group of us ,  and spent  a l l  
day and t h e  n igh t  and t h e  next  morning and made t h e  dec i s ion  t o  go, and 
t o  announce. And we spent  a tremendous amount of time preparing f o r  t he  
announcement because we r e a l i z e d  what t he  odds were and what we were up 
a g a i n s t  . 
Q: This is probably a r e a l l y  dumb ques t ion ,  Did you b e l i e v e  t h a t  you 
could do i t ?  Did you be l i eve  t h a t  you could win a t  t h a t  po in t?  

A: Yes, yes. It came down t o  t h i s .  1t's simple mathematics. We 
decided a f t e r  a l o t  of s tudy t h a t  i f  t h e  vo te  turnout  was one m i l l i o n  
f i v e  hundred thousand o r  more, we could win i f  we ran  t h e  r i g h t  kind of 
campaign, W e  go t  a t  t h a t  f i g u r e  by a l o t  of work and b a s i c a l l y  what i t  
came down t o  is  what is the  maximum automatic vo te  t h a t  t h e  machine can 
t u r n  out .  And once you dec ide  on t h a t  f i g u r e ,  and i f  you assume you can 
run  a campaign t h a t  w i l l  c ap tu re  t he  imaginat ion of t h e  non-hard-core 
machine, and i f  enough of those  people t u r n  ou t ,  then you're  going t o  
win. 

Q: And t h i s  w a s  be fo re  you even had any i d e a  about t h e  crossover  vo te  
which w e ' l l  ge t  i n t o  l a t e r .  

A: We were w e l l  aware of t h a t  p o t e n t i a l  and one of t h e  f a c t o r s  we took 
i n t o  account was could we win t h a t  l e g a l  b a t t l e  t o  permit t h e  crossover .  
But as I will exp la in  t o  you l a t e r ,  t h e r e  is a g ros s  exaggerat ion out  
t h e r e  on t h e  p a r t  of t h e  media a s  t o  t h e  ex t en t  of t h e  Republican 
c rossovers '  c o n t r i b u t i o n  t o  my v i c t o r y  i n  1972. Indeed, I w i l l  say t o  



you something t h a t  y o u ' l l  g e t  very  few people t o  b e l i e v e  but  I be l i eve  it 
t o  be t r u e .  There was more Republican c rossover ,  c e r t a i n l y  i n  t h e  c i t y  
of Chicago, f o r  Howlett i n  1976 than t h e r e  was f o r  Dan Walker i n  1972. 
I f  you want proof of t h a t  a l l  you have t o  do is  go look a t  t h e  Nineteenth 
Ward, t h e  southwest s i d e  wards t h a t  a r e  very  heavy Cathol ic  Republican, 
and look a t  t h e  vo te ,  and t h e  p o l i t i c a l  r e p o r t e r s  would never go look a t  
those  p rec inc t  r e t u r n s  bu t  you can go p rec inc t  by p rec inc t .  Republican 
p r e c i n c t s  t h a t  went f o r  Howlett i n  1976 had t o  be Republican c rossovers ,  
Ca tho l i c  Republicans. Could we take  t h i s  a s  a breaking poin t?  

Q: Sure. 

May 18, 1981, Tape 2, Side 1 

Q: I ' d  l i k e  you t o  go i n t o  a l i t t l e  more d e t a i l  on some of t h e  th ings  we 
ta lked  about t h e  o t h e r  day. To begin, would you t a l k  some more about 
your experience wi th  t h e  " L i t t l e  Hoover" Commission, t h e  Commission t o  
Study S t a t e  Government? 

A: Yes. That commission was e s t a b l i s h e d  by Governor Adlai  Stevenson 
pursuant t o  enabl ing l e g i s l a t i o n  t h a t  was adopted, as I r e c a l l ,  i n  1949. 
Wally Schaefer who was counsel t o  the  governor a t  t h a t  t i m e  w a s  named 
chairman of t h e  commission. H e  was a l s o ,  had been a professor .  I ' m  
s o r r y ,  I have t h e  time sequence wrong. A t  t h a t  time Schaefer was a 
professor  a t  Northwestern Univers i ty  School of Law. He l a t e r  became 
counsel t o  Governor Stevenson. Schaefer knew t h a t  I was going t o  become 
a law c l e r k  l a t e r  i n  1950 a t  t h e  Supreme Court and o f f e red  me a p o s i t i o n  
on the  s t a f f  of t h e  " L i t t l e  Hoover" Commission commencing on my 
graduat ion  which would have been i n  January of 1950. 

I went through l a w  school  on a two-and-a-half-year b a s i s  by going through 
t h e  summers, which you could do a t  t h a t  time, having t h e  e a r l y  graduat ion  
i n  January in s t ead  of June. The execut ive  d i r e c t o r  of t h e  commission was 
a man by t h e  name of Jack Isakoff .  Jack was a l s o  t h e  d i r e c t o r  of t h e  
L e g i s l a t i v e  Council a t  t h a t  time and a man very knowledgeable about s t a t e  
government. Well, we moved down t o  Sp r ing f i e ld  and one of my daughters  
was born t h e r e  during t h i s  time, and we r e a l l y  enjoyed l i v i n g  i n  
Spr ing f i e ld .  

The work on the  s t a f f  I found very i n t e r e s t i n g  and t h a t ' s  when I f e l l  i n  
love  with s t a t e  government, a s  a mat te r  of f a c t .  I r e a l l y  got  i n t e r e s t e d  
i n  i t  and how it  could ope ra t e  f o r  t h e  b e t t e r .  There were a l o t  of 
d i f f e r e n c e s  of course  between s t a t e  government then and s t a t e  government 
when I u l t i m a t e l y  became governor,  but  t h e  fundamental framework of s t a t e  
government d i d  not change. Bas i ca l ly  t he  departments were t h e  same and 
t h e  agencies  were t h e  same and the  way t h a t  s t a t e  government funct ioned 
was b a s i c a l l y  t h e  same. Now t h e r e  were some changes made of course over 
t h e  years  but  I d i d ,  a s  I say ,  l e a r n  a l o t  about s t a t e  government and 
thoroughly enjoyed i t .  

The way the  commission worked was, t h a t  a s t a f f  member was given a 
r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  f o r  a p a r t i c u l a r  department,  t o  s tudy t h a t  department and 
t o  make recommendations as t o  how i ts  e f f i c i e n c y  could be improved and 



how i t  could ope ra t e  more economically. I d i d  a couple of agencies  and 
then t h e  major department t h a t  I d id  was t h e  Department of Insurance. 

Q: Okay. You spoke t h e  o the r  day r a t h e r  po in ted ly  about Woodward and 
 erns stein and your d isapproval  of The Brethren,  t h a t  kind of a t e l l - a l l ,  
a f t e r  t he  f a c t .  Have you been the  v ic t im of t h a t ,  do you f e e l  t h a t  t h e r e  
has  been any of t h a t  kind of . . . 
A: No. I never have been. But, remember, wasn't i t  Lyndon Johnson t h a t  
requi red  t h e  members of h i s  s t a f f  t o  s i g n  something t h a t  they wouldn't do 
t h a t ?  One of t he  p r e s i d e n t s  did.  I t h i n k  i t  was LBJ, I thought about 
t h a t ,  ask ing  my s t a f f  t o  do t h a t ,  bu t  I decided not  to .  But no, I have 
n o t  been the  v i c t im  of t h a t .  I don ' t  mind t e l l i n g  funny s t o r i e s ;  I ' l l  
t e l l  you funny s t o r i e s  i f  you want me t o  about M r .  J u s t i c e  Douglas, f o r  
example. Now t h a t ' s  a l l  r i g h t ,  but  i t ' s  t h i s  bus iness  of revea l ing  t h e  
innermost processes  of t h e  way t h a t  t h e  cou r t  ope ra t e s  t h a t  you l e a r n  i n  
a c o n f i d e n t i a l  capac i ty .  That I decry. And of course anything you l e a r n  
about t h e  personal  l i v e s  of t h e  people you work f o r ,  i n  my opinion,  t h a t  
should be sacrosanc t  and c o n f i d e n t i a l .  

Q: You a l s o  s a i d  t h e  o t h e r  day t h a t  when you were i n  law school  you 
helped Tom Mulroy t o  work on l e g i s l a t i o n  f o r  t h e  Chicago Crime 
Commission. T e l l  me about t h a t  experience,  

A: Yes. I don ' t  remember how I go t  t o  know Tom. I t h i n k  i t  was t h a t  he 
was a c l o s e  a s s o c i a t e  wi th  Fred Inbau, professor  of c r imina l  law a t  
Northwestern Law School. That ' s  r i g h t ,  t h a t ' s  it. And, he was a c t i v e  i n  
t h e  Chicago Crime Commission and Tom Mulroy was chairman of t h e  
l e g i s l a t i v e  committee of t h e  Chicago C r i m e  Commission. In  a d d i t i o n  t o  
being edi tor- in-chief  of t h e  Northwestern Law Review, I was a l s o  e d i t o r -  
in-chief of t h e  Jou rna l  of Criminal Law and Criminology i n  my l a s t  year  
of law school ,  And t h a t ' s  how Tom came t o  me and asked me i f  I would 
h e l p  d r a f t  a s e r i e s  of f i v e  Crime Commission b i l l s  t h a t  achieved a g r e a t  
d e a l  of n o t o r i e t y  a t  t h e  time because they were aimed a t  t h e  crime 
syndica te .  And, I d i d  h e l p  Tom on t h a t .  And then it was a l s o  t h a t  year  
as I r e c a l l ,  t h a t  I worked wi th  Sam Shapiro. He would become l i e u t e n a n t  
governor and then governor l a t e r .  H e  was i n  t he  sena te  then,  chairman of 
t h e  Mental Health Committee, and I helped d r a f t  t h e  Mental Heal th Code 
f o r  t he  s t a t e  of I l l i n o i s  t h a t  was adopted, I th ink ,  i n  t h a t  year  o r  t he  
next  year ,  and remained t h e  b a s i c  code f o r  Mental Health u n t i l  I caused a 
new code t o  be d r a f t e d  when I became governor. 

Q: That must have been a wonderful experience f o r  a law s tudent  t o  be 
helping d r a f t  l e g i s l a t i o n .  

A: It was a l o t  of fun. I thoroughly enjoyed it. 

Q: Did you f e e l  comfortable  j u s t  jumping r i g h t  i n t o  i t ?  

A: Well, no, I don ' t  suppose I f e l t  comfortable but  t h e r e  were o the r  
people working on i t  a l s o ,  so i t  was a team e f f o r t .  I d i d n ' t  do i t  a l l  
by myself,  bu t  I d id  a l o t  of t he  b a s i c  research  and t h e  d r a f t i n g  of t h e  
l e g i s l a t i o n  i t s e l f  and I r e a l l y  enjoyed it. A s  I s a i d  e a r l i e r  i n  t he  
conversa t ion ,  I w a s  kind of bored with l a w  school  i n  t h e  t h i r d  year so  
a l l  these  o t h e r  a c t i v i t i e s  made up f o r  t he  boredom t h a t  I f e l t  wi th  t h e  
s t u d i e s .  I d i d n ' t  s tudy  much. 



I remember I had one professor  who d i d n ' t  c a r e  f o r  t h a t .  It 's a 
t r a d i t i o n  a t  Harvard and Yale t h a t  when you're t h e  edi tor- in-chief  of t h e  
law review, t h e  p ro fe s so r s  leave  you a lone  during sen io r  year  because 
they know how much work i t  takes .  I t 's  a seven-day-a-week opera t ion .  
And, Northwestern p ro fe s so r s ,  by and l a r g e ,  observed t h a t  t r a d i t i o n  with 
t h e  e d i t o r ,  me, but  no t  t h i s  one professor .  Your husband may have t o l d  
you what they do i n  l a w  school;  you 're  c a l l e d  upon t o  r e c i t e  cases ,  s t i l l  
t h e  case  method now a s  i t  used t o  be. And even though he knew t h a t  I had 
n o t  read t h e  cases ,  he would c a l l  on me, we l l  no t  every day, bu t  a  couple 
of t imes a week. "Mr.  Walker w i l l  you r e c i t e  t he  cases?" And I would 
s tand  up and say ,  " I ' m  s o r r y ,  s ir ,  but  I ' m  no t  prepared." And we j u s t  
went through t h a t  r i t u a l  t h a t  whole t e r m .  

Q: You ta lked  about your f i r s t  experience i n  a law firm. Well, your 
f i r s t  one, you were unhappy with Ca r l  McGowan and t h a t  s i t u a t i o n ,  no t  
wi th  . . . 
A: Not unhappy wi th  Car l .  

Q: Not wi th  Ca r l ,  no, bu t  wi th  the  l a c k  of work. And then when you d id  
go wi th  a  l a r g e  law f i rm  and you began i n  t h e  fou r th  c h a i r  . . . Are 
t h e r e  four  o r  j u s t  t h r e e ?  You spoke about t h a t ,  and I ' m  cur ious  t o  know 
how you r e l a t e d  t o  those  young lawyers once you got  t o  t h e  f i r s t  c h a i r .  
Obviously you had t o  have some empathy t h e r e ,  having been the  book 
c a r r i e r  and the  b r i e f c a s e  c a r r i e r .  How d id  you r e l a t e  t o  young lawyers 
coming up? 

A: Very much t h e  same way. Tom Mulroy had very high s tandards  f o r  me i n  
terms of w r i t t e n  product ,  work product,  and I d id  a  l o t  of research  and 
memoranda f o r  him, w r i t i n g  up b r i e f s ,  and I expected the  same th ing  i n  
terms of hours of work and ded ica t ion  of t h e  a s s o c i a t e s  t h a t  worked wi th  
me when I g o t  i n t o  t h e  f i r s t  c h a i r  and became a pa r tne r .  I found t h a t  
when 1 made the  t r a n s i t i o n  t o  become a v ice-pres ident lgenera l  counsel a t  
Montgomery Ward where I had a l a r g e  s t a f f  of lawyers,  T could no t  expect 
i t  of them because t h a t  t r a d i t i o n  d id  not  e x i s t  i n  t h e  l e g a l  s t a f f  i n  a 
co rpo ra t ion  a s  i t  d id  e x i s t  with,  c e r t a i n l y  our law f i rm on LaSal le  
S t r e e t .  The young lawyers were expected t o  work n igh t s .  Since t h a t  
time, more and more they 've go t t en  away from t h a t .  That t r a d i t i o n  s t i l l  
ex i s t ed  when I was a  pa r tne r .  

Q: Another th ing  t h a t  i n t e r e s t s  me--you spoke about t h e  Committee on 
I l l i n o i s  Government t h a t  you c rea t ed  i n  1952, I guess ,  t o  watch t h e  
S t r a t t o n  admin i s t r a t i on  and t o  document t h a t  per iod of time, but  we 
d i d n ' t  go on and t a l k  about what you d id  with t h a t  information and what 
happened i n  t h e  1956 campaign. O f  course,  i t  was r i g h t  a f t e r  t h e  Hodge 
scandal .  It had t o  have been a busy four  years .  

A: In 1956 CIG prepared a loose-leaf notebook f o r  the  Democratic 
candida te  f o r  governor t h a t  was about four  inches t h i c k  and had a  break 
down of s t a t e  government, t h e  problems of state government, department by 
department,  what t h e  S t r a t t o n  admin i s t r a t i on  was doing t h a t  i n  our 
opinion was wrong and t h e  platform f o r  change. We had a  l e g i s l a t i v e  
program t h a t  we put i n  p lace ,  i t  was r e a l l y  very ,  very complete. A l o t  of 
u s  worked very hard on i t .  People l i k e  J i m  Clement who went on t o  be on 
t h e  school  board and was an  a t t o r n e y ,  and Newt Minow worked on t h a t  



p r o j e c t .  H a l  Shapiro who's now a sen io r  pa r tne r  i n  one of t he  b ig  law 
f i rms  downtown. Vic worked on i t ,  we l l  j u s t  a l o t  of people. 

And we gave t h a t  book t o  t he  f i r s t  candida te  who w a s  Herb Paschen. He 
was s l a t e d  by t h e  s latemakers .  He was then county t r e a s u r e r .  Herb got  
caught wi th  some kind of a flower fund scandal .  It r e a l l y  wasn't a b i g  
d e a l  but  i t  got  a l o t  of p u b l i c i t y  and Daley pul led  t h e  rug out  from 
underneath him and made him q u i t ,  and Dick Aust in,  l a t e r  a f e d e r a l  judge, 
then became t h e  Democratic candidate .  He was tremendously g r a t e f u l  f o r  
t h i s  book because he had a very  b r i e f  t i m e  i n  which t o  put h i s  campaign 
toge ther .  And I r e a l l y  think t h a t  i f  i t  had not  been f o r  a few bad 
dec i s ions  i n  t h e  campaign, and i f  he'd had a l i t t l e  more time, Dick would 
have beaten S t r a t t o n ,  But anyway, we became very c l o s e  as a r e s u l t  of 
t h a t  experience and he went on t o  go on t h e  f e d e r a l  bench and always 
remained very g r a t e f u l  f o r  what a l l  of t h e  people had done f o r  him. 

Af t e r  then a s  I reca l l ,  CIG continued,  bu t  i t  became more and more a 
s tudy group in s t ead  of a 'lWatch-the-~epublican-~overnor" group; i t  kind 
of changed i ts  n a t u r e  over  t he  years.  I s tayed  a c t i v e  i n  i t  t o  a l e s s e r  
and l e s s e r  degree a s  time went on, 

Q: Does i t  s t i l l  e x i s t ?  

A: I don ' t  know t h e  answer t o  t h a t .  It ex i s t ed  while  I was governor. 
Then we despa i red  of g e t t i n g  CIG t o  become more p o l i t i c a l l y  a c t i v e ;  t h i s  
was a f t e r  I ' d  s tepped down a s  chairman. And so ,  t h a t ' s  when we decided 
t o  form t h e  Democratic Federat ion of I l l i n o i s  and start t h i s  network of 
c lubs  a l l  a c ros s  t h e  s t a t e  which would be p o l i t i c a l  a c t i v i s t ,  a s  opposed 
t o  a s tudy group. And I remember I was t h e  a c t i n g  chairman when it  was 
f i r s t  s e t  up f o r  t h e  f i r s t  c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  convention and every th ing ,  and 
the a c t i n g  p re s iden t .  And then we decided t o  elect--no, i t ' s  the o the r  
way around. Paul Simon was the  a c t i n g  p re s iden t  and then I r a n  the  
convention as chairman of t h e  convention, and then they e l e c t e d  me t h e  
f i r s t  p re s iden t  of DFI, t h a t ' s  the  way it  was. 

Q: You t a l k e d  t h e  o t h e r  day about being brought up a s  a "yellow dog 
~ e m o c r a t , "  and r e a l l y  s t r o n g l y  be l i ev ing  i n  s t r a i g h t  pa r ty  vo t ing  and 
t h a t  t h a t  was t h e  way t o  p a r t i c i p a t e .  You s a i d  your views had changed 
but  you d i d n ' t  say how o r  how i t  evolved o r  what your f e e l i n g s  a r e  now 
about . , . . 
A: My experiences wi th  f i g h t i n g  the  machine p o l i t i c s ,  which is  a 
s t r a i g h t  pa r ty  t i c k e t  kind of machine, persuaded m e  t h a t  I was wrong. 
Now, I always have be l ieved ,  even s i n c e  then,  i n  vot ing  f o r  a ma jo r i t y  of 
Democrats because i n  gene ra l  t he  philosophy of t h e  Democratic pa r ty  I 
found and f i n d  more comfortable than t h e  philosophy of t h e  Republican 
pa r ty ,  and l e t  nobody t e l l  me t h a t  t h e r e  i s n ' t  a d i f f e r ence .  There is a 
d i f f e r e n c e  and always has  been a d i f f e r ence .  So I found myself,  by and 
l a r g e ,  more comfortable wi th  Democratic candida tes ,  but  then over t h e  
yea r s  I g radua l ly  would vo te  f o r  s e l ec t ed  Republican candida tes  whom I 
l iked .  

Q: And, a r e  you uncomfortable wi th  t h a t  o r  you r e a l l y  have come away 
from t h e  s t r a i g h t  p a r t y  i dea?  



A: Yes, I have come away from the  s t r a i g h t  p a r t y  idea.  

Q: Another ques t ion  I had was about your deciding t o  run and announcing 
r i g h t  a f t e r  Stevenson w a s  e l e c t e d  i n  1970? 

A: Nineteen hundred and seventy,  November 15, 1970. 

Q: Would i t  have made any d i f f e r e n c e  had Stevenson l o s t ?  

A: No. 

Q: You would have s t i l l  made t h e  dec i s ion  t o  go a t  t h a t  time? 

A: Absolutely.  It was a  dec i s ion  t h a t  had nothing t o  do wi th  
Stevenson, It was a d e c i s i o n  s o l e l y  on i t s  m e r i t s  wi th  r e spec t  t o  t h e  
n e c e s s i t y  of our  having a  two-year campaign. I f  you 're  unknown a s  I was, 
by and l a r g e ,  and i f  you 're  going t o  run a g a i n s t  t h e  machine, then  you 
need a l l  t h e  time you can ge t .  So, we wanted t o  announce a s  soon a s  we 
poss ib ly  could a f t e r  t he  1970 e l e c t i o n .  We would have done i t  e a r l i e r  i f  
we could have but we obviously couldn ' t  do i t  before  t h e  e l e c t i o n  i n  
1970. 

Q: What was your r e l a t i o n s h i p  wi th  Arnold Maremont? 

A: Oh, t h a t ' s  another  chap te r  t h a t  I d i d n ' t  go i n t o ,  In  t h e  1960ts ,  I 
guess i t  w a s ,  I was named a  member by Otto Kerner and was l a t e r  e l ec t ed  
s e c r e t a r y  of t h e  I l l i n o i s  Publ ic  Aid Commission. A t  t h a t  t ime, a s  I 
r e c a l l ,  Vic tor  de Graz ia  worked wi th  Arnold Maremont. I t h i n k  he was on 
Arnold's s t a f f ,  and t h a t ' s  how I got  t o  know Arnold. Otto Kerner had 
asked me t o  be a  member of t h e  I l l i n o i s  Crime I n v e s t i g a t i n g  Commission 
which had been set up by t h e  l e g i s l a t u r e  t o  i n v e s t i g a t e  crime; he knew of 
my work wi th  t h e  Chicago Crime Commission, bu t  I dec l ined  t h a t ,  

Q: Now when was t h a t ?  Was t h a t  a t  t h e  same time t h a t  he appointed you 
t o  t h e  I l l i n o i s  Pub l i c  Aid Commission? 

A: It was before  t h a t .  It was before  t h a t .  And I turned him down 
because my p a r t n e r s  d i d n ' t  want me t o  do it. It would take  too much time. 
And so  he then  asked m e ,  knowing of my i n t e r e s t  i n  s t a t e  government, t o  
become a  member of t h e  Publ ic  Aid Commission. I n  s t a t e  government a t  t h a t  
t i m e ,  wel fa re  was run by t h e  Publ ic  Aid Commission; you d id  no t  have an 
execut ive  department l i k e  you have now. It was f e l t  t h a t  t he  pub l i c  a i d  
should be administered by a  board independent of t h e  governor,  except 
appointed by t h e  governor,  and t h a t  was the  system. Arnold was the  
chairman; I became t h e  s e c r e t a r y .  

We got  i n t o  some r e a l  d i f f i c u l t  times. For example, Arnold proposed t h a t  
people on pub l i c  a i d  be given the r i g h t  t o  ob ta in  b i r t h  c o n t r o l  i n fo r -  
mation from publ ic  a i d  workers. And the  Cathol ic  church took a  very 
s t rong  p o s i t i o n  a g a i n s t  t h a t .  I joined Arnold i n  t h a t  f i g h t  and i t  
r e a l l y  was publ ic;  t h e r e  was a  l o t  of p u b l i c i t y  about i t  and some very 
s t rong  f e e l i n g s  came out .  

I don ' t  remember why, bu t  Arnold had t o  s t e p  down as chairman of t h e  
Public  Aid Commission, and then  I became a c t i n g  chairman of t h e  Publ ic  



Aid Commission and r an  it f o r  a  per iod of some months u n t i l  t he  
commission was abol i shed  and i t s  work taken over by a  code department. 
That was my a s s o c i a t i o n  wi th  Arnold Maremont, and then l a t e r  he ran f o r  
t h e  United S t a t e s  Senate,  and because of my r e l a t i o n s h i p  wi th  Vic and 
knowing Arnold, I worked wi th  him on t h a t  campaign. 

That reminds me of another  chapter  t h a t  came along about t h e  same time. 
I l i v e d  up i n  Deer f ie ld .  There was a proposal  t o  b u i l d  an in t eg ra t ed  
housing development i n  Deer f ie ld .  And the  community got  very upse t  about 
it. Cer t a in  l e a d e r s  i n  t h e  community decided t h a t  they  would have a bond 
i s s u e  proposal  put on t h e  b a l l o t  t o  c r e a t e  a  park d i s t r i c t  where they 
were going t o  b u i l d  t h i s  housing u n i t ,  and thereby prevent t h e  bui ld ing  
of t h e  i n t e g r a t e d  housing u n i t .  I got  involved i n  this--I  have a  way of 
g e t t i n g  involved i n  t h ings  l i k e  these  (laughs)--and I took a  s t rong  
p o s i t i o n  t h a t  t h i s  was r e a l l y  very  bad and should no t  be done. And I 
became chairman of some organization--I c a n ' t  even remember what t he  name 
of i t  =$--that l e d  t h e  b a t t l e  a g a i n s t  t h e  bond i s s u e ,  Again I found 
myself g e t t i n g  involved i n  a l o t  of pub l i c i t y .  

Q: Was t h a t  t h e  Governmental Rela t ions  Committee of t h e  Leadership 
Council f o r  Metropol i tan Open Communities? 

A: No, t h a t ' s  a d i f f e r e n t  one. This  one l e d  t o  a  l o t  of controversy i n  
Dee r f i e ld ,  caused some of my neighbors t o  become enemies and remain 
enemies for years  t h e r e a f t e r  because they perceived us  as t r y i n g  t o  he lp  
t h e  black people move i n t o  Deer f ie ld .  No, t h e  Leadership Council came 
along l a t e r .  That w a s  a f t e r  t h e  Martin Luther King marches and r i o t s  i n  
Chicago, and y o u ' l l  have t o  he lp  me remember the  year because . . . 
Q: Well, t h a t  was i n  1966. 

A: Right. A s  a  r e s u l t  of t he  e f f o r t s  of people i n  t he  bus iness  
community and t h e  b lack  community, t h e  Leadership Council f o r  
Metropol i tan Open Communities was adopted and put i n  fo rce  and i ts  aim 
w a s  t o  b r ing  about open housing, t o  g e t  people t o  accept  t he  concept t h a t  
i t  w a s  wrong t o  r e f u s e  t o  l e t  b lacks  l i v e  i n  a p a r t i c u l a r  neighborhood. 
And I took a  very  a c t i v e  r o l e  i n  t h a t ;  I was a member of t h e  board of 
d i r e c t o r s ,  A 1  Raby a t  t h a t  t i m e  was a  l eade r  of t h e  c i v i l  r i g h t s  groups 
i n  t h e  b lack  community, working under Martin Luther King. And he was t h e  
spokesman f o r  t h e  b lack  groups before  the  counci l .  I worked wi th  A1 on a 
number of p r o j e c t s ,  and then  I l a t e r  brought him onto my s t a f f  when I 
became governor. 

Q: What w a s  Mayor Daley's p a r t i c i p a t i o n  i n  t h a t  whole thing? Had he s a t  
down with Martin Luther King, Jr. and worked out  some kind of agreements 
t h a t  he was w i l l i n g  t o  support?  

A: Yes, Yes, he did t o  take the p re s su re  o f f  t h e  c i t y .  One of t h e  
agreements w a s  t h e  c r e a t i o n  of t h i s  Leadership Council f o r  Metropol i tan 
Open Communities. And it  may be--1 don' t  remember t h e  chronology--it may 
be t h a t  t h a t ' s  when I f i r s t  t a lked  and worked with Mayor Daley. But I 
simply cannot remember t h e  year .  And then I f o r g o t  another  one too; 
t h e r e  a r e  so many of these.  Af te r  t he  r i o t s  on t h e  west s i d e ,  w a s  t h a t  
i n  t he  sp r ing  of 1968? 
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Q: That was 1968, a f t e r  King was a s sas s ina t ed .  

A: Right a f t e r  t h e  a s s a s s i n a t i o n  of Martin Luther King, I was named by 
Mayor Daley t o  become a member of t h e  Rio t  Study Committee and became 
chairman of t h e  s t e e r i n g  committee of t h a t  organiza t ion .  And, I spent  a 
l o t  of t ime on t h a t  p r o j e c t ,  produced a r epor t  t h a t  has  been made pub l i c  
of course,  and worked very  c l o s e l y  i n  shaping t h e  f i n a l  r e p o r t  because 
some people obviously wanted t o  whitewash. I worked wi th  Ralph Metcalfe,  
then an alderman a s  I r e c a l l .  He l a t e r  went t o  Congress. He was very  
we l l  known and thought of a s  being a suppor te r  and fo l lower  of Mayor 
Daley. But, we worked toge the r  very  c l o s e l y  and very  well  t o  make t h e  
f i n a l  r e p o r t  t u r n  out  r i g h t  and say some c r i t i c a l  t h ings  about t h e  
opera t ions  of c i t y  government. That took a l o t  of t i m e  a t  t h a t  t ime too ,  
and then l a t e r  t h a t  year  was when I d id  t h e  Walker Report t h a t  c r ea t ed  so 
much controversy. We discussed  t h a t  last t i m e ,  d i d n ' t  we? 

Q: Not r e a l l y .  I ' d  l i k e  t o  s t a y  though wi th  t h e  Rio t  Study Committee 
long enough f o r  you t o  g ive  your impression of t h a t  time. Your sense  of 
t h e  v o l a t i l i t y  of t h e  s i t u a t i o n .  

A: Well, t h e  b lack  community as you know, -in r e t r o s p e c t ,  was ve ry ,  very  
v o l a t i l e  a t  t h a t  t i m e .  There w a s  a l o t  of f e e l i n g  t h a t  they were being 
oppressed p a r t i c u l a r l y  by white  businessmen who have small  bus inesses  
wi th in  t h e  black community, charged exorb i t an t  p r i c e s  and so f o r t h ,  and 
a l s o  t h e r e  was t h e  t e r r i f i c  housing problem t h a t  was and remains very ,  
very bad. Martin Luther King s t r u c k  a spark  and Martin Luther King 
acquired t h i s  tremendous r e spec t  on the  p a r t  of t h e  black community: 
"Let 's  do i t  t h e  peaceful  way. ~ e t ' s  go out  and march and let 's  let  t h e  
people know where we a r e ,  l e t  t h e  power s t r u c t u r e  [know], and l e t ' s  
n e g o t i a t e  t o  improve t h e  l o t  of t h e  black people." That was h i s  
reasoning. And then  when he w a s  a s sa s s ina t ed ,  and p a r t i c u l a r l y  amongst 
t h e  young black people,  It w a s  a devas t a t ing  l o s s .  "Here t h i s  man taught  
u s  t he  peaceful  way and then  what happens? He g e t s  k i l led ."  And so,  
given a l l  t h e  deep-seated f r u s t r a t i o n s ,  t h i s  j u s t  sparked, 05 course,  t h e  
v io l ence  t h a t  erupted h e r e  and elsewhere ac ros s  t h e  na t ion .  

And, t h e  p o l i c e  department simply was no t  prepared t o  cope with it. Many 
of them d i d n ' t  understand what was behind it. Some did.  And they  d i d n ' t  
have t h e  t r a i n i n g ,  t h e  a b i l i t y  t o  move t o  d e a l  with a la rge-sca le  r i o t .  
It took t h e  p o l i c e  departments a long t i m e  t o  l ea rn ,  f o r  example, t h a t  
you never t ake  on r i o t e r s  un le s s  you have t h e  fo rce  t o  win. I f  you don' t  
have t h e  f o r c e  t o  win you s t a y  away and leave  them a lone  u n t i l  you do g e t  
enough numbers t o  move i n  and t ake  c a r e  of it. That ' s  one of t h e  l e s sons  
t h a t  came out of the urban r i o t s  t h a t  was picked up by t h e  p o l i c e  
department. Of course ,  t h e r e  w e r e  a l o t  of o t h e r s  and since t h a t  t ime a s  
you probably know, t h e r e  has  been a l o t  more t r a i n i n g ,  d i f f e r e n t  kinds of 
u n i t s  e s t a b l i s h e d ,  s p e c i a l i z e d  equipment and so f o r t h  t o  dea l  with t h e s e  
kinds of s i t u a t i o n s .  These were among many of t h e  recommendations t h a t  
we made a t  t h e  t i m e  of t h e  Rio t  S tudies .  

Q: Do you know why Daley chose you as a member of t h a t  committee? 

A: Because, I th ink ,  of my r o l e  known wi th in  t h e  es tab l i shment ,  a s  a 
l eade r  of t he  Chicago Crime Commission, a highly respected commission, 
and t h e  f a c t  t h a t  I w a s  a bus iness  execut ive.  That combinatton I th ink ,  
w a s  appeal ing t o  t h e  mayor. 



Q: I ' d  l i k e  
p a r t i c i p a t i o n  

A: Well I 

f o r  you t o  t a l k  about t h e  Chicago Crime Commission and your 
over t h e  years .  

was very a c t i v e  i n  t he  commission a s  a  r e s u l t  of my 
a s s o c i a t i o n  with Tom Mulroy, Tom Mulroy became pres ident  of t h e  
commission and then I served a s  chairman under him of t he  L e g i s l a t i v e  
Committee and I t o l d  you about t h e  b i l l s  t h a t  , , . o r  d i d  I t e l l  you 
about i t ?  This  is  t h e  second set of b i l l s .  When I w a s  chairman of t he  
L e g i s l a t i v e  Committee, I put toge ther  a s e r i e s  of b i l l s ,  some of which 
were ones t h a t  I ' d  worked on when I was a  law s tuden t  t h a t  had never been 
passed p lus  some new b i l l s ,  and we, as I r e c a l l ,  d r a f t e d  e i g h t  [ o r ]  n ine  
b i l l s ,  and worked very hard,  and got  a l l  of them passed. Every s i n g l e  
one of them go t  through t h e  l e g i s l a t u r e .  I went down t h e r e  cons t an t ly  
f o r  committee meetings and r e a l l y  lobbied hard and wi th  the  he lp  of o the r  
people too,  Anyway w e  go t  a l l  of them passed; we had a  pe r f ec t  b a t t i n g  
average. And then I was on t h e  board of d i r e c t o r s ,  and then I became 
p re s iden t  of t h e  Chicago Crime Commission. I guess t h a t  was i n  1967. 

Q: Nineteen hundred and s ix ty-e ight  I th ink ,  

A: Nineteen hundred and s ix ty-e ight?  

Q: Nineteen hundred and s ix ty-e ight  and n ine teen  hundred and s ixty-nine? 

A: A l l  r i g h t ,  1968. That w a s  when I made up my mind t o  do t h a t  pub l i c  
Spo t l i gh t  on Organized Crime and I went through t h a t  l a s t  time, d i d n ' t  I? 

Q: No, I don ' t  t h i n k  so. 

A: Oh. Well, we  had a very  good execut ive  d i r e c t o r  of t he  Crime 
Commission a t  t h a t  t i m e ,  succeeding V i r g i l  Peterson who'd been t h e r e  f o r  
years  and years ,  And h i s  name was Harvey Johnson. I made him d i r e c t o r  
of t h e  Department of Law Enforcement when I was governor. I decided t h a t  
t h e  Crime Commission should t r y  t o  concent ra te  on the  i n f i l t r a t i o n  of 
organized crime i n t o  l e g i t i m a t e  bus iness  i n  t h e  Chicago met ropol i tan  a r e a  
and so ,  we mounted a s tudy campaign and put a  t a s k  f o r c e  of t he  
commission's employees t o  work on i t .  They d id  a l o t  of r e sea rch  and 
came up with the  i d e n t i t y  of some one hundred-odd f i rms  t h a t  were 
i n f i l t r a t e d  i n  one way o r  another  by the  crime syndicate--Austin Liquors,  
f o r  example, was one of them--and persuaded t h e  board t o  le t  me publ i sh  
t h e i r  names and t h e  evidence. The newspapers p r in t ed  t h e  whole thing.  I 
t h i n k  i t  took two pages, two s o l i d  pages, i n  t h e  Daily News and i n  t h e  
o the r  papers;  they had p r in t ed  a l l  t h e  names a f t e r  consu l t i ng  with t h e i r  
l i b e l  lawyers and so f o r t h ,  and t h e r e  was a  l o t  of excitement about it .  
I s t a r t e d  g e t t i n g  some p r e t t y  bad telephone c a l l s  a t  home and some 
t h r e a t s  bu t  nothing ever  came of it. We had one l i b e l  s u i t  and we go t  
t h a t  one dismissed. 

The next  year I d i d  the  same thing.  I d id  chapter  two of t h e  Spo t l i gh t  
on Organized Crime and picked up a  number of more companies. And, as a 
s i d e l i g h t  t o  t h a t ,  t h e r e  was one company t h a t  I named i n  a  speech t h a t  I 
gave before  a  Headl iners  Club out  i n  Los Angeles. This  f i rm had t i e s  i n  
Los Angeles a s  we l l  as Chicago so i t  w a s  newsworthy out  t h e r e  a s  we l l  a s  
here.  And t h e r e  was an ind iv idua l  who w a s  chairman of t h e  company who 
had crime t i e s  and a s  a r e s u l t  of t he  p u b l i c i t y  we forced him t o  r e s ign ,  



forced him out  of t he  company. He had had r e l a t i o n s h i p s  wi th  Toyota 
d e a l e r s .  And I found it i n t e r e s t i n g  t h a t  j u s t  a  couple of months ago CBS 
o r  NBC d i d  a  b ig  s t o r y  on Toyota automobiles i n  t he  United S t a t e s ,  and 
they put i n  a  segment about  my having exposed t h i s  man who w a s  a Toyota 
d e a l e r  when I was p res iden t  of t h e  Chicago Crime Commission. That 
brought back a l o t  of memories. 

I took a  l o t  of c r i t i c i s m  from t h e  l i b e r a l s  f o r  t he  Spo t l i gh t ,  and t h e  
I t a l i a n  community d i d n ' t  l i k e  i t  a t  a l l ,  because they s a i d  t h a t  I was 
using I t a l i a n  names, you know, t h a t  kind of thing.  And some l i b e r a l s  
s a i d  i t  was g u i l t  by a s s o c i a t i o n  a l a  McCarthy. I j u s t  thought t h a t  t h e  
crime syndica te  was such a cancerous body on t h e  c i t y  of Chicago t h a t  a t  
l e a s t  t h e  publ ic ,  i n  dec id ing  where t o  shop, had t h e  r i g h t  t o  know i f  
t h a t  company had organized crime t i e s .  They could go ahead and make 
t h e i r  dec i s ion  t o  shop t h e r e  anyway but  they a t  l e a s t  had the  r i g h t  t o  
know t h a t .  I don ' t  know whether I h u r t  t h e i r  bus iness  too much--like 
Aust in Liquors; t hey ' r e  s t i l l  going s t rong  and I don ' t  t h ink  they have 
those  a s s o c i a t i o n s  any longer ,  But we d id  f o r c e  some of them our of 
bus iness ,  

Q: But do you f e e l  l i k e  you s a w  a  r e a l  p o s i t i v e  r e s u l t  from doing t h a t ?  

A: Sure, sure.  People became more aware of t h i s  whole problem of t h e  
synd ica t e  laundering its money through l e g i t i m a t e  business .  

Q: Were you considered a  r e a l  t h r e a t ,  do you th ink ,  o r  were t h e  phone 
c a l l s  , . . 
A: Well, I wouldn't know i f  i t  was a r e a l  t h r e a t  bu t  they s u r e  a s  h e l l  
d i d n ' t  l i k e  i t .  A s  you can t e l l  t h e  1960's were a very busy and even t fu l  
per iod i n  my l i f e .  

Q: The one th ing  t h a t  you were going t o  go ahead and t a l k  about was a l s o  
i n  1968, t h e  v io l ence  a t  t h e  National  Democratic Convention and your p a r t  
i n  t he  s tudy a f t e r  t h a t .  

A: Yes, t h a t ' s  an i n t e r e s t i n g  s to ry .  Af te r  the  Democratic Nat ional  
Convention v io l ence ,  a number of us--well, my f r i e n d s ,  I, a  l o t  of 
others--were very concerned about what we saw on t e l e v i s i o n .  The 
b r u t a l i t y ,  a t  l e a s t  i t  appeared t o  be b r u t a l i t y .  A t  t h a t  time, t h e r e  w a s  
going t h e  P res iden t ' s  Nat ional  Commission on t h e  Causes and Prevent ion of 
Violence headed up by D r .  Milton Eisenhower, t he  b ro the r  of t h e  
pres ident .  Lloyd C u t l e r ,  i n t e r e s t i n g l y  one of Jimmy C a r t e r ' s  top  l e g a l  
s t a f f  guys, was t h e  execut ive  d i r e c t o r  of t h a t  commission. Lloyd 
contacted me and asked me i f  I would come down t o  v i s i t  wi th  t he  
commission about t h e  p o s s i b i l i t y  of doing t h e  s tudy on the  v io lence  i n  
Chicago. I t a lked  wi th  him; I wanted t o  a s s u r e  myself t h a t  I would be 
given a f r e e  hand because I knew t h i s  was going t o  be a  toughy, and I 
d i d n ' t  want anybody looking over my shoulder  and t e l l i n g  m e  what t o  
say. They assured  me t h a t  I could have a f r e e  hand; they gave me a 
budget of some--I don ' t  remember t h e  amount, hundred thousand d o l l a r s ,  
something l i k e  that--and s a i d  t h a t  I should put toge ther  a  s t a f f  and go 
out  and do t h e  s tudy ,  



I t a lked  with the  Crime Commission and they were agreeable  t o  my doing 
i t ,  and then  1 t a lked  wi th  my boss a t  Montgomery Ward, where I then w a s ,  
and t o l d  him, warned him, t h a t  t h i s  was going t o  be a hot  po ta to  and he 
encouraged me t o  go ahead and do i t  and gave m e  some time. Unfortunately 
a t  t h a t  p a r t i c u l a r  t ime as genera l  counsel ,  I was he lp ing  t o  n e g o t i a t e  
and p u t t i n g  toge the r  t h e  merger of Montgomery Ward and Container 
Corporat ion of America, a very  complicated t r ansac t ion .  And so  f o r  t h e  
f i f t y - t h r e e  [I  be l i eve ]  days-- i t ' s  i n  t h e  report-- that  i t  took t o  do t h e  
job I would a r r i v e  a t  Montgomery Ward very e a r l y  and work u n t i l  noon, and 
then from noon u n t i l  midnight o r  two i n  t h e  morning I would work on t h e  
Rio t  Study . 
It was important t o  t he  commission, they t o l d  m e ,  t h a t  they have somebody 
who was respec ted  by both s i d e s ;  t h a t  is, by t h e  demonstrators  and by t h e  
establ ishment .  And aga in  because of what I had done i n  some l i b e r a l  
causes and, as you know, I w a s  a Democrat, and because I he ld  t h i s  
p o s i t i o n  as p re s iden t  of t h e  Chicago C r i m e  Commission and was a corpora te  
execut ive  on t h e  o t h e r  s i d e ,  I guess everybody thought t h a t  I was 
acceptab le .  And so,  o f f  w e  went. 

I went t o  major corpora t ions ,  l a w  f i rms,  accounting f i rms  and preva i led  
on them t o  g ive  me people on a lend-lease bas i s .  We would pay t h e i r  
expenses,  we would g e t  f u l l  o r  p a r t  time; I t h i n k  I asked f o r  them f o r  
two months. We put t oge the r  a s t a f f  of abso lu t e ly  superb people. I 
h i r ed  some people too,  of course,  t h e  s e c r e t a r i a l  s t a f f  and some 
i n v e s t i g a t i v e  s t a f f .  And then  I dived i n t o  t h e  p ro j ec t .  My top  guy was 
Vic de Grazia.  He was the  top s t a f f e r  on the  job. 

What we d id  w a s  f i r s t  go t o  g e t  a l l  of t he  FBI s ta tements  t h a t  had been 
taken. There were a couple of thousand of t hese  a s  I r e c a l l ,  And I met 
with t h e  top people i n  Washington of t h e  FBI and f i n a l l y  persuaded them 
t o  le t  m e  have t h e  r e p o r t s ,  t h e  in te rv iews ,  on a c o n f i d e n t i a l  b a s i s .  I 
then went t o  t h e  networks, t e l e v i s i o n  s t a t i o n s  and go t  a l l  of t h e i r  f i l m  
t h a t  they had used, t h a t  they had shot .  Then I placed advert isements  i n  
newspapers a l l  over t h e  country asking f o r  people t o  volunteer  t o  send me 
p i c t u r e s  o r  accounts  o r  f i l m  t h a t  they had of what happened. We put 
toge ther  a massive amount of information. 

Then I broke t h e  even t s  of t h e  week down and assigned them t o  d i f f e r e n t  
teams and had a team l eade r .  One l eade r  and h i s  team had Lincoln Park. 
Another one had Grant Park. Another one had t h a t  very momentous march on 
t h e  Hil ton.  Another one had t h e  events  preceding . . . t h e  events  
a f te rwards .  And so we approached i t  on t h a t  b a s i s  and i t  was a 
monumental job. 

We f in i shed  i t  and 1'11 never f o r g e t  t he  evening; I t h i n k  i t  was about 
one o 'c lock  i n  t h e  morning--I took a h o t e l  room downtown and l i v e d  
downtown most of t he  time. Well, I was s i t t i n g  t h e r e  wi th  Vic and we 
were going over t h e  summary; I wanted a summary. I n  b r i e f  w r i t i n g  and 
everything I ' v e  ever  done of a w r i t t e n  na tu re  t h a t  was long, I wanted a 
summary a t  t h e  beginning so  people could read t h a t  and g e t  a quick 
capsule  view of what happened. The summary, I wrote personal ly.  The 
chap te r s  on the  ind iv idua l  events  I e d i t e d  and some p a r t s  of them I wrote 
myself bu t  a l o t  of t h a t  was a team job. But t h e  summary I wrote and I 
wanted i t  my way. And Vic and I were going over t h e  d r a f t  which w a s  



desc r ib ing  what happened and t h e  r e a l l y  t ense  moments. I remember w e  
were t r y i n g  t o  dec ide  whether we should desc r ibe  It p o l i t e l y ,  t h e  
v io l ence  on t h e  p a r t  of t h e  po l i ce ,  o r  whether we should j u s t  be b lunt .  
And I f i n a l l y  s a i d ,  "Vic, le t ' s  j u s t  t e l l  i t  l i k e  i t  was." And so,  I 
used t h e  phrase,  "pol ice  r i o t "  t o  desc r ibe ,  n o t  a l l  t h e  policemen, bu t  a 
minor i ty  of t h e  policemen as I very  c a r e f u l l y  s a id . .  

I had done a l o t  of checking t o  v e r i f y  my own judgments a s  t o  what had 
happened. I hadn' t  j u s t  r e l i e d  on what we had done. There was a 
r e p o r t e r  whose name I s h a l l  no t  d ivulge  who l e f t  Chicago and was very  
c l o s e  t o  a l o t  of people i n  t h e  p o l i c e  department a t  t h e  lower l eve l s .  I 
f i n a l l y  t racked him down on t h e  Eas t  Coast, g o t  him t o  come back t o  
Chicago and spend two weeks j u s t  going around t o  t h e  cops themselves,  and 
say ing ,  "Hey, what r e a l l y  happened out  there?" And no t  f o r  publ ica t ion .  
Based on what he t o l d  me t h e  policemen t o l d  him, It was even worse than  
I ' d  repor ted ,  so  t h a t  gave me a sense of cor robora t ion .  I t a lked  o f f  t h e  
record with some of my f r i e n d s  a t  h igh  l e v e l s  i n  t h e  p o l i c e  department. 
And they s a i d ,  "You're r i g h t ,  w e  can ' t  say  i t ,  but  you 're  r i g h t  i n  t h a t  
conclusion." So I f e l t  comfortable with t h e  conclusion. 

I d r a f t e d  the  r e p o r t ,  and Dem-Con 1968 was t h e  t i t l e  on it. I had 
i n s i s t e d  on us ing  a p r i n t e r  because t h a t ' s  t h e  way I l i k e  t o  work and we 
went through g a l l e y  proof ,  page proof ,  and I go t  fou r  f i n a l  copies  of t h e  
page proof and took i t  down t o  Washington and f i r s t  showed it t o  the  head 
of t he  C i v i l  Rights  Div is ion  of t h e  Department of J u s t i c e .  And he read 
i t ;  d i d n ' t  read a l l  of it--he read t h e  summary and skimmed through t h e  
r e s t .  And he s a i d ,  "Right on." So then  I showed i t  t o  Lloyd Cu t l e r ,  I 
th ink  i t  was t h e  next  day. Anyway, he consul ted with some members of t h e  
commission. They came back and asked me t o  change t h e  name and t o  k i l l  
t h e  summary which they  thought w a s  too  v o l a t i l e .  I s a i d ,  "Okay, I ' l l  
change t h e  name but  under no circumstances w i l l  I change one word i n  t h e  
summary." And so ,  t h a t ' s  t h e  way i t  ended up. I renamed i t ,  Rights  i n  
Conf l i c t ,  and then  we r e l eased  it. They wanted me t o  r e l e a s e  i t  i n  
Washington, j u s t  send i t  out  and not  hold a p re s s  conference, and I 
refused.  It go t  a l i t t l e  s t i c k y  i n  t h e r e  because they wanted t o  do i t  
t h e i r  way and I wanted t o  do i t  my way. So I held a p re s s  conference and 
i n t e r e s t i n g l y  i t  was a t  t h e  h o t e l  where we--now c a l l e d  t h e  Radican 
something l i k e  that--where we  s tayed ,  o r  had our  . . . 
Q: Radisson maybe? 

A: Radisson. Where we s tayed ,  o r  had our  rooms and everything on t h e  
n i g h t  of the primary v i c t o r y  i n  1972. It w a s  a massive p re s s  conference. 
I was overwhelmed a t  t h e  number of p r e s s  t h a t  were t h e r e  and t h e  cameras 
and everything.  

Q: Had information leaked ou t  a s  t o  what was i n  there?  

A: No. 

Q: They j u s t  came t o  f i n d  out?  

A: I had gone t o  t h e  top e d i t o r s  of t h e  Chicago papers  i n  advance and 
gave them a twenty-four-hour b r i e f ing .  I t h i n k  I d id  t h e  same t h i n g  wi th  



t h e  t e l e v i s i o n  s t a t i o n s .  No, I d i d n ' t  do i t  wi th  t h e  t e l e v i s i o n  
s t a t i o n s ;  I t h i n k  I j u s t  d id  i t  wi th  t h e  newspapers. You may recall--no, 
you ' re  t oo  young--that a l o t  of r e p o r t e r s  were beaten up by t h e  pol ice .  

Q: No, I remember watching . . . 
A: The pres s  was very  upse t  about what had happened and they were 
wait ing anxiously t o  see what I was going t o  say. Well, I was t o t a l l y  
taken aback a t  t h e  pub l i c i t y .  On t h e  t e n  o 'c lock  news t h a t  n i g h t  two of 
t h e  networks read t h e  e n t i r e  summary preempting t h e i r  r e g u l a r  programs. 
I had no i d e a  t h i s  was going t o  happen. I knew i t  would g e t  p u b l i c i t y  bu t  
not  anything l i k e  t h i s .  Well, I w a s  t o t a l l y  amazed a t  t h e  r e a c t i o n  
because wi th in  two weeks, a tremendous number of people had convinced 
themselves t h a t  they  d i d n ' t  s e e  t h a t  which they saw on t e l e v i s i o n .  And 
t h a t  i t  w a s  a l l  t h e  demonstrators ,  and t h e  p o l i c e  were g r e a t  guys. I go t  
a l o t  of p r a i s e ,  bu t  I a l s o  got  a l o t  of c r i t i c i s m  from t h e  pro-police 
forces .  And t h a t  p e r s i s t e d  f o r  a long, long tfme. A s  a m a t t e r  of fact 
i t  w a s  a r e a l  problem i n  t h e  t i m e  of t h e  1972 campaign with t h e  p o l i c e  
department. I was a hero  i n  t h e  eyes of some l f b e r a l s  and I was a  bum i n  
t h e  eyes of t h e  p o l i c e  departments.  

Q: There was some c r i t i c i s m  about t h e  t iming of it. Did it come out  
r i g h t  before  t h e  e l e c t i o n ?  

A: Oh, no, no, no, no, no. 

Q: When d i d  i t  come o u t ?  

A: It came out  i n  December. No, I don ' t  t h i n k  t h e r e  was any c r i t i c i s m  
of t h e  t iming on t h a t .  A s  I r e c a l l ,  as a mat te r  of f a c t ,  everybody was 
pleased t h a t  I g o t  i t  done so f a s t .  There may have been c r i t i c i s m  t h a t  I 
should have taken longer--I don ' t  remember th i s - - tha t  I should have l e t  
emotions cool  and t h a t  kind of th ing  before  I i ssued  t h e  r e p o r t ,  bu t  I 
w a s  under a  g r e a t  d e a l  of pressure  from t h e  commission i t s e l f  i n  
Washington t o  g e t  t h i s  job done a s  soon a s  poss ib le .  

Q: There were a l s o  some newspapers t h a t  suggested t h a t  you had had some 
he lp  from Washtngton i n  e d i t i n g .  

A: I remember t h a t .  No, t h a t ' s  no t  t rue .  

Q: What w a s  t h e  c r i t i c i s m ?  It had something t o  do wi th  some p o i n t s  t h a t  
were l e f t  ou t  because t h e r e  was l i t i g a t i o n  pending o r  something. 

A: Oh, yes ,  yes,  yes ,  yes ,  yes ,  yes t h e r e  was; t h a t ' s  t h e  t h i r d  reques t  
t h a t  t h e  cammission made. you ' re  abso lu t e ly  r i g h t ;  I fo rgo t  that-- that  
t h e r e  were a very  few i n c i d e n t s  t h a t  were involved i n  grand jury  
i n v e s t i g a t i o n s  t h a t  I should omit t h a t  material. And I d id  f i n a l l y  agree  
t o  do t h a t .  Thank you f o r  reminding me. 

Tape 2, Side 2 

A: I r e c a l l  some i n t e r e s t i n g  p a r t s  of t h a t  work. I c a l l e d  on a f e d e r a l  
judge, a  very  prominent f e d e r a l  judge I n  connection wi th  it--he was t h e  



chief  judge--and he s a i d ,  "Don't do anything r a s h  t h a t ' s  going t o  i n j u r e  
t h e  r epu ta t ion  of t h e  c i t y  of Chicago." That was Daley's concern. I 
c a l l e d  on Daley i n  t h e  course of t he  i n v e s t i g a t i o n  a l s o  t o  g e t  h i s  
ve r s ion  of what had happened. H e  was very  p o l i t e  and d i d n ' t  g ive  me a 
l o t  of information; he turned m e  over t o  t h e  s t a f f  people. 

And then  one of t h e  th ings  t h a t  I thought w a s  so funny. Af te r  going t o  a 
l o t  of e f f o r t  I f i n a l l y  persuaded t h e  FBI t o  le t  m e  see the  r e p o r t  t h a t  
they had prepared f o r  t h e  p re s iden t  j u s t  before  t h e  convention and 
updated t h e r e a f t e r .  I was t o l d  t h a t  I could only s e e  i t ,  bu t  could no t  
take  i t  with me, The head of t he  Chicago FBI o f f i c e  de l ive red  i t  t o  me 
wi th  g r e a t  f an fa re ,  t ak ing  i t  out  of h i s  s a fe .  You wouldn't be l i eve  t h a t  
r e p o r t ,  You r e a l l y  would not  be l i eve  it. They took s e r i o u s l y  t h e  
t h r e a t s  of t he  h ipp ie s  t h a t  they were going t o  seduce t h e  convent ioneers  
with naked women, t h a t  they were going t o  poison t h e  Lake Michigan water 
supply; a l l  t hese  put-ons t h a t  Abbie Hoffman had been playing around wi th  
i n  t h e  publ ic  p re s s ,  i n  a memorandum t o  t h e  p re s iden t  of t h e  United 
S t a t e s .  They s a i d ,  "This we be l i eve  is what 's  going t o  happen." They 
d i d n ' t  say ,  "Well, i t  might happen1', o r  they d i d n ' t  say t h a t ,  "Maybe t h i s  
I s  a put-on1'; they  t r e a t e d  everything wi th  dead ser iousness ,  

Q: This  was FBI? 

A: This  was the  FBI a t  t h e  top l e v e l  going t o  t he  p re s iden t  of t h e  
United S ta t e s .  Af t e r  I saw t h a t  I s a i d  t h a t  I could understand why 
Kennedy g o t  so upse t  a t  t h e  i n t e l l i g e n c e  sources f o r  t he  ma te r i a l  t h a t  he 
w a s  given i n  connect ion with preparing f o r  t he  Bay of  Pigs  because t h i s  
was j u s t  t e r r i b l e  i n t e l l i g e n c e  i n  my opinion. It wasn't balanced a t  a l l .  

9: Hoover was s t i l l  FBI head then? 

A: Oh yes,  he was, 

Q: What's your o v e r a l l  impression of t h a t  whole i n v e s t i g a t i o n  when you 
th ink  back on i t ,  how does i t  f i t  i n t o  t he  t imes? 

A: My i n v e s t i g a t i o n ?  

Q: No, we l l ,  t h e  Rights  i n  Conf l i c t .  You had t h i s  pub l i ca t ion  and you 
spent  a couple of months working r e a l l y  d i l i g e n t l y  t o  come up wi th  i t .  
It is a product of t h a t  time. How do you s e e  i t  as f i t t i n g  i n t o  I l l i n o i s  
p o l i t i c a l  h i s  ory? t. 1 

A: 1t's very  hard t o  f i t  i t  i n  except  on t h e  b a s i s  t h a t  i t  gave m e  a l o t  
of no to r i e ty ;  i t  c e r t a i n l y  gave m e  some name recogni t ion ,  f o r  good o r  
bad. I would say t h a t  i t  was a negat ive ,  p o l i t i c a l l y .  I d i d n ' t  t h ink  i t  
would be, but i t  was a negat ive.  The more time t h a t  went by t h e  more 
people became convinced t h e  cops were r i g h t  and t h e  demonstrators  were 
wrong. I d i d n ' t  t h ink  you could put i t  i n  t h a t  kind of a b lack  and white  
contex t .  It was gray. Yes, i t  w a s  nega t ive ,  no ques t ion  about it. 

I ' m  one of t he  few people,  by the  way, t h a t  had a b e s t  s e l l e r  on which 
you never make a n i cke l .  T remember i t  was two o 'c lock i n  t h e  morning 
a f t e r  t h e  p re s s  conference when t h e  head of one of t h e  b ig  paperback 
companies c a l l e d  me and woke me up, And I had taken a--I know i t ' s  kind 



of  a  s i l l y  p o s i t i o n  now but--I had taken a  pos i t i on :  I w i l l  no t  go t o  an 
u n l i s t e d  number. So, he got  m e  i n  t h e  middle of t h e  n igh t  and he s a i d ,  
"I want t o  f l y  you t o  New York tomorrow. I ' m  having my lawyers d r a f t  a  
con t r ac t .  I want t o  publ i sh  t h e  Rights  i n  Conf l i c t  wi th in  a  week and 
have i t  on the  newsstands and I ' m  going t o  g ive  you "X'l d o l l a r s  roya l ty  
and 1 don' t  want my competi t ion t o  bea t  me, so  how much money do you 
want?'' And I laughed, and I s a i d ,  ' 'Sir ,  ,do you want t h e  t e x t  t o  Rights  
i n  Conf l i c t ? "  He s a i d ,  "1 s u r e  do, and f e a t u r i n g  you as t h e  author." I 
s a i d ,  " A l l  you have t o  do is go down t o  Washington, D.C. t o  t h e  Publ ic  
Documents Sect ion o r  t h e  Department of J u s t i c e  and you've got i t ,  and you 
can p r i n t  i t  and then you don' t  owe me anything. It 's a publ ic  
document." And he s a i d ,  "Really?" ( l augh te r )  I s a i d ,  "It h u r t s  me t o  
say i t  bu t ,  r ea l ly . "  

Q: One th ing  we  haven ' t  t a lked  about i s  i n  1968 you were wi th  the  Cook 
County board and t h e r e  was a  j a i l  bond i s s u e  and you were . . . 
A: Oh yes. Dick Ogi lv ie  was pres iden t  of t h e  board. 

Q: Y e s ,  yes. 

A: And Dick asked m e  t o  go on t h e  committee t o  support  t he  bond i s s u e  
t h a t  would renovate  t h e  Cook County j a i l .  Yes, and I d id  do t h a t .  
Another one t h a t  I g o t  involved in .  

Q: Did you work c l o s e l y  wi th  Ogi lv ie  on t h a t ?  

A: I worked some wi th  him, yes,  I wouldn't say  a  l o t .  

Q: What is  your h i s t o r y  wi th  Ogilvie? Did you work toge the r?  I don ' t  
know how a c t i v e  he w a s  i n  e x t r a c u r r i c u l a r  a c t i v i t i e s ,  as you c a l l  them. 

A: I don ' t  t h i n k  I had much encounter with Dick Ogi lv ie ,  ex t ra -  
c u r r i c u l a r ,  H e  was in prosecut ion  as I r e c a l l  and then became s h e r i f f  and 
then became p re s iden t  of t h e  county board. I r e a l l y  d i d n ' t  encounter him 
ha rd ly  a t  a l l ,  

Q: You were a  p rec inc t  committeeman and o f t e n  p rec inc t  committeemen have 
t h e  oppor tuni ty  t o  hand ou t  jobs. Maybe not  a l o t ,  but  t h e r e  sometimes 
are th ings  t h a t  they can do f o r  t h e  people wi th in  t h e i r  p rec inc t .  Did 
you have any of t h a t ,  d id  you do any of t h a t ?  

A: No: ( a )  I d i d n ' t  p a r t i c u l a r l y  be l i eve  i n  i t ;  b u t  (b) t h e r e  wasn't  
any of it anyway. Lake County d i d n ' t  g e t  any jobs. 

Q. Oh, I see .  

A: And I lived i n  a p rec inc t  where even i f  t h e r e  had been jobs 
a v a i l a b l e ,  t h e  people i n  t h a t  precinct--professional ,  buainesa 
executives--I mean they ' r e  no t  i n t e r e s t e d  i n  t h e  kind of jobs t h a t  a r e  
passed out  through patronage. 

Q: What about when you were involved i n  p rec inc t  p o l i t i c s  i n  Chicago? 



A: That was as an  a s s i s t a n t  p rec inc t  cap ta in .  I never  go t  involved i n  
t h a t .  The only th ing  t h a t  I d id  w a s  t o  go out  and work t h e  p rec inc t  on 
e l e c t i o n  day f o r  t h e  p rec inc t  cap ta in ;  t h a t ' s  a l l .  And I wanted t o  l e a r n  
how you worked a p r e c i n c t  and t h a t ' s  what I d id .  But, t h e  o t h e r  a s p e c t s  
of ward committee, p rec inc t  l i f e  . . . I went t o  a meeting every now and 
then  and watched It and l i s t e n e d  and learned something about . . . s u r e ,  
they discussed those  th ings  a t  t h e  ward meetings, bu t  i n  my p rec inc t  
work, as an a s s i s t a n t  cap ta in ,  no, I never got  involved i n  favors .  

Q: I n  Lake County, I don ' t  know, i s  i t  a Democratic county o r  
Republican? 

A: Oh no, i t ' s  a heav i ly  Republican county, heavi ly .  I n  my p r e c i n c t  of 
331 r e g i s t e r e d  v o t e r s  t h e r e  were 35 r e g i s t e r e d  Democrats. I was kind of 
proud of it. I r a n  ahead of Jack  Kennedy; I g o t  one more v o t e  than  Jack 
Kennedy d id  i n  t h a t  primary i n  1960. 

Q: Was t h a t  t h i r t y - s i x  votes?  (laughs) 

A: No, I t h i n k  he go t  t h i r t y  and I got  thir ty-one.  We d i d n ' t  g e t  out  
a l l  of our  Democrats. 

Q: So, It was n o t  one of t h e  most e x c i t i n g  p o l i t i c a l  jobs t h a t  you ever 
had? 

A: Oh, no. It's hard work. 

Q: Well, I ' d  l i k e  t o  g e t  back t o  1969 and 1970. You announced--and I ' m  
no t  going t o  be confused t h i s  time--you announced i n  November of 1970 and 
then  you began your "Walk" i n  J u l y  of 1971. 

A: J u l y  4. 

Q: What happened between November of 1970 and J u l y  of 1971? 

A: Well, I d i d n ' t  q u i t  my job a t  Montgomery Ward u n t i l  May, a s  I r e c a l l .  
And so ,  up t o  t h a t  t ime I was making sporadic  t r i p s  downstate,  meetfng 
county chairmen, t h a t  kind of thing. And, would t ake  a long weekend, f o r  
example, and d r i v e  around t h e  state. And gradual ly  I wound down my 
a c t i v i t i e s  a t  Wards and increased  t h e  tempo of t h e  a c t i v i t i e s  i n  t h e  
campaign. It was a time f o r  fundra is ing;  i t  w a s  a t i m e  f o r  t r y i n g  t o  
l i n e  up some e a r l y  support  downstate t h a t  we were involved in.  The th ing  
t h a t  we did not  t ake  i n t o  account s u f f i c i e n t l y  was t h e  d i f f i c u l t y  of 
fundra is ing .  It w a s  impossible.  Absolutely impossible.  Nobody thought 
I could win, nobody. And so why a r e  they going t o  put  t h e i r  money i n t o  
i t ?  Oh, I ' d  g e t  a few d o l l a r s  he re  and a few d o l l a r s  t he re .  We e n l i s t e d  
t h e  he lp  o f  a gentleman out of Washington named Tom McCoy and t h e  rumor 
got  s t a r t ed - - i t  was i n  t h e  press ;  they  t r e a t e d  it ser ious ly- - tha t  I was 
r a i s i n g  l o t s  of money from wealthy l i b e r a l s  i n  t h e  Eas t  and t h e  West. 
Well, I s u r e  t r i e d  t o  g e t  some money (laugha) from those  wealthy l i b e r a l s  
In t h e  Eas t  and t h e  West, bu t  I s u r e  d i d n ' t  succeed very  much. We spent  
a l o t  of time on t h a t  and i t  j u s t  never d id  come off t h e  way . . . The 
Tribune p a r t i c u l a r l y ,  used t o  w r i t e  e d i t o r i a l s  about i t  and I thought f t  
was funny. 



Q: I don ' t  want t o  m i s s  anything but  r i g h t  now I ' m  cur ious  t o  know when 
t h e  dam broke. When you d id  s t a r t  making some money. 

A: Never d id .  

Q: Never did.  There must have been a  poin t  . . . 
A: Well, a l l  r i g h t ,  t h a t ' s  an exaggeration. Af te r  t h e  primary. It was 
l i k e  pu l l i ng  eye t e e t h  during t h e  primary, and I inves ted  a tremendous 
amount of my own money i n  t h e  primary, loaning i t  t o  t h e  committee. 
Ul t imate ly  go t  a  po r t ion  of tt back. Then we thought t h a t  a f t e r  I g o t  
t h e  Democratic nomination, t h e  s i t u a t i o n  would change d rama t i ca l ly  and 
they'd be knocking down our  doors t o  con t r ibu te .  It d i d n ' t  happen. It 
d i d n ' t  happen. We were broke f o r  months a f t e r  t h e  primary. 

Then i n  June-July, Ogi lv ie  s t a r t e d  t e l e v i s i o n  commercials. "He's been a 
good governor." Real ly took hold. W e  go t  very  worried. We d i d n ' t  have 
any money t o  go on t e l e v i s i o n ;  i t  w a s  about t h e  f i r s t  of October, w e  
st i l l  d id  no t  have enough money f o r  t e l e v i s i o n  a d v e r t i s i n g  and, oh su re ,  
we could maintain t h e  s t a f f  bu t  we were heav i ly  i n  deb t ,  borrowed t h e  
money. And then  f i n a l l y  i n  October we began t o  g e t  a  l i t t l e  more money 
and I pe r sona l ly  put  another  i n fus ion  i n  and w e  were a b l e  t o  put on a  
t e l e v i s i o n  commercial. But t h a t  was t h e  break r i g h t  t he re .  

There w a s  a  break i n  t h e  primary campalgn t h a t  r e s u l t e d  from Paul  Slmon 
making a very  bad mistake i n  a p re s s  conference about t a x a t i o n  which 1'11 
come back t o  l a t e r .  And then ,  t h e  break i n  October when we were a b l e  
f i n a l l y  t o  g e t  enough money t o  mount a t e l e v i s i o n  campaign. The t h i r d  
key th ing  I should have mentioned, bu t  I mentioned e a r l i e r ,  was t h e  f a c t  
t h a t  t h e  "Walk" turned out  t o  be a  success.  Those were t h e  t h r e e  key 
th ings  I t h i n k  i n  t h e  whole series of campaigns. 

Q: Was t h e  "Walkt' i n  your mind a t  t h e  time you were making the  dec i s ion  
whether t o  run o r  n o t ,  o r  d id  t h a t  came l a t e r ?  

A: It came later. In  1971, i n  t h i s  per iod t h a t  you asked me what we 
were doing, w e  spent  a  l o t  of t i m e  th inking  about how can we dramatize 
t h i s  campaign; how can w e  g e t  people t o  t a k e  Dan Walker s e r i o u s l y ;  how 
can we g e t  p u b l i c i t y ;  how can we g e t  over t o  people t h a t  I ' m  no t  j u s t  a 
lawyer with a LaSal le  S t r e e t  background t h a t  doesn ' t  know anything about 
people,  o r  about s t a t e  government; how can I g e t  t o  be t r e a t e d  a s  a 
s e r i o u s  candida te  i n  o t h e r  words? We ta lked  about t h e  p o s s i b i l i t y  of 
doing a canoe t r i p  on a l l  t h e  r i v e r s  i n  I l l i n o i s .  We ta lked  about j u s t  
a l l  kinds of ways t o  do t h i s .  

And, i n  t h e  winter t ime,  i n  F lo r ida ,  a man by t h e  name of Lawton Chi les ,  
running f o r  t h e  United S t a t e s  Senate,  walked t h e  s t a t e .  I'd known Lawton 
f o r  some years and so I t a lked  wi th  Lawton about i t  and he recommended 
it. Our f e a r  was t h a t  we would be t r e a t e d  as copycats  i n  t h e  p re s s  and 
they wouldn't t ake  us  s e r ious ly .  And I t h i n k  I ind ica t ed  last t ime t h a t  
my p re s s  s e c r e t a r y  t o l d  me, "Dan you've got  t o  r e a l i z e  t h a t  i f  t h e  media 
doesn ' t  say  you ' re  walking, you 're  no t  walking." It was a real r i s k .  I 
mean a real r i s k ,  because i f  we'd been put down by t h e  media and they 
hadn' t  covered i t ,  I couldn ' t  have q u i t .  I would have had t o  j u s t  t ake  a 
d i r e c t  r o u t e  and walk t o  Chicago as East as poss ib l e  and go on and do 



something e l s e .  We were very f o r t u n a t e  though. The f i r s t  day the  
Chicago Tribune, and t h e  Chicago Sun-Times s e n t  down r e p o r t e r s .  

Q: And you s t a r t e d  where? 

A: In  Brookport which is r i g h t  ac ros s  t h e  r i v e r  from Paducah, Kentucky. 
A l o t  of people t h ink  I s t a r t e d  i n  Cairo, but  I d idn ' t .  

Q: Why did  they th ink  you s t a r t e d  i n  Cairo? 

A: Because Cairo is  a c t u a l l y  t h e  southernmost t i p  of t h e  s t a t e .  I 
d i d n ' t  want t o  start i n  Cai ro  f o r  two reasons. Number one, I had t o  g e t  
t o  Shawneetown by a p a r t i c u l a r  time f o r  a p a r t i c u l a r  event ,  and I 
couldn ' t  have done i t  i f  I ' d  s t a r t e d  i n  Cairo. It's too  f a r ,  by a day of 
walking. The second reason was t h a t  t h e r e  was a l o t  of r ace  t roub le  i n  
Cai ro  as you may r e c a l l ,  s i n c e  died down. J u s t  not  a good p lace  t o  s t a r t  
o f f  your campaign. So, anyway, we s t a r t e d  and these  two r e p o r t e r s  came 
ou t  and they t r e a t e d  u s  s e r i o u s l y  because they s a w  what an  agony we were 
going through. We were. 

Q: Now when you say  "we," who w a s  wi th  you a t  t h a t  po in t ?  

A: My son Dan, my son Charles  and myself. And I had some massive 
b l i s t e r s  by t h e  end of t h e  f i r s t  day and so did Dan. Charles  d i d n ' t  have 
any, lucky kid ,  And we walked too f a r .  It was a very  hot  day and those  
r e p o r t e r s  saw what we were going through. A s  a matter  of fact--they were 
wearing t enn i s  shoes--they t r i e d  t o  keep up with us  and walk, and they  
s a w  i t  was j u s t  d i s a s t r o u s .  

Q: Who were the  r e p o r t e r s ?  

A: Gosh, I don ' t  remember, I r e a l l y  don ' t .  As a matter  of f a c t ,  I 
d i d n ' t  r e a l i z e  what an o rdea l  i t  was going t o  be. I was i n  good shape. 
I played a l o t  of t e n n i s  and I f igu red ,  we l l ,  anybody can go out  t h e r e  
and walk, And I found ou t  t h a t  i t  j u s t  is not  t h a t  easy p a r t i c u l a r l y  on 
conc re t e  i n  t h e  middle of t h e  summer. So we underestimated i t  very ,  very  
much. We had a lot of problems. If  I get  s t a r t e d  on " ~ a l k "  s t o r i e s  1'11 
never  s top ,  

Q: I want t he  "Walk" s t o r i e s .  (chuckles) .  

A: Well, okay. The f i r s t  day w a s  kind of fun t h e  way i t  s t a r t e d  out  
because t h e r e  was t h i s  b ig  s i g n  down t h e r e  on the  r i v e r ,  "S ta te  of 
I l l i n o i s ,  Governor Ogi lv ie  Welcomes You." And s o  I had my p i c t u r e  taken 
t h e r e  poin t ing  up a t  Governor Ogi lv ie  welcoming me .  And we had t h i s  b i g  
camper--they c a l l  them R V ' s  now--that t he  boys were going t o  s l e e p  i n  a t  
n igh t .  It was planned t h a t  I would s l e e p  wi th  a d i f f e r e n t  fami ly  almost 
every n igh t  of t h e  way, And so ,  t h e  f i r s t  day we made i t  too long. 1 
walked twenty-four miles. It was awful by t h e  end of the  day, I t h i n k  
i t  was nine o 'c lock  a t  night when I f i n a l l y  got  t o  t h i s  home that I w a s  
going t o  s t a y  at .  I had t o  walk t o  t h e  home because I made i t  a r u l e  on 
t h e  "Walkw--we were very  concerned about t h e  media t r y i n g  t o  t r a p  us--we 
would never d r i v e  ahead of where I was walking. We would d r i v e  
backwards, but then  I always marked t h e  p lace  with a s i g n  where I stopped 
f o r  the day and then vent  back there t h e  next morning and picked up t h e r e  



and went on. We were very  meticulous about t h a t .  Well, t h e  r e p o r t e r s  
used t o  h ide  i n  t h e  t r e e s  hoping they could ca t ch  m e  . . . 
Q: Riding. (chuckles) .  

A: . . . r i d i n g  i n  t h e  ca r .  And one of t h e  devas t a t ing  th ings  . . . may 
I jump ahead on t h i s  because i t  may not  come t o  my mind? In  t h e  primary 
of 1976 a t  t h e  p re s s  conference Mayor Daley s a i d ,  "You know, Dan Walker 
never walked t h e  s t a t e .  H e  drove a c a r  between c i t i e s  and he l i e d  t o  t h e  
publ ic .  And then he'd g e t  out  of t he  c a r  and g r e e t  t he  t e l e v i s i o n  cameras 
and walk through t h e  c i t i e s . "  Well, t h a t ' s  j u s t  t o t a l l y  not  t r u e ,  And 
everybody who saw me knows i t .  And I g o t  mad about i t  and l o s t  my 
temper, but my sons,  oh, they were outraged. J u s t  abso lu t e ly  outraged. 
It was a l l  I could do t o  keep them from going down and personal ly  tak ing  
on Mayor Daley. 

Anyway, we went on t h a t  f i r s t  n igh t  [ t o  s t a y  with]  a gentleman and h i s  
wife ,  farmers i n  Bay C i ty ,  a r e a l  small  town. And I remember she  made 
t h i s  s p e c i a l  kind of p i e ,  chess  p i e  i t  was. And j u s t  -a couple of weeks 
ago I s a w  an a r t l c l e  i n  a southern  I l l i n o i s  paper where she was 
reminiscing.  It was an anniversary  of t h e  n igh t  t h a t  I ' d  spent  w i th  them 
and she was reminiscing.  Her husband is  s i n c e  deceased. The r e p o r t e r  
asked he r ,  "Did you vo te  f o r  Dan Walker?" She was t a l k i n g  about what a 
g r e a t  guy I was. She s a i d ,  "No, no, no." She s a i d ,  "1 cou ldn ' t  do t h a t .  
I voted f o r  nothing but  Republicans a l l  my l i f e , "  ( l augh te r )  So . . . 
Q: But she thought you were a g r e a t  guy? 

A: Y e s .  We had a l o t  of fun  a f t e r  I was e l ec t ed ;  I i n v i t e d  a l l  of my 
h o s t s  and hos t e s ses  t o  come t o  a s p e c i a l  pa r ty  a t  t h e  mansion. And I ' v e  
made a l o t  of good f r i e n d s  wi th  those  people even though my con tac t  wi th  
them w a s  d inner  a t  n i g h t  and b reak fas t  t h e  next  morning, but  we had a l o t  
of fun. Anyway t h e  "Walk" went on, and then these  fe l lows  ran  s e r i o u s  
s t o r i e s  i n  t h e  Tr ib  and t h e  Sun-Times with p i c t u r e s ,  And a t  t h a t  t ime, 
p a r t i c u l a r l y ,  t e l e v i s i o n  looked t o  t he  newspapers f o r  what was news. 
What was i n  t h e  newspapers, t h e  TV would run t h a t  n i g h t  a t  t e n  o 'c lock.  
They don't do t h a t  so much now, as I ' m  s u r e  you how.  They saw t h i s ;  
they s e n t  down camera crews because they saw i t  was human i n t e r e s t .  

Q: How soon w a s  t h i s ?  

A: This was the  . . . a couple of days l a t e r  when we go t  t o  Shawneetown. 

Q :  A few days afteq you began? 

A: Yes, j u s t  a couple of days. Time for them t o  crank up and g e t  down 
t h e r e ,  Two of t h e  network s t a t i o n s  s e n t  down camera crews from Chicago. 
And they ran  t h a t  on t h e  t e n  o 'c lock  news, Well, once network s t a t i o n s  
had done t h a t ,  once t h e  b i g  metro papers,  had done i t ,  then  a l l  t h e  o t h e r  
media i n  t h e  s t a t e  t r e a t e d  i t  s e r i o u s l y  from then on. And we got  good 
coverage. The p o l i t i c a l  r e p o r t e r s  like t o  t h ink ,  and always have 
thought,  t h a t  t h e  reason why t he  "Walk" was so important i n  t h e  campaign 
was because of a l l  t h e  p u b l i c i t y  I got. That ' s  no t  t rue .  Sure i t  
helped,  s u r e  i t  helped,  bu t  i t  was the  psychological  impact of t he  "Walk" 
t h a t  made t h e  d i f f e r e n c e ,  



The pub l i c  a t  t h a t  time was g e t t i n g  t o t a l l y  turned o f f  on i n s t i t u t i o n s ,  
And I found t h a t  ou t  e a r l y  on on t h e  llWalk,'l although t h i s  was no t  p a r t  
of t he  p o l i t i c a l  l o r e  a t  t h a t  time. And they were g e t t i n g  turned o f f  more 
and more on p o l i t i c i a n s ,  and t h e  d i s t a n c e  between p o l i t i c i a n s  and people. 
There I was out  t h e r e  working and walking and being wi th  people and doing 
t h a t  which they wanted p o l i t i c i a n s  despe ra t e ly  t o  do: t o  come out  t h e r e  
and t a l k  t o  them and meet them. The pub l i c  l i k e d  then and l i k e s  now t h i s  
concept of a guy being w i l l i n g  t o  work t o  be e lec ted .  He wants t o  work 
t o  do i t .  People who've worked a l l  t h e i r  l i f e  equate  wi th  somebody who's 
working and i t  was t h a t  r e l a t i o n s h i p  factor--they could r e l a t e  t o  me-- 
t h a t  came out of t h e  "Walk." I ' v e  never l o s t  t h a t  wi th  a  l o t  of people 
around t h e  s t a t e .  I j u s t  d id  a parade Saturday i n  Benton and d id  my 
walk-run th ing ,  "How a r e  your f e e t ,  Dan?" " S t i l l  walking, Dan?" You 
know, and t h i s  i a  six years  ago. 

Q: Speaking of f e e t ,  t h i s  is a  very  mundane quest ion,  b u t  you were 
t e r r i b l y  b l i s t e r e d  by t h e  end of t h e  f i r s t  day, how did  you go out  t h e  
second day wi th  f e e t  so b l i s t e r e d ?  

A: Well, un fo r tuna te ly ,  nobody t o l d  m e  t h a t  you could put  s p e c i a l  
p repa ra t ions  t h a t  a t h l e t e s  use  on t h e i r  f e e t  t o  he lp  ward o f f  b l i s t e r s ,  
And nobody ever  taught  me how t o  break a b l i s t e r .  I l ea rned ,  when I 
f i n a l l y  went t o  see a f o o t  doc to r ,  a f t e r  two weeks of h o r r i b l e  pain,  t h a t  
you take a needle  and puncture t h e  b l i s t e r  but  keep t h a t  c a l l o u s  the re .  
I d i d n ' t  know t h a t .  I j u s t  c u t  it open, you know, and so t h e  c a l l o u s  
would pee l  away and t h e r e  i t  w a s .  

I n  answer t o  your ques t ion ,  we l l ,  what a r e  you going t o  do? You can' t 
q u i t .  You j u s t  took it. It was Ike  Pappas who w a s  then  a  TV 
correspondent ,  s t i l l  i s  I guess  f o r  n a t i o n a l  NBC-national s e n t  out  a 
crew, And they d id  a th ing ,  on n a t i o n a l  news, of my f i x i n g  my f e e t  i n  
t h e  morning when I g o t  up; i t  would take a ha l f  an hour. By the  time I ' d  
taken c a r e  of a l l  t h e  b l i s t e r s ,  bathed them and put t h e  medicine on e t c . ,  
pu t  t h e  bandages on, put Vase l ine  on, pu l led  t h e  socks on, t h e  b i g  socks 
and then  f i n a l l y  put t h e  boots  on and laced  them up, and then  f i n a l l y  
s tand  up and take  a few s t e p s .  And i t  took a  long time and i t  was very ,  
very p a i n f u l ,  And then t h e  walking was j u s t  an  ordea l .  

W e  f i n a l l y  had t o  take  Dan o f f  t he  "Walk" j u s t  before  we got  t o  
Harr isburg because we were a f r a i d  of i n f e c t i o n ,  and he had t o  stay o f f  
t h e  "Walk" f o r ,  I t h i n k  t e n  days, u n t i l  h i s  f e e t  go t  b e t t e r .  But mine 
a f t e r ,  oh, a f t e r  about t h r e e  weeks they s t a r t e d  s e t t l i n g  down and then  I 
had no problems a t  a l l  f o r  t h e  rest of t h e  time. 

The boys were g r e a t ,  though, because I would g e t  towards t h e  end of t h e  
day and t h e r e  would be a l i t t l e  s i g n  on the  highway saying,  "Scranton, 1 
mile," i n  t h a t  d i r e c t i o n  and I would say ,  "Boys, i t 's  g e t t i n g  l a t e  i n  t h e  
day, l e t ' s  j u s t  pass  t h i s  town. That ' s  an e x t r a  mile  t o  walk over t h e r e  
and back t o  t h e  highway." And t h e  boys would t ake  me by the  arm and say ,  
I1 Dad, you 're  out  here  t o  meet people,  Le t ' s  go," And i t  r e a l l y  was good 
having young people with you who have a l o t  more r e s i l i e n c e ,  of course ,  
than  I d i d ,  

Q: But they probably were r e a l l y  caught up i n  t h i s  idea  of t h e  "Walk," 
your ch i ld ren .  



A: It was a f a n t a s t i c  experience. It completely changed the  younger son 
t h a t  was with m e ;  i t  matured him. He r e a l l y  needed i t ,  and made a 
tremendous impression on him. The boys were g rea t .  They r e a l l y  had a 
l o t  of fun. They f r o l i c k e d  around and you know, would do a l l  kinds of 
t h ings ,  bu t  they worked hard too. It 's wonderful t o  be a b l e  t o  have t h a t  
much time with your sons by your se l f ,  every day. So we enjoyed it. 

Some th ings  happened. W e  had some bad experlences,  n o t  a l o t .  I remember 
t h e  day t h a t  a Hostess bakery t ruck  drove by and t h e  guy leaned out  and 
threw about a dozen Twinkles a t  us. And we scrambled around on t h e  road 
and picked them up and a t e  them l i k e  mad. People were always br inging  
th ings  out.  Women would br ing  out  iced  t e a  and lemonade on t h e  highway 
because they'd hear  on t h e  r a d i o  t h a t  I w a s  out  t h e r e  and i t  was a ho t  
day. I ' l l  never f o r g e t  t h e  day tha t - - i t  w a s  on a lone ly  s t r e t c h  of 
road--this lady brought ou t  a jug of lemonade, and I had some lemonade; 
i t  t a s t e d  good. And t h e  lady,  about two minutes later, brought ou t  some 
iced t e a  and you got  t o  d r i n k  i t  you know. I mean a f t e r  a l l  . . . 
Q: Sure. 

A: . . . they go t o  a l l  t h i s  t rouble .  Then a lady brought ou t  Coca Cola 
which I hated.  The sweet s t u f f  you j u s t  c a n ' t  d r i n k  when you're doing 
t h a t .  I had t o  d r i n k  i t ,  you know. By t h i s  t ime I ' m  beginning t o  look 
around, you know; t h e  t r a f f i c  is  heavy and no gas s t a t i o n s  (chuckles)  so 
you d id  have problems l i k e  t h a t  ou t  t h e r e  on t h e  highway. 

I only had one sca ry  t i m e .  This w a s  a f t e r  t h e  boys l e f t  and I w a s  
walking by myself.  It was i n  r e a l l y  wild country down below Spr ing f i e ld ,  
between Spr ing f i e ld  and Alton, over i n  J e r sey  County. I don ' t  know 
whether you know t h a t  a r e a  over there .  And I ' m  walking along t h i s  grave l  
road and t h i s  pickup t r u c k  comes by, and has t h e  r i f l e  up over t h e  back 
window, you know. Mean looking guy d r iv ing  it. Drove by and I d i d  my 
wave b i t  and he turned and looked a t  m e  and gave m e  a glower, and I 
d i d n ' t  pay any a t t e n t i o n  t o  i t .  A couple of minutes l a t e r  h e ' s  coming 
back going t h e  oppos i t e  d i r e c t i o n .  I thought,  "That's funny." Well, 
maybe he went t o  v i s i t  somebody and w a s  coming back. A few minutes l a t e r  
he comes by me aga in ,  and he came back t h i s  way, and then  t h i s  way, and 
then  t h i s  way. And I ' m  saying,  "My God, do you suppose t h a t  guy h a s  got  
v io l ence  i n  mind?" Well, a few minutes l a t e r ,  wel l  an hour l a t e r  I 
guess,  I walked i n t o  town and t h e r e  on the  square i s  t h e  t r u c k  parked and 
t h e r e  he is. So I j u s t  walked over t o  him--I d i d n ' t  know what was going 
t o  happen--and he s a i d ,  "Oh Dan, I ' m  so glad you came over." H e  s a i d ,  
"I 've been t r y i n g  f o r  t h r e e  hours  t o  g e t  up enough nerve t o  s t o p  and t a l k  
t o  you. " 

Q: ( laughs)  Oh, how wonderful. That ' s  g rea t .  

A: And then  another  one was--this was t h e  f i r s t  few days of t h e  
"Walktt--we wore khaki t r o u s e r s  and b lue  s h i r t s  and a red bandana. Not 
some of t h e  a t t i re  t h a t  h i s t o r y  says  I wore. You know, o v e r a l l s  o r  
something l i k e  t h a t .  And a t  t h i s  p a r t i c u l a r  t i m e ,  unbeknownst t o  me, 
t h e r e  were some p r i sone r s  t h a t  had escaped from a pr i son  i n  southern 
I l l i n o i s  and t h e  p r i son  a t t i r e  w a s  t h e  same as what we  had on. I d f d n ' t  
know t h a t .  We were walking along and a p o l i c e  car stopped on t h e  o t h e r  
s i d e  of t h e  road. So, I t o l d  the  boys, "Keep on walking; I want t o  go 



over  and say,  ' H i ,  '11 which I always d id  when a c a r  stopped. Well, a s  t he  
policeman l a t e r  t e l l s  t h e  s t o r y ,  I walked up t o  t h e  c a r ,  he watched me 
corning up, he thought I was t h e  escaped convic t ,  He took out  h i s  gun and 
l a i d  i t  on the  s e a t  bes ide  him, l i k e  t h i s ,  and he had h i s  hand on t h e  
gun. And I walked up and s t r e t c h e d  my hand through the  window t o  say ,  
" H i ,  I ' m  Dan Walker .I1 He s t a r t e d  t o  l i f t  h i s  gun up o f f  t he  s e a t  and a l l  
of a sudden t h e  name Dan Walker h i t  him and he s a i d ,  "That 's  t h a t  guy 
who's walking." And he put down the  gun and d i d n ' t  say a word t o  m e  
about it. But then I met him a f t e r  I became governor and he t o l d  me t h i s  
s t o r y  of what had happened and how c l o s e  he came t o  shoot ing me. 

Q: Oh, my! 

A: But we had l o t s  of funny inc iden t s .  I remember the  t i m e  when I came 
up t o  t h i s  l i t t l e  house over i n  Champaign, an i r o n  worker. I always 
t r i e d  t o  s t a y  wi th  "people" people. Never wi th  a banker, p ro fe s s iona l  
person, never with a l ead ing  Democrat, always with al l -walks-of- l i fe  
people.  This f e l l ow was an i r o n  worker, a young man, and h i s  wi fe  opened 
t h e  door--small house--and s a i d ,  " H i ,  " and I introduced myself. She was 
very  b e a u t i f u l ,  I mean very young and beau t i fu l .  Had one of t hese  
Playboy necklaces around her  neck, you know, and she s a i d  he r  husband 
would be along home from work p r e t t y  soon and i n v i t e d  me i n  and took me 
t o  t he  bedroom s o  I could put my l i t t l e  bag i n  there .  And I looked and I 
saw immediately t h a t  t h i s  w a s  t he  only bedroom i n  the  house, You could 
te l l ,  i t  was such a s m a l l  house. I s a i d ,  "Oh no, I won't t ake  your 
bedroom, I ' l l  s l e e p  on the  couch tonight." You know how you do when 
you're a guest .  We went back and f o r t h  and back and fo r th .  She w a s  
i n s i s t e n t .  F i n a l l y  she g o t  i n  t he  l a s t  word. She s a i d ,  "Dan, you've got  
t o  s l e e p  i n  my bedroom. I want t o  be a b l e  t o  say f o r  t he  r e s t  of my l i f e  
t h a t  a governor s l e p t  i n  my bed." ( l augh te r )  Well, what a r e  you going t o  
say? So she  went i n t o  t h e  k i t chen  and I went i n t o  t h e  bedroom. This  is  
a l i t t l e  s a l ac ious ,  fo rg ive  me please--real small room, and the  whole 
wa l l  oppos i te  t h e  bed was covered with--I counted them la te r - - f ive  yea r s  
of the  cen te r fo lds  of Playboy magazine. Naked women. W e l l ,  I ' d  been on 
t h e  road f o r  s i x  weeks and I d i d n ' t  s l e e p  a wink t h a t  n igh t .  It was 
r e a l l y  . . . 
Q: Did he r  husband ever  come home? 

A: Oh s u r e  he d i d ,  ( laughs)  

Q: Oh, good, 

A: Oh s u r e  he d id .  I w a s  p roper ly  chaperoned. ( l augh te r )  It was very  
hard though because i n  a l o t  of t h e  famil ies-- they ' re  working famil ies--  
and the  custom i n  these  f a m i l i e s ,  most of them, is  when t h e  man comes 
home he sits down t o  t h e  t a b l e  and he e a t s  dinner .  There 's  no i n t e r v a l  
i n  there .  And t h e  man g e t s  q u i t e  c r o s s  i f  d inner  i s n ' t  on t h e  t a b l e  when 
he g e t s  home. Well, when I would come i n  from walking a l l  day, t h e  l a s t  
th ing  i n  t he  world I wanted t o  do was s i t  down and e a t  r i g h t  away. I 
wanted t o  be a b l e  t o  go t ake  a shower, g e t  washed up, r e l a x  f o r  a few 
minutes and then come out  and meet a l l  members of t he  family and have 
d inner ,  So t h i s  was very ,  very ,  very,  very ,  t i r i n g  and very ,  very  
d i f f i c u l t .  I remember t h e  love ly  l ady ,  Mrs. Logsden i n  Shawneetown. Her 
husband was a farmer. She met me a t  the door--she grew up i n  t h e  city-- 



she  m e t  m e  a t  t h e  door and took one look a t  me and s a i d ,  "Dan, t h e  
bedroom's that-a-way; h e r e ' s  a p i t c h e r  of mar t in i s ;  1'11 s e e  you i n  an 
hour and a h a l f .  

Q: Wonderful. 

A: And, I always used t o  t e a s e  h e r  about t h a t .  And then  t h e r e  was one 
bedroom I went i n t o  and guess  whose p i c t u r e  was hanging over t h e  bed? 
Beaut i fu l  autographed p i c t u r e  of Paul Simon, my opponent. 

Q: Oh, wonderful. ( laughs)  

A: I s n ' t  t h a t  something. 

Q: Over t h e  bed? On t h e  w a l l  o r  . . . 
A: On the  wall .  

Q: On t h e  c e i l i n g ?  ( laughs)  

A: No, n o t  up t he re .  P lace  of honor. I converted them. 

Q: Oh, good. Do you t h i n k  you converted most of t h e  people you s tayed 
with? 

A: I don ' t  know, I t h i n k  . . . 
Q: Aside from t h e  lady . . . 
A: . . . you know how personal  contac t  is. There was t h i s  one young 
lady i n  Peor ia ,  walking along t h e  s t r e e t  with her ;  she  had gree ted  me 
when I walked i n t o  town and I w a s  going t o  be t h e r e  s e v e r a l  n i g h t s  
s t ay ing  i n  d i f f e r e n t  people 's  homes and I sald casua l ly ,  not  even knowing 
why I s a i d  i t - - the words j u s t  came out  wrong; you've had t h i s  happen t o  
you j u s t  t r y i n g  t o  make conversat ion.  She w a s  kind of q u i e t  and I s a i d ,  
"Mary, what n i g h t  is  i t  I ' m  going t o  be s leeping  wi th  you?'' 

Q: ( laughs)  Oh w e l l ,  you ' re  t i r e d .  

A: It go t  t o  be . . . oh I 'll t e l l  you. You want t o  hear  another  
s a l a c i o u s  one? 

Q: Yes, yes,  I love  t h e  s a l a c i o u s  ones. 

A: A s m a l l  home up i n  no r the rn  I l l i n o i s  and t h e i r  bed rom and k i t chen  
were between my bedroom and t h e  bath. To go t o  t h e  bathroom i n  t h e  
middle of t h e  n i g h t  I had t o  walk through t h e i r  bedroom. Well you know, 
you don ' t  want t o  do t h a t ,  okay? And I ' d  been dr inking  a l o t  of iced  tea 
that day; it  was h o t ,  and so I woke up seve ra l  t i m e s .  Well, what are you 
going t o  do? I looked around t h e  room f o r  something t h a t  I could use. 
( l augh te r )  F i n a l l y  I found some l i t t l e  d i x i e  cups. Well, i t  took about 
e i g h t  d i x i e  cups--I'm embarrassed--took about e i g h t  d i x i e  cups, and then 
t h e  next  morning I, you know, go t o  t h e  k i t chen  and my h o s t e s s  i s  t h e r e  
i n  t h e  ki tchen.  Well, how am I go-ing t o  g e t  t h e  d i x i e  cups from my 
bedroom t o  t h e  bathroom? ( l augh te r )  So I would walk i n t o  t h e  k i tchen  and 



I would have one cup he ld  behind me and I would say,  "Hi ,  how are you 
t h i s  morning," you know and, "Excuse me," you know and I ' d  go on through. 
I made s i x  d i f f e r e n t  t r i p s  and she  f i n a l l y  s a i d ,  "What i n  t h e  world a r e  
you going back and f o r t h  f o r  so  much?" 

Q:  hat's a wonderful, wonderful s t o r y .  

A: It f i n a l l y  got  . . . I remember t h e  day t h a t  I c a l l e d  Vic. It was 
sou th  of Sp r ing f i e ld .  I ' d  been on the  road I t h i n k  about a month, And I 
s a i d ,  "Vic, I c a n ' t  keep t h i s  up any longer .  I have got  t o  be a b l e  t o  
s t a y  a t  a motel more. It is j u s t  too  much of a d r a i n  t o  put  ou t  t h i s  
kind of phys ica l  o r d e a l  and then  go m e e t  s t r a n g e r s ,  and sit through 
d inner  and then they have a  r ecep t ion  and you don' t  g e t  i n  bed u n t i l  
midnight o r  one o 'c lock  i n  t h e  morning, and then they a l l  have e a r l y  
b r e a k f a s t  and you f e e l  l i k e  you have t o  g e t  up and have b reak fas t  with 
t h e  family,  so you s t a r t  t h e  day out  t i r ed . "  And I j u s t  s a i d ,  "I can1 t 
handle i t  anymore." I s t a r t e d  out  doing i t  ( s t ay ing  with d i f f e r e n t  
f a m i l i e s )  s i x  n i g h t s  a  week and I f i n a l l y  ended up a t  two o r  t h r e e  n i g h t s  
a week t he  l a s t  few weeks of t h e  "Walk." 

Q: What was going on t h i s  whole time behind t h e  scenes? 

A: Well t h e  s t a f f  was working very hard preparing p o s i t i o n  papers ,  doing 
research.  I had my wife  and t h e  k ids  going t o  meetings i n  my s t e a d  and 
of course o the r  people on t h e  s t a f f  going t o  meetings. They were j u s t  
doing a lot of t h e  mundane work. Co l l ec t ing  names, doing te lephoning,  a s  
I s a i d ,  i s s u e  papers,  p u t t i n g  out  p re s s  r e l e a s e s .  A l l  of t h a t  kind of 
th ing ,  

Q: Was t h e  camper around a l l  t h e  time? 

A: No, no, t he  camper would come ou t  about t h r e e  times a day f o r  m e  t o  
have i t  f o r  t he  bathroom and t o  g e t  some iced  t e a  o r  something and then  I 
would have lunch. It s e t t l e d  down i n t o  a rou t ine .  I t r i e d  every kind of 
d r i n k  I could i n  terms of s a t i s f y i n g  the  t h i r s t  and nothing worked. I 
t r i e d  Gatorade and lemonade, and w e l l ,  you name i t .  F ina l ly  s e t t l e d  on 
iced  t e a  and I drank copious q u a n t i t i e s  of iced t e a ,  and then I would 
have l i ve rwurs t  sandwiches f o r  lunch. And I remember Steve, went on t o  
become a lawyer and now I t h i n k  h e ' s  i n  t h e  state's a t t o r n e y ' s  o f f i c e ,  
ran  t h e  camper. And he would p u l l  up and say ,  "Well, I ' v e  got  f i v e  i tems 
on the  menu today. I have l i ve rwurs t  wi th  l e t t u c e ,  l i ve rwurs t  wi th  
onions,  l i ve rwurs t  with e t c ,  e tc . "  

Q: ( laughs)  Why l i v e r w u r s t ?  

A: I j u s t  l i k e d  i t .  

Q: You never go t  t i r e d  of i t ?  

A: Never got  t i r e d  of it. I had i t  every day. Every s i n g l e  day. We had 
some o t h e r  funny ep isodes ,  I remember a  t i m e  when we had a r a d i o  
te lephone i n  t h e  camper and Dan would go i n t o  t h e  camper when we'd take  a 
break and he'd c a l l  h i s  g i r l f r i e n d  who l i v e d  out  i n  Los Angeles. Dan w a s  
then going t o  co l l ege  ou t  i n  Ca l i fo rn i a .  And you know, you don ' t  have 
p ro t ec t ion ,  you don ' t  have pr ivacy on those  kinds of te lephones.  



So t h a t  n igh t  we were having d inner  i n  a restaurant--Dan and Charles  and 
I and my campaign guy--and, [ t h e r e  was] t h i s  b ig  f a t  guy a t  t h e  next  
t a b l e ,  he was huge. And I introduced myself t o  him as I d id  t o  everybody 
i n  t h e  r e s t a u r a n t .  I used t o  work r e s t a u r a n t s  l i ke  t h a t .  And when he  
m e t  m e  he s a i d ,  " ~ o u ' r e  Dan Walker? Is t h a t  your son?" And he s t a r t e d  
laughing. And h e ' s  quaking, you know, a b ig  be l ly .  Laughing, he l o s t  
c o n t r o l  and then j u s t  almost f e l l  o f f  t h e  c h a i r  and f i n a l l y  when he could 
g e t  t h e  words o u t ,  he w a s  say-ing t h a t  he l i s t e n e d  on h i s  c a r  r a d i o  
te lephone t o  Dan's conversa t ion  wi th  h i s  g i r l f r i e n d  and he was t e l l i n g  me 
t h a t .  H e  s a i d ,  "Boy t h a t  son of yours has  s u r e  got  some pent-up s t u f f  
there .  You'd b e t t e r  l e t  him off  t h i s  walk f o r  awhile." 

But t h e  boys m e t  some n i c e  g i r l s  and they would go back i n  t h e  evening 
sometimes and have a da te .  And t h e  th ings  t h a t  you would do t o  pass  t h e  
time of day: t h e  number of honks and waves we would keep t r a c k  of j u s t  
t o  s e e  if i t  was going up from day t o  day. And i f  we'd g e t  a bad day, 
why, we'd r e a l l y  be  upset .  We worked on t h e  s igns .  I r e a l i z e d  t h e  
problem a t  t h e  beginning. We're out  t h e r e  walking and nobody knows who 
t h e  h e l l  I am. There I ' m  walking along t h e  road waving a t  them and they  
say,  "Who's t ha t ? "  Th i s  was before  we go t  any pub l i c i t y .  So I f i n a l l y  
f igured  ou t ,  we go t  t o  g e t  a s i g n  and put i t  up. Well I s e n t  t h e  guy 
running t h e  camper back t o  Brookport o r  Paducah t o  get  a s i g n  and he came 
back with one t h a t  t h e  wind knocked over almost immediately. So, we went 
through a success ion  of s i g n s  f o r  about ,  oh, t h r e e  weeks be fo re  w e  
f i n a l l y  got  a huge g r e a t  b i g  metal  s i g n  with a s o l i d  metal s tandard  t h a t  
says  . . . what d id  i t  say? "Dan Walker Ahead, Honk and Wave." And then  
we would put t h a t  s i g n  ahead of u s  l i k e  t h a t ,  and then  t h e r e  would be one 
behind us  f o r  t h e  t r a f f i c  coming t h e  o the r  way. 

For t h e  longes t  time--this j u s t  shows you how dumb you can sometimes 
be--the camper, a f t e r  I ' d  walked up t o  t h e  sfgn f ac ing  t h i s  way, would 
t ake  t h a t  s i g n  and c a r r y  i t  up two m i l e s  ahead. F i n a l l y  i t  came t o  Dan 
one day; he s a i d ,  "Dad, a l l  we have t o  do i s  t ake  t h i s  s ign ,  c a r r y  i t  
ac ros s  t h e  s t r e e t  then  t u r n  it around and i t  w i l l  t ake  c a r e  of t h e  
traffic going t h e  o t h e r  way. ( l augh te r )  And then  they  can br ing  t h e  one 
way back t h e r e  and put  i t  up ahead and j u s t  save an awful l o t  of t ime and 
e f fo r t . "  B r i l l i a n t ,  bu t  i t  lead t o  some of t h e  worst f i g h t s  between Dan 
and Charles over who was going t o  c a r r y  t h a t  s i g n  ac ros s  t h e  s t r e e t .  

Q: How much d i f f e r e n c e  i n  age is  t h e r e  between them? 

A: Oh goodness, Dan's now t h i r t y  and Charles i s  . . . about seven years .  
Something l i k e  t h a t .  And oh, they  would f i g h t .  And Charles  was always 
picking up s t r a y  dogs and I d i d n ' t  want any dogs with us. J u s t  because 
you can ' t  dea l  with them you know. So anyway, j u s t  a l o t  of t h ings  
happened on t h a t  t r i p .  

I remember t h e  t i m e  i n  t h e  t e l e v i s i o n  s t a t l o n  when I ' m  being Interviewed,  
and t h e  guy who was in te rv iewing  me has  a g u i t a r  and he a l s o  d id  
in te rv iews ,  and I ' m  on h i s  program and a t  one po in t  he s a i d ,  " I ' m  going 
t o  s i n g  a song, do you mind?" He reached down and picked up h i s  g u i t a r  
and he s t a r t e d  s inging  about my f e e t .  Have you ever  t r i e d  t o  f i g u r e  ou t  
what kind of an  express ion  you should have on your f a c e  on t e l e v i s i o n  
when somebody is  s ing ing  you a song about your f e e t ?  ( l augh te r ) .  



Q: No, no I haven ' t  had t h a t  problem. 

A: I had a l o t  of t h i n g s  t o  do too. For example, a t  t h e  beginning--we 
f i n a l l y  had t o  g ive  It up--Dan and Charles  would write down i n  a  notebook 
t h e  names of everybody I ' d  met and t h e i r  address ,  and then  every o t h e r  
day those  would be mailed t o  Chicago and a  l e t t e r  would be w r i t t e n  w e r  
my s i g n a t u r e  t o  t h a t  person saying,  "Glad t o  have met you." Tremendous 
amount of work bu t  we wanted t o  develop names a l so .  It got  t o  be so  
voluminous s t a f f w i s e ,  we j u s t  f i n a l l y  had t o  g ive  i t  up. Every day I 
would have a  l i s t  of te lephone numbers t h a t  I would c a l l .  Supporters  
from around t h e  s t a t e ,  key people and a l s o  f u n d r a i s e r s  and then  I would 
have te lephone in te rv iews  wi th  se l ec t ed  people around t h e  s t a t e  a l l  
organized f o r  me. By t h e  way, I kept  a journa l .  

Q: Oh, you d id?  

A: Oh yes. l t l s  a l l  w r i t t e n  down. Every day I d i c t a t e d  t h e  events  of 
t h e  day. It 's c a l l e d  t h e  "Walk Journal ,"  and I a l s o  have a  book of 
photographs t h a t ' s  arranged chronologica l ly  f o r  t he  "walk," t h a t  each one 
of t h e  boys has t h a t  shows you t h e  p i c tu re s .  Do you want t o  look a t  i t ?  

Q: I ' d  love  t o  see i t ,  yes. 

A: Okay. It 's a good breaklng time anyway. 

Q: Okay, yes. 
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Q: I ' d  l i k e  us  t o  go i n t o  some d e t a t l  today on the  " ~ a l k , "  and of course 
a good p lace  t o  s t a r t  is  southern  I l l i n o i s .  You ta lked  t h e  o t h e r  day t o  
me about some of t h e  experiences you had s t ay ing  I n  homes, and I guess  
I ' d  l i k e  t o  begin by t a l k i n g  about some of t h e  concerns t h a t  you found 
t h a t  people i n  southern  I l l i n o i s  w e r e  p a r t i c u l a r l y  i n t e r e s t e d  in .  

A: When you say  southern  I l l i n o i s  do you mean r e a l l y  southern  I l l i n o i s  
o r  do you j u s t  mean downstate o u t s i d e  of t h e  Chicago met ropol i tan  a rea?  

Q: I mean r e a l l y  south  of Sp r ing f i e ld ,  southern  I l l i n o i s .  

A: Well, southern  I l l i n o i s  proper is, a s  you know, 1 ' m  su re ,  south  of 
Highway 50. Not south of Spr ingf ie ld .  The a r e a  no r th  of Hlghway 50 
which runs east-west a c r o s s  t h e  s t a t e  is i n  c e n t r a l  I l l i n o i s  as 
I l l i n o i s a n s  perce ive  it. As a mat te r  of fact,  t h e  people i n  southern 
I l l i n o i s  don ' t  even l i k e  t o  r e f e r  t o  Carbondale as being i n  southern  
I l l i n o i s  because of t h e  u n i v e r s i t y  and t h e  k ids  and so  fo r th .  And, they  
a l s o  don ' t  l i k e  t o  t h i n k  of t h e  Eas t  St .  Louis area as being i n  southern  
I l l i n o i s .  Very s t r o n g  f e e l i n g s  run on t h a t  sub jec t .  

To put i t  i n  con tex t ,  southern  I l l i n o i s ,  t h e  a r e a  of t h e  s t a t e  I ' m  now 
t a l k i n g  about ,  is  very  southern i n  i ts  t r a d i t i o n .  The people a r e  from 
t h e  South. Indeed, i t  w a s  southern  I l l i n o i s  t h a t  w a s  f i r s t  s e t t l e d  i n  
I l l i n o i s ,  no t  t h e  rest of t h e  s t a t e .  And t h e  people came by and l a r g e  



from t h e  TennesseelKentucky, Vi rg in ia /Caro l ina  a r e a ,  so t h e r e ' s  a l o t  of 
southern sympathies, southern  t a l k ,  southern food and southern f e e l i n g s  
i n  southern I l l i n o i s .  They f e e l  c u t  o f f  from t h e  rest of t he  s t a t e ;  they 
f e e l  poor; they f e e l  economically deprived; they f e e l  t h a t  because t h e  
a r e a  is  spa r se ly  populated t h a t  they don' t  g e t  "goodies," i f  you w i l l ,  
from state government. 

I n t e r e s t i n g l y ,  p o l i t i c a l l y  southern  I l l i n o i s  is  very,  very  a c t i v e .  They 
play p o l i t i c s  24 hours a day, 365 days a year  i n  southern  I l l i n o i s .  And 
l o t s  of people,  I don ' t  mean j u s t  t h e  p o l i t i c i a n s ,  I t 's  un l ike  t h e  
Chicago met ropol i tan  a r e a  where people only g e t  i n t e r e s t e d  i n  p o l i t i c s  
during a campaign. Thatf  s no t  t r u e  i n  southern  I l l i n o i s .  Theyf r e  very 
patronage conscious,  very job conscious because of t h e  economy, I ' m  sure .  
And they have some d i f f e r e n t  s tandards ,  many of them. They s e e  
abso lu t e ly  nothing wrong wi th  c o n t r a c t  patronage and t h a t  kind of th ing .  
They j u s t  have a t o t a l l y  d i f f e r e n t  approach, r e a l l y ,  t o  p o l i t i c s .  

They have an  a l i e n a t i o n ,  they  f e e l  a l i e n a t e d  from s t a t e  government. That 
i s  t r u e  i n  many p a r t s  of downstate. I found t h a t  very deep f e e l i n g  when 
I walked through t h e  s t a t e .  It 's p a r t i c u l a r l y  t r u e  i n  downstate I l l i n o i s .  
You c a n ' t  r e a l l y ,  I don ' t  t h ink ,  understand the  downstate feeling--now 
I ' m  going beyond southern  I l l i n o i s  t o  inc lude  a11 downstate--unless you 
t a l k  f a c e  t o  f a c e  wi th  people and l o t s  of them. In ord inary  campaigning 
you don ' t  do t h a t .  You t a l k  at people when you're campaigning. You g ive  
speeches on a platform, o r  i f  you do go i n t o  a town you shake hands and 
have i d l e  conversat ion,  bu t  you don' t  t a l k  with people. 

And t h a t  was one of t h e  b e a u t i f u l  t h ings  about t h e  "Walk," because I had 
so  much t i m e  t o  j u s t  s tand  t h e r e  and t a l k  with people. You l e a r n  what 
farmers r e a l l y  a r e  concerned about ,  You l e a r n  what businessmen a r e  
concerned about i n  t h e  small  s t o r e s  because you have time t o  t a l k  t o  
them. And more impor tan t ly ,  t h a t  word t h a t  I savor  so much, l i s t e n .  
There are very few people t h a t  know how t o  l i s t e n ,  Very few people t h a t  
a r e  w i l l i n g  t o  blank t h e i r  mind when they ' r e  l i s t e n i n g  t o  somebody e l s e  
and j u s t  l i s t e n  and savor  what 's  being s a i d ,  Most people when they ' r e  
l i s t e n i n g  a r e n ' t  r e a l l y  l i s t e n i n g ;  t hey ' r e  th inking  about what t hey ' r e  
going t o  say when t h e  o t h e r  person s t o p s  t a lk ing .  And l i s t e n i n g  was one 
of t he  th ings  t h a t  I learned  how t o  do a long time ago, And I honed t h a t  
a r t  i n  t h e  "Walk" through t h e  s t a t e .  

Q: What about some of t h e  i s sues?  Well, t o  take a r e a l  b a s i c  one, 
Ogi lv ie  was supposedly defea ted  by t h e  income t ax ,  And I g e t  a sense  
from your journa l  t h a t  t h a t  i s n ' t  what you were g e t t i n g  from people from 
t h e  very beginning. 

A: No, no. The income i s s u e  was perceived much g r e a t e r  by the  p re s s  
than by t h e  people. Most people can come t o  accept  t h e  income tax and 
r e a l i z e  t h a t  t he  s t a t e  had t o  have i t .  Now t h a t ' s  no t  t r u e  of a l l  
people,  and i t ' s  a l s o  t r u e  t h a t  many accepted i t  begrudgingly . But I 
d id  not  f i n d  the  income t a x  t o  be a b i g  i s s u e  as I came through t h e  
s t a t e ,  and ye t  t h e  media p e r s i s t e d  i n  making i t  a b i g  i s sue .  Now 
i n c r e a s e s  i n  taxes ,  income o r  otherwise,  is  a b ig  i ssue .  And t h a t ' s  why 
during t h e  primary I was a b l e  t o  take g r e a t  advantage of Paul  Simon's 
fundamental p re s s  conference error on t h e  i ssue .  



Q: What about--going back aga in  t o  southern I l l i no i s - - the  f e e l i n g  t h a t  
t h e  governor d id  nothing f o r  t hese  people? That t h e  s t a t e  Department of 
Agr i cu l tu re  d id  nothing f o r  t h e  farmers i n  southern I l l i n o i s .  

A:  hat's very t rue .  I was su rp r i s ed  t o  l e a r n  t h a t ,  I would a s k  farmer 
a f t e r  farmer,  "What does t h e  s t a t e  Department of Agr icu l ture  do f o r  you?" 
And they'd say,  "What?" You know, they d idn ' t  even know t h a t  t h e r e  w a s  a  
s t a t e  Department of Agr i cu l tu re  . . . t h a t ' s  a  s l i g h t  exaggerat ion.  But 
s t a t e  government i s  not  w e l l  known, and t h a t ' s  one of t h e  reasons why I 
decided t o  spend more t i m e ,  when I was governor, moving around the  state, 
g e t t i n g  on t e l e v i s i o n ,  t a l k i n g  about t h e  i s s u e s ,  because otherwise you 
don ' t  g e t  the  i s s u e s  through t o  people and it 's during t h e  "Walk" t h a t  I 
learned  t h a t .  

1t's a l s o  a t  t h a t  time t h a t  t h e  g r e a t  a l i e n a t i o n ,  t h e  g r e a t  movement away 
from t h e  programs of t h e  1960ts ,  t h e  f e d e r a l  programs, began t o  be f e l t  
ou t  t h e r e  by the  pub l i c ,  I t 's  now reaching i ts  peak. But t h a t  s t a r t e d  i n  
t h e  e a r l y  1970's and I picked i t  up. People r e a l i z e d  t h a t  you can ' t  
throw money a t  problems and so lve  them. They were p a i n f u l l y  aware of t h e  
fact--they would t e l l  me, "Public housing doesn ' t  work, t h e  war on 
poverty doesn ' t  work, so  why a r e  t h e  p o l i t i c i a n s  t a l k i n g  about spending 
mi l l i ons  of d o l l a r s  every time a problem comes up." And I heard t h a t  
over  and over again.  Also t h e  i n s t i t u t i o n a l  a l i e n a t i o n  t h a t  came out  of 
what happened during t h e  1960is ,  I began t o  pick up i n  t he  e a r l y  1970's. 
And I picked i t  up because of t h e  "Walk.'l 

Q: Early i n  t h e  "Walk," Tom Foran made a  s ta tement  t h a t  w a s  l a t e r  t o  
haunt him about h i s  b e l i e f  t h a t  t h e  reason you were appeal ing t o  people 
i n  southern  I l l i n o i s  w a s  because they were so unsophis t ica ted .  And ye t  
l a t e r  on, you d id  s e v e r a l  t i m e s  comment t h a t  i t  - was t h e  unsophis t ica ted  
people who were most empathet ic  with what you were t r y i n g  t o  do. 

A: Tha t ' s  c o r r e c t  because--when I was a kid I knew t h i s ;  I had fo rgo t t en  
about i t---unsophisticated people a r e  much more l i k e l y  t o  perce ive  t h e  
r e a l i t y  of p o l i t i c s  and p o l i t i c i a n s  than soph i s t i ca t ed  people a r e .  Now 
t h a t ' s  a s tatement  t h a t  on t h e  no r th  s i d e  of Chicago w i l l  be laughed a t .  
And i n  t h e  corpora te  board rooms w i l l  be laughed a t .  But it is  t rue .  
The well-to-do, upper income people a r e  much more naive about t he  r e a l i t y  
of what goes on i n  p o l i t i c s  and government than the  guy on the  s t r e e t  is, 

Q: You s a i d  t h a t  i n  southern  I l l i n o i s  you saw a r e a l  problem i n  t h e  l a c k  
of long-range planning f o r  t h a t  a r e a  of t he  s t a t e .  Was t h a t  t h e  case  
through a l l  t h e  s t a t e  o r  was it  p a r t i c u l a r l y  r e l evan t  t o  t h a t  a r ea?  

A: I t h i n k  it w a s  t r u e  throughout the state. We took some beginning 
s t eps .  Actual ly  Ogi lv ie  s t a r t e d  some long-range planning f o r  s t a t e  
government t h a t  w a s  very  good. I d i d n ' t  know t h a t  much about t h a t  a t  
t h a t  time. La ter  on I l ea rned  of i t ,  and we t r i e d  t o  cont inue i t  bu t  I 
have a l s o  learned t h a t ,  i n  government, as a r e s u l t  of my experience,  
planning is not  what i t 's  cracked up t o  be. 

Q: There j u s t  i s n ' t  any way t o  r e a l l y  handle t h a t ,  I would th ink ,  

A: P o l i t i c s  and t h e  way t h a t  you have t o  handle government when you ' re  
an  e l e c t e d  o f f i c i a l  makes planning mostly a paperwork exe rc i se ,  



Q: I was f a sc ina t ed  a s  you walked a t  t he  r e a c t i o n s  of r egu la r  Democrats 
t o  t h e  "Walk," and t o  being seen with you and I wonder i f  you'd t a l k  
about t h a t  a l i t t l e ?  

A: Well, a t  f i r s t  i t  w a s  p a i n f u l  but  then I s t a r t e d  t o  laugh about i t .  
Inev i t ab ly ,  i n  t h e  e a r l y  days p a r t i c u l a r l y ,  and through most of t h e  
"Walk," a s  a matter of f a c t ,  t h e  mayor would leave  town before  I g o t  
t h e r e  because he would be embarrassed i f  he s a t  i n  h i s  o f f i c e  and d i d n ' t  
meet me, [ a ]  candida te  f o r  governor a f t e r  a l l ,  And on t h e  o t h e r  hand, he 
d i d n ' t  want t o  meet me. The r e g u l a r  Democrats avoided me l i k e  t h e  plague; 
I d i d n ' t  expect i t  t o  be t h a t  bad but  i t  s u r e  w a s ,  and I encountered t h a t  
aga in ,  and aga in ,  and aga in  throughout t h e  "Walk." 

one of the  th ings  t h a t  I had made very c l e a r  was t h a t  I was not  going t o  
make any commitments with r e spec t  t o  patronage and t h a t  I w a s  no t  going 
t o  fol low the  age-old patronage game of I l l i n o i s  p o l i t i c s .  Unfortunately 
t h a t  l e d  t o  a g r e a t  b i g  problem because aga in ,  t he  media. I s a i d  t h a t  I 
would end t h e  e v i l s  of t h e  patronage system and I d i d  so. The e v i l s  
c o n s i s t  of s e l l i n g  jobs t o  county chairmen, and t h a t  w a s  t he  p rac t i ce .  A 
county chairman would own a s l o t ,  t h a t  w a s  h i s  s l o t ,  and he could put  
i n t o  t h a t  job whomever he wanted t o  and t h a t  person w a s  expected t o  k i ck  
back t o  t he  r egu la r  o rgan iza t ion  i n  t h e  county some amount. E i t h e r  i n  
some count ies  a percentage o r  i n  o t h e r s ,  r e g u l a r l y  buy t i c k e t s  t o  
func t ions  and so f o r t h .  It w a s  a very  pervas ive  system, 

Well, I knocked a l l  of t h a t  ou t .  I s a i d ,  however, a l l  during t h e  
campaign, t h a t  so  f a r  a s  jobs  a r e  concerned, of course,  i f  two persons 
a r e  q u a l i f i e d ,  I ' m  going t o  g ive  t h e  job t o  t h e  Democrat, t o  t h e  person 
who worked f o r  m e .  And I s a i d  t h a t  over and over aga in  publ ic ly .  Well, 
unfor tuna te ly  a f t e r  I got  e l e c t e d ,  t h e  media fo rgo t  t h e  l a t t e r  and 
remembered the  former, and so then when I gave jobs t o  Democrats they 
s a i d ,  "Oh, you l i e d .  You d i d n ' t  t e l l  t h e  t r u t h .  You s a i d  you were 
a g a i n s t  t h e  patronage system." And I would say  over and over aga in ,  
"That 's  no t  what I s a i d .  I s a i d  I was aga ins t  t he  e v i l s  of t h e  patronage 
system,"but I might as w e l l  have been t a l k i n g  t o  a b r i c k  wall .  

Q: How d id  you respond t o  people,  v o t e r s ,  whom you needed when they s a i d  
t h a t  because of t h e  Hatch Act they couldn ' t  g e t  involved and they 
couldn'  t vo te  i n  t h e  primary and , . . 
A: Well, I ' d  t e l l  them t h a t  was no t  t rue .  But downstate t h e r e  is a very  
real problem t h a t  I ' m  s u r e  I must have r e f e r r e d  t o  i n  t he  jou rna l  and 
t h a t  is, when you v o t e  i n  t h e  primary everybody knows which p a r t y  you 
voted fo r ;  and downstate p a r t i c u l a r l y ,  i f  your employer is  a Republican 
and you vo te  i n  t h e  Democratic primary, i t  can cause you a problem wi th  
your job. And t h a t ' s  one of t h e  reasons why a l o t  of people downstate do 
n o t  vo te  i n  t h e  pr imaries .  

Also they ' r e  d i f f e r e n t  i n  t h i s  regard,  and p a r t i c u l a r l y  i n  southern 
I l l i n o i s ,  there's a l o t  of r e se rve  on the p a r t  of people. I f i r s t  
no t iced  t h i s  r e se rve  when I would walk i n t o  a small  s t o r e ,  and I ' d  look 
i n  t h e  back of t h e  s t o r e  and the re ' d  be lady customers i n  t he  back of t h e  
s t o r e  and they would s t a y  i n  t he  back of t h e  s t o r e ,  and I would have t o  
go up t o  them and f i n d  them i n  o rde r  t o  shake hands with them. And I 
then  remarked one day t o  a f e l l ow t h a t  ran a l a d i e s '  c lo th ing  s t o r e  about 



t h i s .  And I s a i d ,  " I ' m  no t  making much progress  because these  l a d i e s  
don' t appear a t  a l l  t o  be i n t e r e s t e d  i n  meeting me." He s a i d ,  "Oh Dan," 
he s a i d ,  "You're t o t a l l y  wrong. They have come t o  t h i s  s t o r e  because 
they have heard t h a t  you're coming t o  town. And they w i l l  c l u s t e r  i n  t h e  
s t o r e s  but  they w i l l  never go up t o  you, They ' l l  hang back and t h e y ' r e  
hoping t h a t  you w i l l  go shake hands with them." A l o t  of r e se rve  on t h e  
p a r t  of people,  and t h a t ' s  one of t h e  reasons why i t  took me q u i t e  a  
while  t o  l e a r n  aga in  how t o  t a l k  t o  people, t h a t  kind of conversa t ion  i n  
those  kinds of surroundings. 

I n  Chicago we tend t o  t a l k  r ap id ly .  We g e t  our  bus iness  done. We're on 
t h e  move. Downstate you j u s t  don ' t  do t h a t  and p a r t i c u l a r l y  i n  southern  
I l l i n o i s .  You've got  t o  l e a r n  the  ar t  of t he  pause. You've got  t o  l e a r n  
t h a t  conversat ion s t o p s  sometimes. And i f  you're s tanding  and t a l k i n g  
wi th  a farmer you kind of t ake  your t o e  and scuf f  t he  dus t  a l i t t l e  and 
p u l l  your e a r  and look up a t  t h e  sky and t a l k  about t he  weather,  and i f  
t h e r e ' s  a q u i e t  comes over  t he  conversat ion,  you j u s t  r e l a x  and l e t  i t  be 
q u i e t  f o r  a few seconds and then t a l k  about something e l s e ,  and then  
f i n a l l y  g e t  around t o  t h e  s e r i o u s  s t u f f .  

Q: I sense  i n  you a l o t  of common sense and I th ink  t o  me common sense 
means a r e a l i z a t i o n  t h a t  i n  any s i t u a t i o n ,  we're dea l ing  wi th  people on a 
one-to-one and people need t o  be, s t roked  is t h e  word t h a t  comes t o  me i n  
t r a n s a c t i o n a l  a n a l y s i s  terms, bu t  people need you t o  l e t  them know t h a t  
t h e y ' r e  important t o  you. 

A: Exactly.  You have t o  l e t  them know t h a t  you c a r e  about them and 
t h e i r  problems, I can ' t  t e l l  you how many people I met who would start  
t e l l i n g  me about t h e i r  problems and f r equen t ly  i t  would be something t h e  
s t a t e  government had noth ing  t o  do with. A t  f i r s t ,  e a r l y  on, I would 
i n t e r r u p t  them and say,  "Gee, I ' m  so r ry ,  bu t  as governor I couldn ' t  do 
anything about t h a t  problem. That ' s  a  f e d e r a l  problem, you should t a l k  
t o  your U.S. sena to r , "  And I learned  t h a t ' s  the  wrong th ing  t o  do. 

Many of them, most of them, know t h a t ,  What they want t o  do is t a l k  
about t h e i r  problem t o  somebody who's i n  a  high pos i t ion .  Whether t h a t  
person can do anything about t h e  problem is j u s t  secondary, which most 
people don ' t  r e a l i z e ,  You j u s t  have t o  l e t  them t a l k  and then t a l k  wi th  
them about t he  problem, and then  l ead  them, i f  they wish, t o  a s o l u t i o n  
as t o  where t o  go t o  do something about it. But don ' t  t u r n  them o f f .  

People want t o  f e e l  t h a t  t hey ' r e  cared about and t h a t ' s  age-old of 
course.  And i n t e r p e r s o n a l  r e l a t i o n s h i p s ,  t h a t ' s  one of t he  reasons,  as  I 
th ink  I ind ica t ed  t h e  last time we ta lked ,  why t h e  "Walk" was such a 
success .  People s a w  me on t e l e v i s i o n  t a l k i n g  t o  people and they r e a l i z e d  
t h a t  I w a s  communicating, t o  use t h a t  overworked word, I w a s  r e l a t i n g  t o  
real people out  there .  Not t o  p o l i t i c i a n s  but  t o  r e a l  people. 

Q: A t  some poin t  you began t o  see farmers who were b e t t e r  o f f .  

A: Oh, yes. 

Q: You saw farming throughout t h e  s t a t e  from the  c l a y  d i r t  i n  southern  
I l l i n o i s  t o  t h e  r i chneas  of c e n t r a l  and no r the rn  I l l i n o i s .  How d i d  a l l  of 
t h a t  experience a f f e c t  you and your r e l a t i o n s h i p  with t h e  Department of 
Agr icu l ture  a f t e r  you became governor? 



A: Well, I determined e a r l y  on t o  g e t  a farmer-director  of Agr icu l ture  
who was a working farmer and had a working farm background. I wanted one 
from southern  I l l i n o i s  and did g e t  one from southern  I l l h o i s ,  j u s t  
because I d i d n ' t  want t o  go t h e  usua l  route .  I wanted a farmer who had 
had a l o t  of con tac t  wl th  t h e  s m a l l  family farm opera t ions  a s  opposed t o  
t h e  b ig  mechanized ope ra t ions  i n  c e n t r a l  I l l i n o i s .  Feel ing t h a t  t h e  
l a t t e r  can more e a s i l y  g e t  r e p r e s e n t a t i o n  than  t h e  former a t  t h e  s t a t e  
governmental l e v e l .  

I t h i n k  I learned t h e  significance of a g r i c u l t u r e  t o  t h e  s t a t e .  I 
learned t h a t  i t  i s n ' t  t h e  farm vo te  t h a t  counts ,  a s  so f r equen t ly  
p o l i t i c i a n s  say. There a r e n ' t  t h a t  many farmers compared t o  t h e  rest of 
t h e  population. It i s  a l l  of t h e  people who r e l a t e  t o  t h e  farming 
economy t h a t  a r e  important i n  terms of your a g r i c u l t u r a l  p o l i c i e s .  That 
may sound l i k e  an obvious s tatement  but  t h e r e  1s a d i f f e r e n c e  between 
those  two groups of people. 

Q: I know you m e t  t e ache r s  along t h e  way and t eache r s  who were involved 
i n  teacher  organiza t ions .  There w a s  a l s o  a l o t  of d i scuss ion  about 
"parochiaid" a t  t h e  t ime and you had t o  respond t o  a l o t  of d i f f i c u l t  
ques t ions  i n  t h a t  a rea .  Could you t a l k  about t eache r s?  

A: Yes. I developed--I always had it--but I developed a s t rong  a t tach-  
ment t o  t eache r s  and t h a t  s tood m e  i n  good s t e a d  u n t i l  t h e  reachers  got  
very  upse t  a t  m e  i n  t h e  l a s t  year  of my admin i s t r a t i on  because I d i d n ' t ,  
i n  t h e i r  eyes,  provide enough money f o r  education. But I wanted t o  l e a r n  
about t h e  publ ic  educa t ion  problems a s  I came through t h e  s t a t e  and t h i s ,  
l i k e  i n  so  many o t h e r  a r e a s ,  was j u s t  a wonderful way t o  l e a r n  it f i r s t -  
hand, ou t  t h e r e ,  where r e a l i t y  is. What a r e  t h e  i s s u e s  t h a t  t h e  t eache r s  
are confronted with? And as you noted i n  t h e  journa l ,  I spent  a l o t  of 
t ime t a l k i n g  wi th  teachers .  S t a t e  government impacts  on educat ion much 
more than  i t  does on many o t h e r  a r e a s  as I ' m  s u r e  you know. And t h a t ' s  
why, e a r l y  on, I r e a l i z e d  how important i t  was .  

Q :  What about t h e  "parochiaid" quest ion? 

A: Well, I always answered it t h e  only  r e a l i s t i c  way t h a t  I could ,  even 
though I had seven k ids  t h a t  went t o  Cathol ic  schools  and had a pa roch ia l  
education. Nonetheless i t ' s  uncons t i t u t iona l  for t h e  s t a t e  t o  provide 
d i r e c t  a i d  t o  parochia l  achools ,  and I be l i eve  i n  t h e  Cons t i t u t ion ,  and 
t h a t ' s  what I would say  over  and over again.  I a l s o  learned:  don ' t  be 
a f r a i d  t o  t ake  p o s i t i o n s  t h a t  d i f f e r  from people. Sure y o u ' l l  t u r n  
somebody o f f  every now and then,  bu t  a l o t  of people,  I learned ,  r e a l l y  
r e spec t  i t  i f  you t e l l  them r i g h t  out where you s tand  even i f  i t ' s  
d i f f e r e n t  than they. Now t h a t ' s  no t  t r u e  of t h e  one i s s u e  people. 
~ h e y ' r e  t h e  bane of my ex i s t ence ,  t h e  one i s s u e  people,  and you w i l l  t u r n  
them o f f .  But t h e  people o t h e r  than those,  by and l a r g e ,  r e s p e c t  you i f  
you t e l l  them what you t h i n k  and why you th ink  it. 

Q: You ta lked  t h e  o t h e r  day about fundra is ing  and how impossible  i t  w a s  
f o r  s o  long, bu t  you d i d  leave  t h e  "Walktt two or t h r e e  times t o  go out of 
s tate f o r  fundra is ing .  

A: I had to.  



Q: T e l l  m e  how t h a t  works. I don ' t  have enough experience t o  know why 
out  of s t a t e  people would want t o  support  you f o r  governor of t h e  s t a t e  
of I l l i n o i s .  

A: Well, some of them were my f r i e n d s  t h a t  I ' d  known over t h e  years  who 
would j u s t  g e t  t oge the r  some f r i e n d s  and he lp  me.  Some of them were 
people who were anti-machine p o l i t i c s  and recognized t h e  problems wt th  
t h e  Daley machine t h a t  I perceived because, a f t e r  a l l ,  t h a t  machine had 
p u b l i c i t y  from coas t  t o  coas t .  And I was perceived i n  some c i r c l e s  as a  
kind of a, you h o w ,  a l i t t l e  guy tak ing  on t h i s  g r e a t  b ig  th ing  and t h a t  
evoked some of those  k inds  of f e e l i n g s  t h a t  people have even i f  t hey ' r e  
no t  from I l l i n o i s .  But some of t h e  people a l s o  were from I l l i n o i s  and 
maintained an i n t e r e s t  i n  I l l i n o i s  p o l i t i c s  and I l l i no - i s  government. So, 
It was a  mixture of a l l  t hose  th ings ,  but as I t h i n k  I t o l d  you before ,  
w e  r e a l l y  d i d n ' t  r a i s e  much money a t  those  events .  A s  I r e c a l l  t h e r e  
were t h r e e  of them and t h e  t o t a l  income derived was . . . wel l ,  i t  
helped,  everything helped,  bu t  i t  c e r t a i n l y  wasn't  s u b s t a n t i a l .  

Q: You ta lked  along t h e  way about your own f e e l i n g s ,  no t  j u s t  about t h e  
people you ta lked  t o  and t h e  p l aces  you went, bu t  you explored your own 
f e e l i n g s ,  and you s a i d  t h a t  you had become more re laxed  with people than  
you'd ever  been i n  your l i f e .  And you a l s o  s a i d  t h a t  you knew t h i s  had 
changed you but  you weren't  q u i t e  s u r e  how. 

A: Well, I ' m  no t  s u r e  t o  t h i s  day but  I know i t  d id  change me; t h e r e ' s  
no ques t ion  about t h a t .  I came away from t h a t  "Walk" wi th  a much 
s t ronge r  f e e l i n g  t h a t  democracy works, J e f f e r s o n i a n  democracy works. 
Developed a  tremendous amount of r e spec t  f o r  people,  tremendous amount, 
and i t  used t o  kind of r e a l l y  h u r t  me when--oh, Mike Royko would do i t  
and Mike K i l l i a n  of t h e  Tribune would do it--they'd w r i t e  t h e s e  columns 
and say, "Governor Walker u ses  t h a t  word 'peepul '  ,'I and they  d id  i t  i n  a  
very  c r i t i c a l  way, t h a t  I t a lked  about people a s  though I w a s  George 
Wallace, if you w i l l .  And I could never persuade them t h a t  when I t a lked  
about people i t ' s  something I r e a l l y  meant and t h a t  i t  wasn't a put-down 
a t  a l l .  

Q: On August 22, which w a s  about a month and a  ha l f  i n t o  t h e  "Walk," you 
descr ibed  i t  a s  being good f o r  t h e  human s p i r i t ,  but  i n  t h e  same journa l  
e n t r y  you ta lked  about t h e  i n a b i l i t y  t o  have time t o  do o the r  t h ings  and 
t h e  f a c t  t h a t  t h a t  r e a l l y  weighed on you. What were t h e  o t h e r  t h ings  
t h a t  you were f e e l i n g  a  need t o  do? 

A: Well, I wanted t o  work a  l o t  more on i s sues .  I wanted t o  be a b l e  t o  
do more reading. I wanted t o  be a b l e  t o  do more studying. I wanted t o  
be a b l e  t o  prepare i s s u e  papers t h a t  would be i ssued  i n  t h e  course of t h e  
campaign, not  j u s t  t o  have somebody on t h e  staff p u l l  it toge ther .  Those 
were t h e  kinds of t h ings  t h a t  I had i n  mind when I s a i d  t h a t  I wished I 
had time t o  do s o  many th ings .  It is  such--as you saw from t h e  "walk" 
journal-such a t o t a l l y  t i m e - ,  human energy-consuming, d ra in ing ,  way t o  
l i v e  t h a t  i t s  s ing leness ,  t h e  t o t a l i t y  of i t ,  wipes out  everything else. 

Q: Were you a b l e  t o  have input  i n t o  the  p o s i t i o n  papers? Obviously you 
were picking up an  i n c r e d i b l e  amount of information. 



A: We j u s t  d i d n ' t  i s s u e  any a t  t h a t  time. It was not  u n t i l  t h e  next  
campaign year ,  and then  of course  I d id ,  as a r e s u l t  of t he  information 
t h a t  I had picked up. But a l s o  remember t h a t  t h e  jou rna l s  were 
t r ansc r ibed  i n  t h e  campaign headquarters  and Mary P a r r i l l i ,  who d id  a l l  
of t h a t ,  worked c l o s e l y  wi th  t h e  i s s u e  people and so she  could g ive  them 
information t h a t  came out  of t he  journa l .  

Q: Did you ever  worry t h a t  you might be j u s t  wasting your time? 

A: Cer ta in ly .  Many times. 

Q: Did you have nightmares? 

A: ( laughs)  No, no. I d i d n ' t  have any nightmares about t h a t ,  I 
developed a kind of a  f a t a l i s m  abaut  it. I th ink  you have t o  i n  t h a t  
kind of a s i t u a t i o n ,  But, yes ,  I worr ied,  I s u r e  did worry, as t o  
whether I was wasting my time, You can no te  i n  t h e r e  [ t h e  "Walk" 
jou rna l ]  how exc i t ed  we would g e t  when we were going t o  g e t  some 
p u b l i c i t y .  And t h a t  was something t h a t  occupied our  t i m e  end le s s ly ,  
When a r e  t he  cameras going t o  come down, when am I going t o  g e t  an 
in te rv iew,  does anybody know I ' m  walking," you h o w ,  t h a t  kind of th ing .  

Q: When Charles  l e f t  t o  go back t o  school  you were so s e n s i t i v e  t o  h i s  
leav ing ,  h i s  not  wanting t o  l eave ,  h i s  wanting t o  have a  temporary leave ,  
h i s  wanting t o  s t a y  i n  h i s  "Walk" c lo thes .  Was t h a t  t h e  f a t h e r  of o l d  o r  
had you developed a  r e l a t i o n s h i p  with him aver  t h a t  time t h a t  made you 
more s e n s i t i v e  t o  him? 

A: Oh, very  d e f i n i t e l y .  H e  was a joy. And he w a s  a  pain when we 
s t a r t e d  out  on t h e  "Walk," he r e a l l y  was. A t  t h a t  time he was being a  
very  d i f f i c u l t  young man. And the  contac t  wi th  people, wi th  grown-up 
people,  t he  phys i ca l  p a r t  of i t ,  t h e  outdoors ,  r e a l l y  re laxed  him and 
turned him i n t o  a t o t a l l y  d i f f e r e n t  person. It had much more of an 
impact on him than i t  d id  on h i s  o lde r  bro ther .  

Q: There was one po in t  during t h e  "Walk" where a county chairman re fused  
t o  a l low you t o  t a l k  before  a group of--I t h ink  i t  was a Democratic 
women's club--and you s a i d  a t  t h a t  t i m e  i n  your journa l  e n t r y  t h a t  you 
would never f o r g e t  t h a t .  What does t h a t  mean? 

A: I d i d  f o r g e t  it. 

Q: You d id?  

A: I don ' t  remember i t  r i g h t  now. 

Q: Oh, okay. You were obviously r e a l l y  angry. 

A: . . . so t o  t h a t  e x t e n t  I d i d  f o r g e t  i t .  Oh, I was very upse t  and I . . . What t h a t  meant was t h a t  i f  t h a t  gentleman came t o  me t o  a s k  me f o r  
a  favor  a f t e r  I was e l e c t e d  governor,  i f  I was e l e c t e d ,  why, he could go 
i n  t he  oppos i te  d i r e c t i o n .  And, whi le  I don ' t  have any r e c o l l e c t i o n  of 
i t  a t  t h i s  moment, I ' m  s u r e  t h a t  while  I was governor 1 d id  remember i t  
and I don ' t  know whether he does o r  d i d ,  o r  not.  Do you remember h i s  
name? 



Q: No, I can' t th ink  who i t  was. 

A: That ' s  a l l  r i g h t ,  doesn ' t  mat te r .  

Q: When you got  t o  Decatur t h e r e  was a l o t  of t a l k  about t h e  Oakley Dam 
p ro jec t .  

A: Yes. 

Q: The c o n s e r v a t i o n i s t s  a g a i n s t  t h e  people who wanted water and more 
r e c r e a t i o n  a rea ,  T e l l  m e  what your f e e l i n g s  were about t h a t .  

A: Well, I thought t h a t  was--even a f t e r  I spen t  a l o t  more time on i t  as 
candida te ,  and as governor--a very  tough i s sue ,  a very tough i s s u e ,  And 
I d i d  no t  make up my mind f o r ,  a s  1 r e c a l l ,  a  cons iderable  amount of 
time. I f i n a l l y  came ou t  i n  support  of t h e  p r o j e c t ,  a s  I r e c a l l ,  because 
on balance I f e l t  t h a t  i t  would be a  good th ing  f o r  t he  area.  It d id  no t  
m a t e r i a l i z e  f o r  a l o t  of complicated reasons though. 

Q: I was i n t e r e s t e d  t h a t  you made t h e  e f f o r t  t o  go t o  A l l e r ton  Park and 
see what was t h e r e  and what was i n  danger of being l o s t .  

A: Yes. Yes, I d i d ,  and i f  I remember c o r r e c t l y ,  I had a  l o t  of urg ing  
from t h e  s t a f f  t o  duck u n t i l  a f t e r  t h e  e l e c t i o n ,  bu t  I decided t o  make my 
views known before  t he  e l e c t i o n  and t h a t  caused me some problems, 
p a r t i c u l a r l y  on t h e  Univers i ty  of I l l i n o i s  campus. 

Q: A t  another  po in t  t h e r e  was an inc iden t  where a p rec inc t  
committeeman--I don ' t  know whether he came up t o  you i n  town o r  during 
t h e  "Walk1'--but he s a i d  t h a t  he was s u r e  you were chea t ing ,  and t h a t  you 
shouldn ' t  be running around i n  a camper t h a t  was t h a t  expensive, and he 
w a s  s u r e  you were going t o  be s l a t e d  as l i e u t e n a n t  governor. How do you 
d e a l  with somebody l i k e  t h a t ?  

A: L i s t e n  and t r y  t o  hold your temper. That ' s  r e a l l y  a l l  t h a t  you can 
do, 

Q: There must have been t imes t h a t  you were so  t i r e d  t h a t  you cou ldn ' t  
hold your temper. 

A: There were some times when I g o t  upse t  bu t  I l i k e  t o  t h ink  t h a t  they 
were r a r e .  I have always been one of those  who be l i eves  in holding your 
emotions i n  check. I don ' t  buy t h i s  theory t h a t  you 're  b e t t e r  t o  blow 
o f f  steam, 1 j u s t  don ' t  accept  t h a t .  I never have, a l l  my l i f e .  I 
b e l i e v e  t h a t  t h e  O r i e n t a l  a t t i t u d e ,  t h a t  you conta in  your emotions, is  
t h e  c o r r e c t  way. What i t  r e q u i r e s  is e f f o r t  and s e l f - d i s c i p l i n e ,  and T 
be l i eve  i n  t h a t  and I t r y  ve ry  hard t o  p r a c t i c e  it. 

And I t h i n k  I d id  by and l a r g e  on t h e  "Walk," a l though I can remember a  
couple t imes when I d i d  l o s e  my temper, r e g r e t t a b l y .  You r e a l l y  l e a r n  
how t o  read f aces  when you do t h i s  much of it. I can t e l l  a "hos t i l e "  
ins tan taneous ly  j u s t  by t h e  s e t  of t h e  f a c e  and the  look i n  t h e  eyes. 
And t h a t ' s  p a r t i c u l a r l y  t r u e ,  by t h e  way, of women. Hos t i l e  women's l i p s  
quiver  and t h a t ' s  because t h e y ' r e  caught i n  a s o c i a l  p o s i t i o n  where 
you're saying h e l l o  t o  them and they don ' t  l i k e  you--they're a "hos t i l e , "  



t h a t ' s  what I c a l l  them--and they don' t  know whether t o  smi le  o r  not  
smile and so  t h e i r  l i p s  quiver ,  and t h a t  doesn ' t  happen with men. It 
does happen wi th  women q u i t e  o f t en .  

Q: Were you a b l e  t o  read people before  t h i s ?  

A: No, The problem is t h a t  you 're  going too  f a s t .  You don't  r e a l l y  pay 
t h a t  much a t t e n t i o n  t o  people,  But when you have t i m e  you do. And t h a t  
w a s  t h e  beauty of t he  "Walk," 

Q: September 15 was the  f i r s t  day t h a t  I found i n  t he  journa l  t h a t  you 
a c t u a l l y  s a i d  t h a t  you wanted i t  to  be over ,  t h a t  you were really 
despe ra t e  f o r  i t  t o  be over ,  and obviously you s t i l l  had a  long way t o  
go 

A:  hat's r i g h t .  About a month and a h a l f .  

Q: Now d id  you keep yourse l f  up? The k ids  were gone a t  t h a t  po in t  back 
t o  school.  

A:  hat's r i g h t ,  i t  was very  lone ly .  Well, t h e  s t a f f  helped of course 
and when you take  on a t a s k  t h a t  everybody t e l l s  you is  impossible you 
work and you work and you work, and I t h i n k  I ind ica t ed  t o  you e a r l i e r  
t h a t  one of t h e  a t t r i b u t e s  t h a t  my f a t h e r  pounded i n t o  m e  from t h e  t i m e  I 
was "yea high," is s e l f - d i s c i p l i n e .  So you j u s t  do i t  because you 
be l i eve  very s t rong ly  i n  what you 're  doing, and you know t h a t ' s  t h e  only  
course  of a c t i o n ,  you c a n ' t  q u i t .  So, what are you going t o  do? You 
just keep going and t h a t ' s  what I d id .  But you're r i g h t ,  I d i d n ' t  
remember the  day but  I do r e c a l l  t h e r e  was a  time when I j u s t  s a i d ,  
"Please l e t  t h i s  be over with." 

Q: During the  later p a r t  of t h e  "Walkt' t h e r e  was i n  t he  papers a l l  t he  
time t h e  t a l k  of t h e  r a c e  t r a c k  p r o f i t s  . . , 
A: That ' s  r i g h t .  

Q: , , . and the  d e a l s  and a l l  t h e  pub l i c  o f f i c i a l s  who owned r ace  t r a c k  
s tock  and when you had news conferences and made s ta tements ,  you t a lked  
about t h a t  a l o t .  Do you remember t h a t  a s  a  b ig  campaign i s s u e  a t  t h a t  
po in t ?  

A: It w a s  a  symptom and, yes ,  i t  was a campaign i s s u e  but  i t  was a 
symptom of t he  pervasive pub l i c  d i s t r u s t  of government and people i n  
government and p o l i t i c i a n s .  People j u s t  were turned o f f  on p o l i t i c i a n s  
and I know t h a t  Americans have always been cynical about p o l i t i c s  and 
p o l i t i c i a n s ,  bu t  t he  depth of f e e l i n g  I found out  t h e r e  vented through 
t h e  race t r a c k  i s s u e  was j u s t  much deeper than  I had expected i t  t o  be. 
And, of course,  t h a t  f i t t e d  r i g h t  i n  wi th  my whole campaign which was 
nonpo l i t i c i an ;  I am not  a p o l i t i c i a n .  And as a matter  of f a c t  while a  
l o t  of people kidded m e  about t h a t  . . . some more than kidded m e  about 
i t ,  it  is t r u e  and was t r u e .  I was not  then,  I am not  a  p o l i t i c i a n .  And 
t h a t ' s  a s  much a  c r i t i c i s m  a s  i t  is  a p ra i se .  I don' t  p r a c t i c e  t h e  a r t s  
of p o l i t i c s  which perhaps i f  I ' d  p rac t i ced  b e t t e r  I might have been 
r ee l ec t ed .  



Q: A s  f a r  as t he  r ace  t r a c k  d e a l s  were concerned, you asked the  a t t o r n e y  
genera l  t o  f i l e  s u i t  t o  recover  t h e  p r o f i t s .  What happened t o  t h a t ?  

A: Nothing. 

Q: Nothing? 

A: That ' s  my r e c o l l e c t i o n ,  a b s o l u t e l y  nothing. 

Q: We mentioned before  t h e  speech making, and how d i f f e r e n t  t h a t  is 
because you're  t a l k i n g  t o  people,  and y e t  you had t o  p e r i o d i c a l l y  put  on 
a s u i t  and go make a speTch. How d id  you f e e l  about doing t h a t ?  

A: Well, I was no t  comfortable wi th  it because I was so  accustomed t o  
t h e  one-on-one, and my r e c o l l e c t i o n  is  t h a t  I d i d n ' t  do very  much of i t  
on the  " ~ a l k , "  I t h i n k  t h e r e  were very few speeches. I r e c a l l  on a 
number of occasions--and fo rg ive  me i f  t h e r e ' s  some r e p e t i t i o n  here-- 
people would come up t o  m e  i n  a small town o r  when T w a s  t a l k i n g  wi th  
them they would say, "Well, when's t h e  speech?" And I ' d  say ,  "What 
speech?" "Well, a r m '  t you going t o  speak?" And I ' d  say,  "No." And 
they'd say,  "Well, you're campaigning. P o l i t i c i a n s  always g ive  a speech 
on the  square o r  somewhere when t h e y ' r e  i n  town." And I s a i d ,  l'It's j u s t  
no t  my p r a c t i c e  t o  do tha t . "  And e a r l y  on i n  t h e  "Walk," I made a 
de termina t ion  t h a t  I was n o t  going t o  do much speaking because I didn '  t 
want t o  convey t h e  image of t h e  ord inary  kind of p o l i t i c a l  approach t o  
campaigning, This  was a t a l k i n g  and l i s t e n i n g  experience, no t  a " I ' m  
going t o  t e l l  you what 's  what" experience.  

Q: I guess  when I t h i n k  about t he  speaking t h a t  you did do, what 's  
h ighl ighted  i n  my mind a r e  t h e  c o l l e g e  campuses where you calked,  but i t  
r e a l l y  w a s  a g ive  and take ,  

A: Yes, I did  a l o t  of Q and A. A l o t  of people have t o l d  m e  t h a t  when 
I speak, and I almost always fo l low i t  up wi th  Q and A, t h a t  I ' m  b e t t e r  
a t  that  than I a m  when I ' m  speaking. And I h a t e  prepared speeches wi th  a 
passion.  

Q: How d id  you f i n d  the young people? 

A: I l i k e  young people. I 've  always l i k e d  young people. Of  course,  I: 
have a l o t  of k ids  of my own. The k ids  of t he  1960's d idn ' t  t u r n  me o f f  
as much as a l o t  of o t h e r  people. Sure t h e  wi lder  youth turned me o f f  
b u t  j u s t  because they had long h a i r ,  s o  what? And the  ques t ing  t h a t  was 
going on during t h e  1960s. I was very  sympathetic with,  and so young 
people,  I l i k e  t o  talk t o  them. And I never ,  o r  I t r i e d  very hard t o  
never--and I th ink  I p r e t t y  we l l  succeeded--different iate  between a 
nonvoter and a v o t e r .  That is, a young person who was too young t o  vo te  
and somebody who was o ld  enough t o  vote .  I f  he wanted t o  t a l k ,  I ' l l  
t a l k .  

Q: What about t h e  ques t ions  t h a t  came from, say,  college-age people? 

A: Damn good queet ions,  damn good, Real ly very  i n t e l l i g e n t  ques t ions  by 
and l a rge .  Even a t  t h e  high school  level, and I d i d  a l o t  of Q and A ' s  
i n  t h e  high schools .  



Q: Some of those young people,  o r  r e l a t i v e l y  young people, were V i e t  Nam 
veterans .  Did you run i n t o  many of those  along t h e  " ~ a l k "  and much t a l k  
about V ie t  Nam? 

A: Oh su re ,  sure .  

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

A: Well, i t  was much more f r e s h ,  of course,  i n  people 's  minds then than 
now and' young people,  yes,  wanted t o  t a l k  about i t ,  and I know t h a t  I had 
a metamorphosis myself i n  connect ion wi th  the  war i n  Vie t  Nam. I s t a r t e d  
out  being very gung ho, I guess becauee of my m i l i t a r y  background and 
t h a t  kind of t h ing ,  and then  I c a n ' t  t e l l  you when i n  t h e  course of t he  
war I changed my p o s i t i o n  completely and became an advocate of ending t h e  
war. So, yes ,  t h e r e  w a s  a  l o t  of t a l k  about ,  a l o t  of d i s i l l u s ionmen t  
amongst t h e  Viet  Nam veterans .  Again, I f i n d  i t  i n t e r e s t i n g  t h a t  
fundamentally t h e r e  w a s  no t  much d i f f e r e n c e  between the  turn-off 
experienced by t h e  Viet  Nam ve te ran  towards government and p o l i t i c s  and 
t h e  t u r n  o f f  experienced by t h e i r  f a t h e r s  and mothers, and y e t  t h e r e  w a s  
t h i s  b ig  gap between them. They d i d n ' t  r e a l i z e  t h a t  f o r  d i f f e r e n t  
reasons they were both r e b e l l i n g  a g a i n s t  government, aga ins t  t h e  p o l i t i c s  
as usual ;  i t ' s  j u s t  because I guess t hey ' r e  looking a t  i t  through 
d i f f e r e n t  g l a s s e s  but  t he  fundamental reasons f o r  i t ,  t h e  d i s i l l u s ionmen t  
kind of th ing ,  w a s  t r u e  of both t h e  o ld  and t h e  young. 

Q: Have any of your c h i l d r e n  had m i l i t a r y  experience? 

A: No. Which I r e g r e t .  

Q: You do r e g r e t  it? 

A: Oh yes,  

Q: What do you th ink  they might have gained,  t h a t  they d i d n ' t  ga in  
elsewhere? 

A: I go back t o  t h a t  word d i s c i p l i n e ,  Everybody should l e a r n  something 
about d i s c i p l i n e  and, i f  they  don ' t  g e t  enough of it a t  home, they should 
g e t  i t  from some o the r  source ,  and the  m i l i t a r y  does g ive  d i s c i p l i n e  
which everybody needs. And a l s o ,  t h e  o t h e r  t h ing  is  l ea rn ing  how t o  l i v e  
c l o s e l y  wi th  o the r  people,  l o t s  of o t h e r  people,  which I t h i n k  is  a very 
important t h ing  t o  l e a r n  i n  l i f e  and y e t  a l o t  of people don ' t  l e a r n  it. 

Q: A t  one poin t  when you were i n  Rock I s l and  and supposed t o  speak a t  a  
government employee's union meeting, somebody had s e n t  out  a memo saying  
t h a t  t h e  meeting had been canceled and only a  few people turned up, 
o t h e r s  th inking  t h e  meeting was canceled. That sounds t o  m e  l i k e  a d i r t y  
t r i c k ,  

A: It was. 

Q: Were t h e r e  o t h e r  d i r t y  t r i c k s  along t he  way? 

A: Oh su re ,  su re ,  You would run i n t o  t h i s .  The turnouts ,  f o r  example, 
i t  was not  uncommon a t  a l l  i n  s t a t e  government f o r  t he  boss t o  g ive  t h e  



workers l l t t l e  p i eces  of paper and excuse them from work t o  go t o  a r a l l y  
o r  t o  go t o  heckle  me a t  some meeting. And then they had t o  g e t  a person 
a t  the  event  t o  i n i t i a l  t h e  paper as proof t h a t  they'd been t h e r e ,  and 
then they  had t o  t u r n  t h a t  p iece  of paper back i n  t o  t h e i r  boss when they  
went back t o  work, But yes ,  I encountered heckl ing and t h a t  kind of 
t h ing  on a number of i n s t ances .  

Q: Again, on October 9 you made an  e n t r y  t h a t  i nd ica t ed  you were r e a l l y ,  
r e a l l y  ready t o  q u i t .  Not t o  q u i t ,  but  you were ready f o r  i t  t o  be over.  
You s a i d  a t  t h a t  po in t  t h a t  you never had go t t en  used t o  being dressed  
t h e  way you were and wondering what people thought about i t ,  T e l l  me 
about t h a t  f e e l i n g ?  

A: Well, I ' m  very much of a t r a d i t i o n a l i s t  and a f t e r  a l l ,  d r e s s ,  
uniform, a l l  my l i f e ,  one uniform o r  another .  Mi l i t a ry  and then  out  of 
m i l i t a r y ,  a lawyer's uniform, i f  you w i l l .  And when you're about s e r i o u s  
bus iness ,  a l l  my l i f e ,  you 're  dressed  t o  be i n  s e r i o u s  business .  And t o  
be out  t h e r e  i n  work c l o t h e s ,  when you're campaigning, seems s t r ange ,  
It 's appropr i a t e  f o r  where you a r e  and what you're doing but i t  seems t o  
be s t r ange  f o r  a candida te  f o r  governor t o  be dressed t h a t  way, I r e a l l y  
can ' t  say i t  any . . . I don ' t  know whether I ' m  making myself c l e a r  o r  
no t .  It wasn't t h a t  I w a s  uncomfortable being i n  work c l o t h e s  because I 
grew up t h a t  way and had no problem a t  a l l .  And I w a s  dressed t h e  way a 
l o t  of t h e  people t h a t  I w a s  wi th  were dressed ,  no t  i n  o v e r a l l s  as the  
newspapers sometimes say,  but  as you know, i n  khaki t r o u s e r s  and a b lue  
s h i r t  and somebody would a sk  me, "Don't you th ink  you should be dressed  
i n  a s u i t ? "  And I ' d  s ay ,  "How i n  t h e  world do you th ink  you're going t o  
walk a l l  day dressed  i n  a s u i t ? "  You j u s t  can ' t  do it, 

Q: Wasn't a p a r t  of t h e  problem though t h a t  you were o f t e n  i n v i t e d  t o  
d inne r  o r  t o  c o c k t a i l s  where everybody e l s e  w a s  dressed up and you were 
i n  your uniform? 

A: You're q u i t e  r i g h t  about t h a t .  That would happen because I ' d  go t o  a 
r ecep t ion  and I ' d  have t o  cont inue  i n  those c l o t h e s ,  and you're  r i g h t ,  
you remind m e ,  t h a t  was a dec i s ion  because I could have changed c l o t h e s  
but I made up my mind t h a t  I should s t a y  i n  t h e  uniform. Now you can say  
t h a t  w a s  f o r  image reasons o r  whatever, and I suppose it w a s  f o r  image 
reasons,  c e r t a i n l y ,  I wanted people t o  know what I w a s  doing, walking, 
and so I s tayed  i n  t he  "Walk uniform," as I c a l l e d  i t ,  a s  you know, 
throughout t h e  "Walk." 

Tape 3, Side 2 

Q: Toward the  end of t h e  'lWalk," a l i t t l e  p a s t  a thousand m i l e s ,  Lawton 
Chi lds  [U. S. s ena to r  from F lo r ida ]  d id  j o i n  you and walk with you. T e l l  
m e  about t h a t  experience,  t h a t  day wi th  him. 

A: It was r e a l l y  a wonderful experience.  A s  I th ink  I ind ica t ed  t o  you 
e a r l i e r ,  Lawton and I were very  good f r i ends .  And I remember c a l l i n g  him 
and asking him i f  he would come out  and j o i n  me, I th ink  i t  w a s  a t  t h e  
one thousand-mile mark, and he was unable t o  do so because of a problem 
on t h e  f l o o r  of t h e  United S t a t e s  Senate ,  but  he d id  come out when I got  



t o  B e l o i t  and I remember c a l l i n g  him the  day before  and saying ,  "Lawton, 
we've checked with a l l  t h e  newspapers and i t ' s  apparent  t h a t  we're not  
going t o  g e t  any t e l e v i s i o n  coverage o r  any metro newspaper coverage, so 
you won't g e t  any good ou t  of t h i s  a t  a l l ,  and i f  you f e e l  t h a t  you ' re  s o  
busy and don ' t  want t o  come, why, I would c e r t a i n l y  understand i t  because 
t h e r e  can be no p lus  f o r  you." He s a i d ,  "Dan, don ' t  g ive  it a thought.'' 
And he came anyway. And we d i d n ' t  g e t  a  l o t  of p u b l i c i t y  about it. 

I don' t  t h i n k  w e  go t  any i n  t h e  Chicago metro a r e a  about  Lawton Childs  
coming out  but  we t o l d  "Walk" s t o r i e s  is what we d id .  We traded our 
"pa t te r t '  t a l k ;  I don ' t  know whether I got  i n t o  t h a t  before ,  but  t o  
preserve  your s a n i t y  when you're  dotng t h i s  much one-to-one campaigning 
you have t o  develop a p a t t e r  t h a t  comes out  au tomat ica l ly  so  t h a t  you 
don ' t  t h ink  about i t  and you go through your l i t t l e  p a t t e r  a s  an  
in t roduc t ion  t o  people. You go up and say,  " H i ,  I ' m  Dan Walker. What's 
your name?" "Mrs. Smith.'' "Oh, come on now, you've go t  a  f i r s t  name. I 
t h i n k  every woman should have he r  own i d e n t i t y .  What's your f i r s t  name?" 
"Jane." "That 's  a  p r e t t y  name Jane. I l i k e  it. And those  a r e  r e a l l y  
n i c e  e a r r i n g s  t h a t  you have on." O r  t o  a  gentleman, "Gee, I admire t h a t  
t i e .  Did your wife pick  i t  out  f o r  you?" "Well a s  a ma t t e r  of f a c t ,  she  
did." "well, she  c e r t a i n l y  has g r e a t  t a s t e  i n  neckt ies ."  That kind of 
th ing .  Now, it sounds kind of phoney I ' m  s u r e  t o  you, b u t  i t ' s  ve ry  r e a l  
t o  people. And t h e  reason is  i t  g ives  some t i m e  t o  c o l l e c t  your 
thoughts.  

It I s n ' t  every day t h a t  a  candida te  f o r  governor comes up and grabs your 
hand and starts t a l k i n g  t o  you, and a l o t  of people j u s t  don ' t  know what 
i n  t h e  world t o  say ,  s o  you've go t  t o  do t h e  t a l k i n g  f o r  t h e  f i r s t  few 
seconds. Most people,  you've got  t o  have a p a t t e r  t h a t  g ives  them an 
oppor tuni ty  t o  r e l a x  and then  le t  them t a l k .  And so,  what I d i d  was pick 
up what, again, my f a t h e r  had taught  me. He s a i d ,  "As you go through 
l i f e ,  Dan, one of t h e  g r e a t  t h ings  you can do i s  always compliment a  
woman on some a r t i c l e  of c lo th ing  o r  h e r  looks. T e l l  her  she ' s  pret ty ."  
He s a i d ,  "I don ' t  c a r e  how o l d  they a r e  o r  how ugly they  a re .  Compliment 
them." And he s a i d ,  "You'll g e t  more dividends from t h a t  than  you can 
imagine." And 1 have found t h a t  t o  be t r u e  and I ' d  do t h a t  even be fo re  I 
ran  f o r  o f f i c e  as much as I could. Sometimes you don' t  t h i n k  of It but  I 
made a  p r a c t i c e  of i t  when I was campaigning and you know, aga in ,  you can 
say i t ' s  phoney and i t ' s  p o l i t i c s ,  bu t  why not  b r igh ten  up a  person 's  
l i f e  wi th  a compliment? Have you eve r  not iced  t h a t  when somebody t e l l s  
you t h a t  a p a r t i c u l a r  item of cloth-ing you have is  very  a t t r a c t i v e ,  
y o u ' l l  tend t o  wear it more? It r e a l l y  makes an impression on you 
because so  very  few people g ive  compliments and I t h i n k  we ought t o  do 
more of It. 

Q: That ' s  i n t e r e s t i n g  because you seem like--at l e a s t  as I read t h e  
journal--you seem l i k e  a man who would not  be comfortable i n  s o r t  of 
c o c k t a i l  pa r ty  t a l k  s i t u a t i o n s .  

A: How did  you f i g u r e  t h a t  out?  That ' s  very  t rue .  T e r r i b l e  a t  i t .  

Q: And y e t  . . . 
A: Even worse be fo re  than  now, al though I ' m  a l i t t l e  b e t t e r  a t  i t  now 
simply because of t h e  p a t t e r ,  but t h e  p a t t e r  doesn ' t  come out  i n  c o c k t a i l  



p a r t i e s  l i k e  i t  does when you're out  t a l k i n g  wi th  people and i t ' s  j u s t  a 
d i f f e r e n t  b a l l  game. Yes, people don ' t  t h i n k  of me as, but  I ' m  very  
reserved and very  q u i e t  and don ' t  e a s i l y  engage i n  small  t a l k ,  i n  s o c i a l  
surroundings. 

Q :  The exper ience  had t o  have been -incredibly wearing because you ' re  a 
man who needs pr ivacy and you had t o  cons t an t ly  weigh t h a t  need f o r  
pr ivacy a g a i n s t  t h e  good of t h e  campatgn. 

A:   hat's r i g h t .  

Q: And t h e  campaign almost always won out  i t  seemed. How d id  you keep 
yourself  t oge the r?  

A: I answered t h a t  earlier. Se l f -d isc ip l ine .  

Q: But do you psych yourself  up o r  . . . 
A: You j u s t  do it. 

Q: You j u s t  do i t .  

A: You j u s t  do it.  hat's a l l  I can t e l l  you. I was r a i s e d  t h a t  way; 
a s  I s a i d ,  you j u s t  do it. You come home from t h e  Naval Academy and 
expect t o  spend a l o t  of t i m e  on the  beach and going out  f o r  t h i r t y  days, 
and you f i n d  your f a t h e r  with a tomato crop and no workers, and so you 
worked f o r  t h i r t y  days. Well su re ,  you h o w ,  you don ' t  l i k e  i t  b u t  you 
do it. That ' s  what l i f e  is  a l l  about. Doing. 

Q: On October 3, which was very  c l o s e  t o  t h e  end you had a  long journal  
e n t r y  and you were very ,  very  r e f l e c t i v e - i t  was t h e  eighty-second day-- 
and you s a i d  t h a t  i t  wasn't  pos s ib l e  t o  do any s e r i o u s  think-ing with 
people honk-ing and waving and with r e p o r t e r s ;  you had thought t h a t  i t  
would be a  t i m e  for r e f l e c t i o n  and contemplation and i t  d i d n ' t  work out  
t h a t  way. 

A: It s u r e  d idn ' t .  

Q: And you r e f e r r e d  t o  i t  as your mind "s l ipp ing  i n t o  indolence." 

A: ( l aughs)  Tha t ' s  r i g h t .  

Q: Talk about t h a t .  

A: That ' s  very ,  v e r y  t rue .  Ear ly  on--and my s t a f f  used t o  t e l l  me I 
would have--I thought t h a t  I would have j u s t  a  l o t  of t i m e  t o  r e a l l y  
t h ink  th ings  through. And what I am about t o  say  almost d e f i e s  common 
sense  but i t ' s  true--there i s n ' t  t h a t  much t i m e  t o  th ink .  There are a 
l o t  more i n t e r r u p t i o n s ,  and then  i n  t h e  e a r l y  days t h e r e  were t h e  boys; 
when I wasn't a s  w e l l  known I was t a l k i n g  wi th  them j u s t  an awful l o t .  
And then because you g e t  bored . . . I l i k e  t o  t h i n k  I have s e l f -  
d i s c i p l i n e  but I don ' t  have enough s e l f - d i s c i p l i n e ,  when I ' m  t o t a l l y  
bored, t o  make myself t h i n k  r e a l l y  s e r i o u s  thoughts.  I c a n ' t  do t h a t .  
Now, I should be a b l e  t o ;  i f  I had enough of t h e  Or i en ta l  philosophy i n  
m e  I ' d  be a b l e  t o  do t h a t ,  bu t  I don't .  



And so when you're  bored you're  j u s t  b lah ,  you know, kind of l i k e  t h a t  
[ h i s  whole body s a g s ] ,  and you le t  your mind t h i n k  about what 's  around 
you. The t r e e s ,  and t h e  g r a s s  and i d l e  kind of thoughts  and then  a s  t h e  
pace picked up wi th  more and more people involved then  i t  j u s t  became too  
much. And then you g e t  t i r e d .  Your mind g e t s  t i r e d .  When you're  wi th  
people you're on t h e  up and t h a t  was one of t h e  d ra in ing  p a r t s  of t h e  
t r i p .  I had t o  be up so  much, on t h e  s t a g e ,  up, up, up, wi th  every 
person t h a t  I met. Could no t  l e t  down. Then when you got  away from 
people,  as I s a i d ,  who wants t o  have s e r i o u s  thoughts  a t  t h a t  time? So, 
i t  j u s t  d i d n ' t  work out  t h a t  way. 

Q: A t  t h e  same t i m e  a p a r t  of you was saying t h a t  your mind was s l i p p i n g  
i n t o  indolence . . . 
A: That ' s  r i g h t .  

Q: . . . another  p a r t  of you, e s p e c i a l l y  on t h i s  p a r t i c u l a r  e n t r y ,  on 
October 3, t a lked  about t h e  r e a l  joy t h a t  you experienced i n  becoming 
aware of t h e  n a t u r a l  s e t t i n g  again;  a f t e r  you'd walked a s e c t i o n ,  of 
r i d i n g  back i n  t h e  camper and looking a t  where you'd been; and t a l k i n g  
one day f o r  a long t i m e  about t h e  d i f f e r e n t  k inds  of clouds. Was t h i s  a 
new p a r t  of you t h a t  came out  o r  had you always been a b l e  t o  enjoy those  
th ings?  

A: I ' v e  always enjoyed t h e  out-of-doors. And anybody who has  spent  as 
much t i m e  a t  s ea  as I d id  w i l l  have some idea  of what you were j u s t  
t a l k i n g  about. Nature becomes meaningful only when you have t o  confront  
it, I mean r e a l l y  meaningful,  i n  my opinion,  and you have t o  confront  i t  
good and bad. And a t  sea  you do confront  i t ,  o r  i t  confronts  you. And I 
grew up out-of-doors, s o  I ' v e  always f e l t  t h a t  way t o  same ex ten t .  And 
as I ' m  s u r e  I d id  remark i n  t h e  jou rna l ,  on a number of i n s t ances  I f e l t  
my, r e a l l y  my childhood and younger days coming back t o  m e  because of t h e  
out-of-doors; t h e  kind of people I was with,  t h e  conversa t ions  t h a t  I was 
having, j u s t  brought back what I ' d  fo rgo t t en  about t h e  joys of t h a t  kind 
of l i v i n g .  

Q: You ta lked  about t h e  dichotomy i n  the  "Walk" between the  very 
a r t i f i c i a l n e s s  of what you were doing because i t  was so  ex t raord inary ,  so 
un l ike  d a i l y  l i v i n g ,  bu t  t h e  very  na tu ra lnes s  of i t  a s  wel l .  Can you 
t a l k  about t h a t ?  

A: Well, t h a t ' s  very  t rue .  Having i n  mind t h a t  it w a s  a cons t ruc ted  
event  i n  t h e  sense  t h a t  I w a s  doing samething f o r  a p o l i t i c a l  purpose, 
and obviously I was, and had t o  keep In mind a t  a l l  t i m e s  t h a t  t h i s  
wasn't a p i cn ic ,  t h i s  was a campaign and I ' m  ou t  he re  t o  do two th ings :  
w e r s i m p l i f y l n g ,  one is t o  l e a r n  and t h e  o t h e r  one i s  t o  make an 
impression. And t h a t  needed t o  be kept i n  mind a l l  t h e  t i m e  and t h a t  
kept  i t  s t r u c t u r e d ,  kept  i t  i n  a sense a r t i f i c i a l ,  kept  i t  i n  a sense n o t  
what you do i n  your ord inary  daytime life. You j u s t  don ' t  do th ings  t h a t  
way. On t h e  o t h e r  hand, because of t he  phys ica l  p a r t  of i t  and t h e  
surroundings and t h e  walking, i t  was a very  n a t u r a l  t h ing ,  i t  was very  
re laxed ,  and t h e r e  i s  a con t r ad ic t ion  between those  two th ings  t h a t  I 
would f e e l  very  s t rong ly  from t i m e  t o  t ime, but  on o t h e r  occasions I go t  
so  used t o  i t  t h a t  i t  d i d  no t  seem a s  remarkable. 



Q: You s a i d  i n  your j ou rna l  t h a t  you thought i t  was going t o  be very 
hard t o  r e a d j u s t  t o  ord inary  l i v i n g .  Why d id  you th ink  t h a t  o r  what were 
you th inking  of and how d id  t h a t  t u r n  out?  

A: Well, t he  reason I thought t h a t  is  because t h e  experience was  s o  
a l i e n  t o  t h e  way t h a t  I had been accustomed t o  l i v i n g .  Get t ing  up i n  t h e  
morning, tak ing  a commuter t r a i n ,  s i t t i n g  i n  an  o f f i c e  a l l  day long o r  
g e t t i n g  i n t o  an a i r p l a n e  and t r a v e l i n g ,  dea l ing  wi th  p ro fe s s iona l  people 
and bus iness  people. T o t a l l y  d i f f e r e n t  way of l i f e .  And I thought i t  
would be hard t o  a d j u s t  and i t  turned out  no t  t o  be. I was so  glad t h a t  
t h e  "Walk" was over.  Not t h a t  I d i d n ' t  l i k e  i t ,  I loved p a r t s  of it and 
I look back on i t  a s  one of t h e  r e a l l y  g r e a t  experiences of my l i f e ,  bu t  
you could t e l l  as you read t h e  journa l  how wearing i t  became, s o  I was 
r e a l l y  glad t h a t  i t  was over.  

And then immediately a f t e r  t h a t  t he  s t a f f  put  me i n t o  a  regimen t h a t  
became t o t a l l y  consuming and t o t a l l y  wearing f o r  November, December and 
January as I r e c a l l ,  a l though I guess  i t  w a s  j u s t  November, December. It 
w a s  cons tan t  c o f f e e s  from t h e  time I got  up i n  t h e  morning u n t i l  t en  o r  
e leven  o 'c lock  a t  night. Coffee a f t e r  c o f f e e  a f t e r  coffee.  The same 
l i t t l e  t a l k ,  t h e  same ques t ions  b a s i c a l l y ,  t h e  same kinds of people a l l  
over  t h e  Chicago met ropol i tan  a rea .  That became an even worse chore than 
t h e  "Walk." But I w a s  so  preoccupied with t h a t  t h a t  I d i d n ' t  have t ime 
r e a l l y  t o  f e e l  t h e  Impact of no t  being on t h e  "Walk. l1 I f  I ' d  gone back 
t o  my former rou t ine ,  I t h i n k  i t  would have been much worse, much harder  
t o  a d j u s t .  

Q: You d i d n ' t  have much money. 

A: I s u r e  d idn ' t .  

Q: That must have requi red  Inc red ib l e  c r e a t i v i t y  on the  p a r t  of your 
s t a f f  and yourself  i n  dec id ing  how t o  spend what l i t t l e  you had and how 
t o  g e t  t h e  most ou t  of what you had. Can you t a l k  about t h a t ?  

A: Well, t h e  "Walk" f o r t u n a t e l y  wasn't too expensive. That 's  one of t h e  
n i c e  th ings  about i t .  Not burning gas,  and t h e  motels  on the  few n i g h t s  
a week when I would s t a y  i n  a motel were very ,  very reasonable,  and s o  
meal expenses weren't  a l l  t h a t  high,  But even the  budget t h a t  waa 
c r ea t ed  f o r  t h a t  became a s t r a i n  on t h e  o v e r a l l  budget because we had t o  
run  the  camper and pay t h e  s t a f f  something. The worst p a r t  of t h e  whole 
campaign from beginning t o  end w a s  money. Never having enough money t o  
pay b i l l s .  Other people had t o  do t h i s  more than I--dealing wi th  t h e  
people who wanted t o  g e t  pa id  and couldn ' t  g e t  paid. The t r a d e s  people 
and a l l  of t h a t ,  i t  r e a l l y  drove us  into t h e  ground mental ly ,  t h a t  whole 
fundra is ing  p a r t ,  We never had enough money, never. To t h i s  day i t  is a 
very d i s t a s t e f u l  s u b j e c t  f o r  m e  t o  even t a l k  about.  I mean t h a t .  

Q: Everybody was g iv ing  i t  t h e i r  all, Vic and Norty and so many o t h e r  
people.  There had t o  have been times though when t h e r e  was r e a l  
disagreement on what w a s  t h e  r i g h t  t h ing  t o  do. For i n s t ance ,  I t h i n k  
t h e r e  w a s  a r e a l  controversy among t h e  s t a f f  about planning the  t r i p  from 
Rockford on t o  Chicago. How do you plan i t ,  when do we g e t  t h e r e ,  what 
do we do about Chicago? How d id  those  th ings  work out?  Was Vic the  one 
who r e a l l y  f i n a l l y  had t h e  f i n a l  say?  



A: A s  I r e c a l l  i t  was r e a l l y  a  l o t  of people. When I say  a  l o t  of 
people I don' t  mean hundreds of people . , . t he  s t a f f ,  four  o r  f i v e  
people who came toge the r  on t h a t .  Vic c e r t a i n l y  was providing t h e  
l eade r sh ip  because I couldn ' t  do i t  ou t  t h e r e  on t h e  road. I t a lked  with 
Vic a l o t  on the  te lephone and gave him my views a s  t o  what we should do 
but  he would f r equen t ly  say, "You're too c l o s e  t o  t h e  road t o  have any 
o v e r a l l  fee l . "  And I can remember spending a l o t  of time th inking  and 
t a l k i n g  with Vic about what would happen when we got  t o  Chicago. Would 
we g e t  media a t t e n t i o n  o r  would I j u s t  be ignored when 1 walked i n t o  t h e  
c i t y ?  What would i t  be l i k e ?  

And I used t o  worry about what i t  was going t o  be l i k e  walking down 
Milwaukee Avenue o r  whatever s t r e e t  I ' m  on i n  t hese  c l o t h e s  dressed  so  
d i f f e r e n t l y  than everybody e l s e ?  What a r e  t h e  policemen going t o  say t o  
t h e  au thor  of t h e  "Walker ~ e p o r t "  when I pass  them on t h e  s t r e e t  corner?  
All of t hese  th ings  used t o  worry m e  a  l o t ,  bu t ,  t o  r epea t ,  Vic was the  
l eade r  and I learned e a r l y  on i n  t h e  campaign, no candida te  can be a 
succes s fu l  campaign manager. You'd b e t t e r  be a candidate  and spend your 
time doing t h a t ,  g ive  them your i npu t ,  bu t  l e t  o the r  people dec ide  t h e  
t a c t i c s  of t he  campaign. 

Q: Can you th ink  . , . 
A: Not t h e  s t r a t e g y  bu t  t h e  t a c t i c s ,  those a r e  two d i f f e r e n t  th ings ,  
which I th ink  you know. 

Q: Can you th ink  of an example of a time where you thought it should 
have been one way and Vic thought i t  should be another ,  and you were too  
c l o s e  and he was r i g h t ?  

A: I t h i n k  t h a t  wi th  r e s p e c t ,  a s  I r e c a l l ,  t o  planning the  rou te  coming 
i n t o  Chicago, we d id  have a n  argument about it and V i c  turned o u t  t o  be  
q u i t e  accu ra t e  and I turned out  t o  be wrong, I wanted t o  come i n  much 
more d i r e c t l y  and I fought hard f o r  t h a t  view and he s a i d ,  "I want you t o  
swing up and down t h e  suburbs and g e t  out  t h e r e  i n  t h e  suburbs and don' t  
spend as much time wandering around t h e  c i ty . "  And i n  r e t r o s p e c t  he was 
a b s o l u t e l y  r i g h t .  

We had another  one t h a t  w a s  more humorous. I w a s  somewhere i n  southern  
I l l i n o i s ,  I f o r g e t  where, and I s a i d ,  ''Vic, I am - not  going t o  spend f i v e  
n i g h t s  a week i n  people 's  houses anymore. I 've had it." What d id  I 
want? I wanted t h r e e  n i g h t s  a  week i n  a motel o r  something. That 
controversy must have been r e f l e c t e d  somewhere i n  t he  journa l .  Anyway, 
i t  got  so bad he had t o  come down and spend a weekend with me so  t h a t  we 
could hash i t  out  and I p reva i l ed  because I j u s t  dug i n  my h e e l s  on tha t  
one, and I knew t h a t  i f  I kept going t h e  way I was going f i v e  n i g h t s  i n  a 
home, one n igh t  a f t e r  t h e  o t h e r ,  t h a t  i t  would d r i v e  m e  i n t o  t h e  ground. 

Q: Did Vic ever  walk with you? 

A: No, Oh, I t h i n k  t h a t  occasion when he came down he may have gone out  
f o r  f i v e  minutes. I used t o  t e a s e  him about i t  a l l  t h e  time. No, he 
never  walked wi th  me, ha rd ly  a t  a l l .  Af te r  t h e  boys l e f t ,  Norty would do 
some walking with  m e  j u s t  t o  keep m e  company. And B i l l  Boltzman a s  you 
read i n  t h e  journa l  would come out  a l o t  and walk wi th  me. 



Q: On October 15 a f t e r  you reached t h e  Wisconsin border ,  your s p i r i t s  
seemed t o  p ick  up. Never a f t e r  t h a t  was t h e r e  mention of your wishing i t  
were over.  P a r t  of t h a t  1 ' m  s u r e  w a s  because i t  was almost over ,  bu t  was 
i t  t h e  thought of going i n t o  Chicago, w a s  t h a t  what was . . . 
A: No, no, it w a s  mostly I th ink ,  psychological ;  I r e c a l l  th inking  about 
t h i s ,  When I h i t  t h e  Wisconsin border ,  from then on I was going home. 
J u s t  as simple a s  t h a t .  Up u n t i l  t h a t  time I was going away from home, 
but  once I made t h a t  t u r n  and headed back down towards Chicago then t h a t  
had a l l  of t he  l a s t  l a p  kind of f e e l i n g s  about it .  Once I go t  on t h a t  
last l a p  why, by g o l l y ,  I can make it  now. 

Q :  You had a  l o t  of media coverage toward the  end. I know t h e r e  wasn't  
much a t  t h e  beginning and you were j u s t  despe ra t e ly  looking f o r  anybody 
( l augh te r )  . . . 

A: Anybody who would say something. Did I have i n  t he  journa l  t h e  time 
we had a  p re s s  conference i n  southern  I l l i n o i s ,  i n  Shawneetown, and 
nobody showed up? And then t h e r e  w a s  another  p re s s  conference, I c a n ' t  
remember where i t  was, where one person showed up and I answered a l l  t h e  
ques t ions  and everything and I s a i d  a t  t h e  end, "By the  way, what 
newspaper do you represent?"  "1 don' t  r ep re sen t  a  newspaper." "Radio 
s t a t i o n ? "  He s a i d ,  "No, I'm t h e  e d i t o r  of t h e  co l l ege  annual," ( laughs)  
which cornea out  a f t e r  t h e  e l e c t i o n .  

Q: When did i t  start t o  p ick  up? Well, what was happening i n  
Spr ing f i e ld  when you were i n  Sp r ing f i e ld?  The n a t i o n a l  news people were 
t h e r e  anyway. 

A: I don ' t  remember what i t  was bu t ,  yes,  they were the re ,  

Q: There was something happening. 

A: And they came out  and picked us  up on t h e  f i v e  hundred-mile mark a s  I 
r e c a l l  and then  Ike Pappas, who s t i l l  is a n a t i o n a l  TV r e p o r t e r  f o r  NBC 
o r  CBS, picked us  up between S p r i n g f i e l d  and Champaign, and t h a t ' s  where 
we got  t h e  b e s t  n a t i o n a l  coverage t h a t  we got  throughout t he  campaign. 
And you know, t h a t  was j u s t  kind of fun. I wasn't  running n a t i o n a l l y  bu t  
i t ' s  j u s t  kind of e x c i t i n g  t o  have the n a t i o n a l  coverage. And of course  
t h a t  meant t he  t e n  o 'c lock  news which is  the  "biggy" as B i l l  Holtzman 
used t o  put it. The s i x  o 'c lock  i s  no t  as important as t h e  t e n  o 'c lock 
news. And t o  make t h e  t e n  o 'c lock  news is r e a l l y  a  score.  Then when we 
got t o  Chicago and we found ou t  t h a t  i t  was being t r e a t e d  as an event  by 
t h e  media and go t  r e a l l y  f i n e  coverage a l l  over ,  we were, of course,  
re laxed  about it. But you see I had very l i t t l e  way of knowing except  
every now and then, what 's  going on ou t  t h e r e  i n  terms of--I saw myself 
hard ly  a t  a l l  on t e l e v i s i o n .  I s a w  myself t h e  first time [when] we 
s tayed  the  n igh t  i n  Monticel lo  near  Champaign. I was on n a t i o n a l  news 
and I got  t o  s e e  myself,  and I w a s  r e a l l y  exc i t ed  about i t .  

Q: You d i d n ' t  s e e  yourse l f  because you were being e n t e r t a i n e d  a t  
somebody's home probably, 

A: Well, I guess so  and a l s o  remember t h a t  t he  camera crews t h a t  came 
downstate,  a l o t  of them were from Chicago, The only time I would be on 



t e l e v i s i o n  i n  a given community, I would f r equen t ly  be gone from t h a t  
community before  i t  would appear on t e l e v i s i o n .  Anyway, f o r  one reason 
o r  another  I r a r e l y  d id .  

Q: You ta lked  f r equen t ly  i n  your j ou rna l ,  you mentioned the  common 
p r a c t i c e  i n  small town homes of having t h e  t e l e v i s i o n  on cons t an t ly .  

A: Oh, yes. 

Q: This  r e a l l y  has  nothing t o  do wi th  the  " ~ a l k "  o r  anything,  bu t  where 
does t h a t  come from? 

A: I don ' t  l i k e  it. 

Q: I got  t h a t .  ( laughs)  

A: I r e a l l y  don ' t  l i k e  i t .  

Q: But why do they  do i t ?  Do you know? 

A: I don ' t  know. I s e e  t h a t  i n  homes every now and then. I c a n ' t  
answer t h a t  quest ion.  I r e a l l y  don ' t  h o w ,  I ' ve  commented a l s o  on t h e  
f a c t  that--I t h i n k  I t o l d  you--you come i n t o  the  house, you' r e  expected 
t o  s i t  down and have d inner  r i g h t  away. That ' s  another  p r a c t i c e  t h a t ,  as 
I ind ica t ed  before ,  is  kind of bothersome bu t ,  yes ,  t h a t  t e l e v i s i o n  th ing  . . . wel l ,  l e t ' s  t h ink  about it. I was t i r e d .  I r e a l l y  was t i r e d  and 
t o  t r y  t o  c a r r y  on a conversa t ion  wi th  s t r a n g e r s  while  a t e l e v i s i o n  s e t  
is  b l a r ing ,  and you're having a hard t i m e  being up anyway because you're  
so  darned t i r e d  is,  1 t h ink ,  a major f a c t o r .  

Q: What was i t  l i k e  f i n a l l y  walking down Milwaukee Avenue i n  your 
uni f  o m ?  

A: It was fun,  People enjoyed it. People recognized me and so  i t  
worked out  j u s t  f i n e .  And it  turned out  t o  be abso lu t e ly  no problem. 
Policemen would wave a t  me and I ' d  wave back and i t  turned out  t o  be a 
fun experience. And knots  of people would ga the r ,  and I would t a l k  with 
them, and i t  w a s  coming home aga in ,  and it worked out  j u s t  super.  

What do you th ink  of a s  t h e  a c t u a l  moment when it  ended? 

When I walked i n t o  the  Midland Hotel.  

Midland? 

Yes. That ' s  where we had a r a l l y  a t  t he  end of the  " ~ a l k . "  

What about the  Sherman House? It d i d n ' t  end a t  t h e  Sherman House? 

I don ' t  t h ink  so. I t h i n k  i t  was a t  t h e  Midland Hotel.  

Okay. 

I t h i n k  t h a t ' s  where t h e  r a l l y  was. 



Q: And then  what d id  you do? 

A: I took t h e  weekend o f f  and then  October 31  was my, then ,  w i fe ' s  
bir thday.  As I recall, on Monday morning I th ink  I went t o  t h e  
headquar te rs ,  and then  I t h i n k  I dived immediately i n t o  t h e  c o f f e e  
func t ions  t h a t  I mentioned e a r l i e r .  

Q: You s t a r t e d  f l y i n g ,  

A: S t a r t e d  f ly ing?  

Q: On November lst, I 

didn '  t you, r i g h t  away? 

t h i n k  you began . . . 
A: I may have done a f l y  around . . . 
Q: . . . a t o u r ,  yes ,  yes. 

A: Did I do a fly around? 

Q: I t h i n k  so a t  t h a t  po in t .  

A: Okay, w e l l ,  t h a t ' s  r i g h t ,  I went back and sa id  "thank you" t o  people,  
t h a t ' s  exac t ly  r i g h t .  I went back and f lew a l l  over t h e  state saying 
thank you t o  everybody who t r e a t e d  me so n i c e l y  on t h e  "Walk." Yes, 
you're a b s o l u t e l y  r i g h t .  

Q: Did you wear your s u i t  o r  your uniform? 

A: I don ' t  remember. I r e a l l y  don ' t  remember. 

Q: We've ta lked  so much about so  many d e t a i l s  of t h e  "Walk" and I 
suppose t h e  n a t u r a l  ques t ion  is, what w a s  t h e  o v e r a l l  impact? 

A: I t h i n k  i t  made me  a d i f f e r e n t  person i n  many r e spec t s .  I t h i n k  i t  
made m e  a b e t t e r  governor t han  I would have been without it. I th ink  i t  
enabled me  t o  understand t h e  s t a t e .  To understand what downstate is  
r e a l l y  a l l  about ,  t h e  people downstate. So t h a t  i t  i s n ' t  j u s t  a 
geographic a r e a  which i t  i s  t o  so many p o l i t i c i a n s  from Chicago. I t 's  a 
real l i v e ,  v i b r a n t ,  d i f f e r en t - th ink ing ,  d i f f e r en t - r eac t ing  group of 
people who have some very  s t rong  f e e l i n g s  about t h e i r  t u r f  and about 
Chicago. And a l o t  of people p ro fe s s  t o  know t h a t ,  bu t  i t ' s  one th ing  t o  
know something i n t e l l e c t u a l l y ,  i t ' s  another  t h ing  t o  know something and 
experience something. And t h e  l a t t e r  w a s  t r u e  as a r e s u l t  of t h e  "Walk." 

And then,  of course ,  l e a r n i n g  about t h e  problems around t h e  s t a t e .  B i l l  
S t r a t t o n  I have a l o t  of r e spec t  f o r ,  because 1 learned a s  I walked 
through t h e  s t a t e  how many people r e c a l l e d  h i s  being there .  He knew h i s  
state. I knew my state. The present  governor [James R. Thompson] i n  my 
opinion does no t  know t h e  state of I l l i n o i s  because he h a s n ' t  g o t t e n  out  
t h e r e  and been around the s ta te  and f e l t  t h e  d i r t  and looked a t  t h e  water 
and ta lked  wi th  t h e  people. And I don ' t  mean t h a t  c r i t i c a l l y .  He j u s t  
hasn ' t  had t h e  oppor tuni ty  t o  do i t .  

Q: Can you t h i n k  of examples of t h ings  you learned t h a t  made you a 
d i f f e r e n t  governor? 



A: Oh, sure.  The one th ing  I j u s t  mentioned, t h a t ' s  understanding t h e  
downstate way of th inking  which w a s  very ,  very  important. Understanding 
southern  I l l i n o i s  which I t h i n k  was important ,  understanding farming 
which I had not  understood be fo re  I took t h e  "Walk." I ' d  been involved 
i n  farming i n  C a l i f o r n i a  but  t h a t ' s  a l o t  d i f f e r e n t  than farming i n  the  
s t a t e  of I l l i n o i s .  Understanding t h e  i s s u e s  t h a t  concerned people,  
understanding t h e  highway system of t h e  s t a t e  which is  so important t o  
people downstate and a governor has  t o  be on top o f ,  understanding how 
downstaters  perceive the  pub l i c  school  i s s u e s  and problems, t h e  t eache r s  
and t h e  parents .  A l l  of those  th ings  gave m e  t h e  a b i l i t y  t o  look a t  a 
s t a t e  governmental problem through t h e  eyes of people i n s t ead  of looking 
a t  it as a p ro fe s s iona l  i f  you w i l l ,  and I th ink  those a r e  two q u i t e  
d i f f e r e n t  ways t o  look a t  a problem. I l i k e  t o  t h ink  t h a t  as a r e s u l t  of 
t h e  "walk," I could do both. 

Now I was accused of--when I say  looked a t  through t h e  eyes  of t h e  
people--of being a demagogue. A l l  r i g h t ,  and I always had g r e a t  
d i f f i c u l t y  i n  g e t t i n g  over t he  po in t  t h a t  t h e r e  is an i n t e l l e c t u a l  
d i f f e r e n c e  between, what 1'11 c a l l  a George Wallace approach t o  us ing  
people,  and an understanding of how people are looking a t  government and 
t h e  i s sue .  Those a r e  two q u i t e  d i f f e r e n t  th ings .  Even though they sound 
q u i t e  similar i n  terms of t h e  way you r e l a t e  i t  t o  a p a r t i c u l a r  problem. 

Q: What about a ques t ion  like . . . 
A: I ' m  going t o  have t o  draw t o  an end i n  a couple of minutes. 

Q: Okay, What about  a ques t ion  like welfare? Obviously t h a t  ques t ion  
i s  very d i f f e r e n t  i n  Chicago from what i t  is  i n  Shawaeetown o r  o t h e r  
a r eas .  

A: Tha t ' s  very t r u e  and t h a t ' s  another  thing--1 haven ' t  mentioned t h a t ,  
The depth of t h e  f e e l i n g  on t h e  p a r t  of t h e  people downstate p a r t i c u l a r l y  
about wel fare  is w e l l ,  i t ' s  very ,  very  . . , I d i d n ' t  app rec i a t e  i t  u n t i l  
Z went out  there .  "Those people,  those  people use food stamps t o  buy 
s t e a k s ,  Those people d r i v e  Cad i l l ac s ,  those  people don ' t  work when they 
should be working. Let me t e l l  you t h e  s t o r y  about t h e  t i m e  when I s tood  
i n  l i n e  behind a person and he used food stamps t o  buy s teaks."  I c a n ' t  
t e l l  you how many t imes I heard t h a t  over and over and over again.  
Everybody had a personal  s t o r y  t o  relate, "That woman down the  s t r e e t  
who's on wel fare  and is on t h e  ADC program. I know what goes on the re .  
1 see her man s l i p p i n g  i n t o  the  house every n igh t  and s leeping  wi th  he r  
and g e t t i n g  more babies  so  she  can g e t  more wel fare  and then he goes 
somewhere e l s e  during the  daytime." Over and over and over again.  The 
s i n g l e  most emotional i s s u e ,  maybe only exceeded by gun c o n t r o l ,  t h a t  you 
w i l l  f i n d  on the  minds of people downstate. 

Well, t axes  of course,  bu t  prsoccupat ioa with wel fare ,  and you know, a 
l o t  of t r u t h ,  t h e r e  a r e  a l o t  of abuses of t h e  wel fare  system. Not a l l  
these  s t o r i e s ,  not  a l l  of them but  t h e r e  a r e  a l o t  of abuses.  People 
would say  t o  m e ,  "What do you mean t h e r e  i s n ' t  any jobs? What do they 
mean when they say t h a t  black teenagers  o r  black men ages twenty t o  
twenty-five c a n ' t  find any jobs? Let me show you the he lp  wanted ad 
here ,  Waitress wanted, waiter wanted. Why won't they take  t h a t  job? 



What's wrong? They're too  good f o r  it." This  is t h e  kind of th ing  you 
hear  over and over again.  

Q: How d id  t h a t  go along wi th  your l i b e r a l  Democrat background? 

A: You cannot he lp  but  go through downstate t h e  way I d id  without having 
i t  move you t o  t he  r i g h t .  You j u s t  can ' t .  And I don ' t  mean because 
you're responding p o l i t i c a l l y ,  i t  j u s t  moves you t h a t  way when you t a l k  
t o  t h i s  many people. The va lues  a r e  t h e r e  and I used t o  remark on t h i s  
i n  t a l k s  and i t ' s  very t rue .  They s t i l l  a r e  not  abashed o r  embarrassed 
t o  t a l k  about love,  Bible ,  those  kinds of t h ings  t h a t  a r e  looked upon a s  
kind of corny i n  suburbia  and they t a l k  ou t  i n  t h e  open about them, and 
they  th ink  t h a t  thoae va lues  a r e  very  important;  t h a t  made a deep 
impression on m e .  The f i b e r  of people. 
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Q: While you were walking t h e r e  were a l o t  of t h ings  going on behind the  
scenes,  and even by the  end of t h e  "Walk" you s t i l l  d idn ' t  know who you 
would be running a g a i n s t  in t h e  primary, 

A: That ' s  c o r r e c t  a s  I r e c a l l .  

Q: One of the  p o s s i b i l i t i e s  was Tom Foran. Can you t e l l  m e  about your 
thoughts  about him and what you t h i n k  the  campaign might have been l i k e  
had you run a g a i n s t  him r a t h e r  than Paul  Simon? 

A: In r e t r o s p e c t  I th ink  t h a t  I would have had a very  d i f f i c u l t  t ime 
bea t ing  Tom Foran. I d id  not  know Tom a t  t h a t  time. I now know him very  
wel l ,  All I knew about him w a s  h i s  r epu ta t ion  a s  a prosecutor .  A 
campaign wi th  Tom would have been a much tougher campaign. Tom would 
have slugged. Paul  Simon d idn ' t .  Tom would have paid l e s s  a t t e n t i o n  t o  
t h e  so-called government i s s u e s ,  and more a t t e n t i o n  t o  p e r s o n a l i t i e s  and 
t h a t  kind of t h ing ,  It would have been I chink a very much tougher 
campaign with Tom. And w e  thought so  a t  t h e  time, by t h e  way. 

Q: ~ a a n ' t  he considered,  l i k e  Howlett, t o  be a r e a l  Daley man? 

A: Yes, we thought of him t h a t  way, bu t  then i f  you th ink  about t he  f a c t  
t h a t  Paul  Simon w a s  a downstater ,  Daley d id  not  have any c l o s e  
at tachments  wi th  Paul  Simon. The ward committeemen and aldermen i n  t h e  
c i t y  of Chicago, p a r t i c u l a r l y  t h e  hard-core machine p o l i t i c i a n s ,  d i d n ' t  
have any at tachments  wi th  Paul  Simon. A s  a mat te r  of f a c t  they d i d n ' t  
p a r t i c u l a r l y  c a r e  f o r  h i s  image. Tom Foran, on t h e  o t h e r  hand, with h i s  
I r i s h  background and Chicago background, would have e a s i l y  e s t ab l i shed  a 
s t rong  rappor t  with those  people and I th ink  they would have worked 
harder  f o r  him than they d id  f o r  Paul Simon. 

Q: Foran's argument i n  favor  of slatemaking was t h a t  an open primary was 
d i v i s i v e .  Was t h a t  a common . . . d i d  you run i n t o  t h a t  argument . . . 
A: Oh, s u r e  . . . 



Q: . . . f r equen t ly?  

A: . . . t h a t  w a s  t he  common r a t i o n a l i z a t i o n  f o r  slatemaking and I 
always used t o  respond, "Well, what makes I l l i n o i s  d i f f e r e n t  from t h e  
o t h e r  for ty-nine s t a t e s ? "  Primaries  a r e  always somewhat d i v i s i v e .  But 
Democrats always have a way n a t i o n a l l y ,  and i n  p r a c t i c a l l y  a l l  s t a t e s ,  of 
coming back toge ther  after a primary c o n t e s t ,  then going on many times t o  
win i n  t h e  f a l l .  A primary can be d i v i s i v e ,  t r u e ,  but i t  can a l s o  be a  
good t e s t i n g  ground. It can be a  way t o  t r y  out  i s sues .  It can be a  way 
t o  form organiza t ions  and personal  l o y a l t i e s .  I th ink  pr imar ies  a r e  
very ,  very  he lp fu l .  

Q: I n  May of 1971, even be fo re  you began walking, you d isc losed  your 
f i nances  . 
A: That ' s  co r r ec t .  

Q: And t h i s  was something t h a t  was c l e a r l y  very important t o  you. And 
it  became important during t h e  period of time when you were governor 
because I th ink  t h e r e  were ex t ens ive  e t h i c s  hear ings ,  weren't t he re ,  t o  
dec ide  who should d i s c l o s e  and who should d i s c l o s e  what and . . . 
A: That ' s  r i g h t .  

Q: T e l l  m e  about you and t h e  e t h i c s .  

A: Well, I took a very s t rong  p o s i t i o n  from t h e  very beginning on e t h i c s  
and t h e  need f o r  s t ronge r  l e g i s l a t i o n .  A t  t h a t  time I l l i n o i s  had no laws 
r e g u l a t i n g  campaign con t r ibu t ions .  No e l e c t i o n  laws i n  t h i s  a r e a  a t  a l l ,  
and I advocated f o r  very s t rong  laws, and I advocated f o r  vo luntary  
d i s c l o s u r e  i n  t h e  absence of such a law. And I challenged Paul t o  do it. 
I chal lenged Ogilvie t o  do i t .  I d i d  i t  myself v o l u n t a r i l y .  The one 
a r e a  t h a t  caused m e  t r o u b l e  then  and continued t o  cause me t r o u b l e  
throughout the  governorship was t h i s  mat te r  of d i s c l o s u r e  of campaign 
con t r ibu t ions .  I s a i d  i n  1971 o r  1972, I f o r g e t  which, t h a t  I would 
d i s c l o s e  campaign con t r ibu t ions  i f  my opponents would and they refused.  
And s o  I took t h e  p o s i t i o n  t h a t  i f  t hey ' r e  not going t o ,  why should I be 
placed a t  a disadvantage by doing i t  because people don't  l i k e  t h a t  kind 
of d i s c l o s u r e  and i t  h u r t s  your fundra is ing .  And i f  I ' m  going t o  g e t  
h u r t  they ought t o  g e t  h u r t ,  meaning my opponents. It should be an even 
kind of s i t u a t i o n ,  and i t  wouldn't be f a i r  i t  seemed t o  m e  t o  put myself 
under a  burden t h a t  they d i d n ' t  have. 

Also t h e r e  was an e x t r a  burden f o r  me i n  t h e  primary p a r t i c u l a r l y .  How 
do you th ink  t h a t  Daley would f e e l  when he would read i n  t he  newspaper 
t h a t  some businessman had con t r ibu ted  t o  Dan walker 's  campaign, Dan 
Walker running aga ins t  t he  machine? The machine doesn ' t  h e s i t a t e  t o  
respond t o  t h a t  kind of t h ing  by p u t t i n g  t h e  arm on. It c e r t a i n l y  d i d  
no t  then. And l o c a l  businessmen would be scared t o  dea th  t o  make a  
c o n t r i b u t i o n  t o  m e  i n  Chicago i f  they  knew t h a t  i t  was  going t o  be 
d i sc losed  t o  t h e  ward committeemen and the  aldermen i n  t h e i r  p a r t i c u l a r  
ward. And t h a t  w a s  t h e  b a s i c  problem w i t h  campaign c o n t r i b u t i o n  
d i s c l o s u r e  i n  1971 and i n  1972. 



Q: Didn't  you end up during your term i n  o f f i c e  i n  a law s u i t  over 
d i sc losu re?  

A: I don ' t  r e c a l l  a l a w  s u i t  over  d i s c l o s u r e  while  I was i n  o f f i c e .  
There w a s  a law s u i t  a f t e r  I l e f t  o f f i c e .  I n  1976 we f i n a l l y  made f u l l  
d i s c l o s u r e  of a l l  campaign c o n t r i b u t i o n s  commencing i n  1971, 1972. This  
is  something t h a t ,  i n  r e t r o s p e c t ,  should have been done much e a r l i e r .  It 
would have saved m e  a l o t  of problems t h a t  I experienced. We d id  not  
want t o  do i t  simply because s o  many people s a i d ,  "Please don' t  d i s c l o s e ,  
p l ease  don't ." Not t h a t  they had done anything wrong, but  they l i v e d  up 
here  i n  Chicago and they j u s t  d id  not  want t o  incur  t he  wrath of people 
up he re  f o r  having helped m e  out  during t h e  primary of 1971-1972. 

Q: I n  Ju ly  of 1971, I guess  about t h e  time you began walking, you 
announced t h a t  you had the  backing of some n a t i o n a l  f i g u r e s  such a s  
Ramsey Clark  and Eugene McCarthy. How d id  t h a t  come about? 

A: Well, I asked them t o  he lp  me and they agreed. I have known Ramsey 
Clark f o r  some time. H i s  f a t h e r  was on t h e  United S t a t e s  Supreme Court 
when I w a s  a t  t he  Supreme Court a s  a law c l e r k  and 1 met Ramsey then.  
And then  Ramsey w a s  i n  t h e  Department of  J u s t i c e  and i t  was he t h a t  I 
t a lked  t o  when I completed t h e  "Walker Report" i n  1968. So I knew him 
and he knew me. 

The o t h e r  i nd iv idua l  you mentioned was Gene McCarthy. Some people on my 
s t a f f  knew Gene very  well .  B i l l  Holtzman had been an advance man f o r  
Gene McCarthy and he and Tom McCoy, who was a fundra i se r  f o r  McCarthy and 
a l s o  d id  some fundra i s ing  f o r  me on t h e  East Coast,  t a lked  t o  Gene and I 
met him and he s a i d  t h a t  he would support  me. Now, obviously t h a t ' s  a 
two-edged sword. It g e t s  you some p u b l i c i t y ,  and t h a t ' s  he lp fu l ,  and i t  
means something t o  some people,  bu t  then  a l o t  of people around t h e  s t a t e  
were then  using the  argument t h a t  I w a s  t r y i n g  t o  muster out-of-s tate  
suppor t ,  out-of-s tate  f i n a n c i a l  suppor t ,  and t h e r e ' s  something wrong with  
t h a t  i n  t h e i r  book. Actua l ly ,  a s  you know, we d i d n ' t  g e t  t h a t  much. 

Q: A t  some poin t  in  the--again while  you were walking--Howlett seemed t o  
come out  as a candidate .  Did you ever  t h ink  t h a t  you might be running 
a g a i n s t  him at  t h a t  time? 

A: No, no. I would have welcomed it ,  but  no. 

Q: Why would you have welcomed i t ?  

A: A s  events  proved i n  1976 and I say  t h i s ,  we l l ,  I ' v e  s a i d  i t  before--I 
always h e s i t a t e  t o  say i t  because I l i k e  Mike as an individual--but he 
t y p i f i e d  t h e  machine candida te  and would have been a n a t u r a l  opponent f o r  
an independent t o  run aga ins t .  But Mike d i d n ' t  know then and d i d n ' t  know 
i n  1976 how t o  campaign f o r  governor. H e  knew how t o  campaign f o r  
s e c r e t a r y  of state but  he d i d n ' t  know how t o  campaign f o r  governor. He 
j u s t  was n o t  an issue-oriented o r  a people-oriented candidate .  H e  would 
have been easier than  Paul  Simon and e a s i e r  than  Tom Foran. 

Q: There were a number of th ings  going on during t h a t  period of time 
t h a t  seemed t o  play r i g h t  i n t o  your hands, as f a r  as i s s u e s ,  t h a t  
suggested the  co r rup t ion  i n  s t a t e  government and t h e  problems i n  s t a t e  



government. The r ace  t r a c k  scandal  we've ta lked  about,  t he  "shoe box" 
we've mentioned wi th  Paul  Powell . . . 
A: Right.  

Q: . . . and then t h e r e  was another  th ing  t h a t  you pointed t o ,  and t h a t  
w a s  t h e  l e g i s l a t u r e  vo t ing  i t s e l f  a  r a i s e .  

A: Yes, 

Q: Can you t a l k  about those  th ings  and give m e  a sense of how you used 
those  i n  your campaign? 

A: Well, those  kinds of i s s u e s ,  a s  you've ind ica t ed ,  f i t t e d  r i g h t  i n t o  
my o v e r a l l  approach. I was an ou t s ide r .  I w a s  no t  a  member of t h e  club. 
I was not  a p o l i t i c i a n ,  and t h e r e f o r e  when I s t r u c k  out  aga ins t  p o l i t i c s  
a s  usua l ,  a l l  of t hese  th ings  t h a t  you've mentioned supported my t h e s i s  
and t h a t  is: we've had enough of p o l i t i c s  a s  usual ;  l e t ' s  have somebody 
who i s  no t  a  member of the c lub ,  who does not  represent  p o l i t i c s  a s  
usua l .  

Q: You say now t h a t  you a r e  not  a p o l i t i c i a n  and you never have been. 

A: I don' t  f e e l  l i k e  one. Now when I say t h a t ,  I mean the  way p o l i t i c s  
i s  usua l ly  c a r r i e d  on. I f  you d e f i n e  p o l i t i c i a n  i n  t he  sense of a  person 
who is  running f o r  p o l i t i c a l  o f f i c e  then  obviously I f i t  t h a t  d e f i n i t i o n .  
But t h e  au ra  t h a t  p o l i t i c s  u sua l ly  has,  a l l  of t h e  images of i t ,  I do not  
t h i n k  of myself a s  having t h a t  kind of an image. But o t h e r s  probably 
would d i sag ree  with t h a t .  

Q: I t h i n k  t h a t  when you say you're  not  a p o l i t i c i a n ,  I understand t h a t  
t o  mean t h a t  you wanted t o  do i t  a  new way. Yo wanted t o  t r y  t o  break new 
ground i n  governing t h e  s t a t e  of I l l i n o i s  and i n  t he  p o s i t i o n  of t h e  
Democratic pa r ty  i n  t he  s t a t e  of I l l i n o i s .  

A: That ' s  r i g h t ,  and l i t t l e  did I r e a l i z e  how d i f f i c u l t  i t  was going t o  
be. 

Q: And of course you were r e f e r r e d  t o  as governing by conf ron ta t ion  
because you seemed t o  be cons t an t ly  i n  c o n f l i c t  with someone, and y e t  you 
have a l s o  sa id  t h a t  you be l i eve  t h a t  t h a t  is the  way it should be. 

A: Well, no t  n e c e s s a r i l y  confronta t ion .  I th ink  t h a t ' s  t he  wrong word. 
  hat's a media word, no t  a r e a l i t y  word. It 's  a convenient word t o  
desc r ibe  a very  complicated kind of t h ing  t h a t  went on while  I was a 
candida te  and whi le  I w a s  governor and i t  is a misleading word. I, a s  I 
have ind ica t ed  t o  you before ,  am dead s e t  opposed t o  "back room 
p o l i t i c s . "  I don ' t  l i k e  i t ,  I don ' t  c a r e  f o r  it. I have a g r e a t  
d i f f i c u l t y  i n  p r a c t i c i n g  i t .  

My e f f o r t  was t o  bring i s s u e s  out i n t o  t h e  open. To t a l k  with t h e  people 
of I l l i n o i s  about those i s s u e s  and t o  g e t  them t o  r e a c t ,  t a l k  t o  t h e i r  
l e g i s l a t o r s ,  be i n t e r e s t e d  i n  and do something about s t a t e  government. To 
do t h a t  you have t o  go out  and do th ings  l i k e  f l y  around t h e  s t a t e .  You 
have t o  t a l k  about what your opponents want t o  do t h a t  you don ' t  want 
them t o  g e t  away with. And t h a t  came t o  be c a l l e d  confronta t ion .  I 



d i d n ' t  mean it  a s  confronta t ion ;  I meant i t  a s  " a i r i n g  t h e  issues" and 
g e t t i n g  them i n t o  a publ ic  forum so  t h a t  people understand i t .  

~ e t ' s  t ake  the  cu r r en t  RTA c r i s i s .  That ' s  no t  being done now. Most of 
t h e  people i n  t h e  s t a t e  almost without except ion do not  know what t h e  
i s s u e s  a r e  t h a t  a r e  prevent ing a compromise from being reached on the  RTA 
today, And t h a t ' s  i n  p a r t  because Thompson and Byrne and t h e  o t h e r  
l e a d e r s  a r e n ' t  t a l k i n g  t o  people about it. They're t a l k i n g  t o  t h e i r  
cohor t s  about i t ,  They're t a l k i n g  with o t h e r  p o l i t i c i a n s  about it. 
They're t a l k i n g  wi th  community people about i t ,  l e a d e r s ,  but  t hey ' r e  no t  
t a l k i n g  with the  publ ic  about t h e  r e a l  problem and I t h i n k  t h a t ' s  
unfor tuna te .  

The d i f f i c u l t y  is  t h a t  when you do go t o  t h e  publ ic  with a b ig  i s s u e ,  
where t h e r e ' s  a g l a r e  of p u b l i c i t y  and you hold  press conferences and t h e  
media always wants t o  say,  "Who's f i g h t i n g  who?" then  it g e t s  caught 
under t h i s  l a b e l  "confrontat ion" when it  r e a l l y  i s n ' t  conf ronta t ion .  
Actua l ly  my s t y l e  is  not  that--f ight ing.  Never has been throughout my 
l i f e  one o f ,  you know, coming on hard with somebody, confronta t ion ,  i f  
you w i l l .  And why anybody who has s tud ied  my life--which people don ' t ,  
of course,  and t h a t ' s  understandable--could come t o  t h e  conclusion t h a t  I 
would be a c o n f r o n t a t i o n i s t  by na tu re ,  when i t ' s  so a l i e n  t o  my own way 
of l i f e ,  always puzzled me. But then  I have t o  s t e p  back and say, t h a t  
view is  understandable because people don ' t  know me t h a t  we l l  t o  know 
t h a t  I ' m  no t  t h a t  kind 05 a person. 

Q: Well, I t h i n k  i t ' s  n a t u r a l  t h a t  t h a t  word might come out  of t h e  
knowledge t h a t  you d i d  no t  have a t r a d i t i o n a l  f e e l i n g  about t h e  g ive  and 
t ake  and accommodation between t h e  execut ive  and t h e  l e g i s l a t i v e  branch 
of government, f o r  i n s t ance .  

A: Well, t h a t ' s  no t  accura te .  I have a g r e a t  understanding and f e e l i n g  
f o r  t h e  o ld  a r t  of accommodation. That ' s  a t o t a l l y  d i f f e r e n t  th ing .  I n  
my f i r s t  message t o  the  l e g i s l a t u r e  I s a i d ,  "Let t h i s  be a par tnersh ip .  
Don't s i t  here  and wait  f o r  me t o  send you programs. Develop your own 
programs a t  t h e  same t i m e  t h a t  I ' m  developing programs and l e t ' s  work 
toge the r  t o  make t h i s  s t a t e  run be t t e r . "  That was the  whole theme of t h e  
f i r s t  message. It wasn't ,  a s  I r e c a l l ,  two weeks later before  my own 
pa r ty  w a s  sending my cab ine t  nominees down t h e  tube i n  the  sena te  a t  a 
r a t e  unprecedented i n  t h e  h i s t o r y  of t h e  s t a t e  of I l l i n o i s .  I was never 
given,  by my own pa r ty  i n  t h e  sena te ,  t h e  kind of  " l e t  him choose h i s  own 
cabinet ' '  t h a t  is a p r a c t i c e  h i s t o r i c a l l y  i n  government i n  I l l i n o i s  and 
n a t i o n a l l y .  So, I have t o  say ,  every t i m e  I look back on t h a t  s i t u a t i o n ,  
I d id  no t  s t a r t  t he  f i g h t .  

Q: I ' d  Like t o  g e t  back l a t e r  t o  your r e l a t i o n s  w i t h  the  l e g i s l a t u r e  
because obviously t h a t ' s  v i t a l ,  but  r i g h t  now I ' d  l i k e  us  t o  t r y  t o  g e t  
through t h e  primary campaign, 

A: P lease ,  

Q: Would you t a l k  about t h e  problems i n  g e t t i n g  the  debates  going? 

A: Well, as I r e c a l l ,  understandably t h e  person who is e s t a b l i s h e d  i s  
r e l u c t a n t  t o  deba te  t he  cha l l enge r  because Paul  Simon of course knew t h a t  



I was t h e  underdog and t h a t  I d id  no t  have high name recogni t ion ,  whereas 
he d id .  A debate  would only  inc rease  my name recogni t ion  and, having i n  
mind the  na tu re  of a primary e l e c t i o n ,  would do p r a c t i c a l l y  nothing f o r  
him no matter  which way i t  went. He had a l l  t o  l o s e  and nothing t o  gain.  
And a s  I r e c a l l  t h a t  was t he  bas i c  reason why we w e r e  not  succes s fu l  i n  
g e t t i n g  a debate.  A s  I remember we only had one encounter and t h a t  was 
on "Kup's Show." And I remember t h a t  one very ,  very  well .  Kup does no t  
encourage a  deba te  on h i s  show but  i t  turned i n t o  some segments of t h a t .  
I had been warned by my s t a f f  t o  be very c a r e f u l  about no t  coming an too 
hard because I do have a tendency t o  do t h a t  because I am . . . I j u s t  
come on hard even when I don ' t  in tend  to .  

Q: When was t h i s  i n  t h e  campaign? How c l o s e  t o  t he  primary, do you 
remember? 

A: I don ' t  remember. It was a f t e r  Paul  w a s  s l a t e d .  I t h i n k  i t  was 
e a r l y  i n  1972,  as I r e c a l l .  We t a lked  about t h ings  l i k e  patronage and 
t h a t  I go back t o  my former comment on. Tha t ' s  one where we agreed t h e r e  
was no d i f f e r e n c e  between us ,  t h a t  we both were aga ins t  t h e  abuses but  we 
were toge ther  on "I w i l l  h i r e  Democrats ahead of Republicans i f  t hey ' r e  
qua l i f ied ."  Anyway, I was t o t a l l y  convinced when I f in i shed  t h e  program 
t h a t  I had been much too s o f t .  That I j u s t  had not  made p o i n t s  t h a t  I 
should have made. 

And I remember a f te rwards  going t o  t h e  o f f i c e  of the  p o l l s t e r  t h a t  we had 
arranged f o r .  And what he had done was t o  s e t  up an audience f o r  p o l l i n g  
by c a l l i n g  people and asking them t o  watch t h e  program, and he pol led  
them before  t he  program as t o  how many were f o r  me and how many were f o r  
Paul  Simon, and then he pol led  them a f t e r  they watched the  program. I 
won i n  a  l ands l ide .  To ta l  l ands l ide .  And I was j u s t  abso lu t e ly  amazed 
because, as I s a i d ,  I thought I had come o f f  very,  very,  very  s o f t .  
Anyway i t  r e a l l y  had an  impact on me i n  terms of how t o  handle myself i n  
a debate  o r  i n  any kind of a campaign kind of back-and-forth appearance, 
p a r t i c u l a r l y  with t h e  e l e c t r o n i c  media. 

Q: So you th ink  i n  f a c t  you were s o f t  and t h a t  is  what you continued t o  
t r y  t o  do? 

A: I thought I appeared too  s o f t  bu t  a c t u a l l y ,  a s  they put  i t  t o  m e ,  
11 Dan, when you th ink  you're s o f t ,  you're coming on hard." A t  t h e  t ime I 
t h i n k  we had David Garth as media s p e c i a l i s t .  ~ e ' s  ou t  of New York C i ty  
and was very,  very good. And I have no h e s i t a t i o n  i n  saying t h a t  I 
looked t o  Dave Garth f o r  advice  on how t o  handle myself on t e l e v i s i o n ,  
and how t o  d r e s s  and th ings  l i k e  t h a t ,  because why not  have an exper t  
adv i se  you i n  a r e a s  where you need advice? 

Q: Did you look forward t o  t h e  debates  wi th  Simon? Is t h a t  something 
you r e a l l y  wanted t o  do? 

A: Oh su re ,  bu t  we knew from t h e  beginning we never would g e t  them. 

Q: So you eventua l ly  d id  t h e  tape  recorder  deba tes ,  d i d n ' t  you? 

A: That ' s  r i g h t ,  I ' d  f o r g o t t e n  t h a t .  Y e s ,  we did the  tape  recording 
debates ,  t h a t ' s  a b s o l u t e l y  c o r r e c t .  We were using every device  t h a t  w e  



could t o  g e t  pub l i c  a t t e n t i o n  on my candidacy and a s  one columnist put i t  
a f t e r  t h e  e l e c t i o n ,  t he  reason t h a t  I won was we went around, through and 
over  t h e  media. 

Q: Which means you used them very e f f e c t i v e l y .  

A: Well, you can use  the  word "used," yes.  And we d i d n ' t  h e s i t a t e  t o  . . . l i k e  t h e  ' l ~ a l k , "  f o r  example, i t  was a way of going d i r e c t l y  t o  
people without regard t o  t h e  media, a l though t h e  media became involved,  
But t h e r e  was a l o t  of word of mouth i n  connection with my campaign. And 
t h a t  word of mouth was j u s t  as e f f e c t i v e  as t h e  media content .  

Q: I n  February of 1972 Neal Eckert came i n t o  t h e  campaign. Can you t e l l  
me about t h a t ?  

A: I don ' t  r e a l l y  remember how we happened t o  g e t  Neal. I wanted 
somebody from southern I l l i n o i s ,  I remember t h a t ,  But how I got t o  Neal, 
I ' m  s o r r y ,  I j u s t  do not  r e c a l l .  He was not  t h e  f i r s t  one I asked. 

Q: Can you t e l l  m e  who some of t h e  o t h e r  p o s s i b i l i t i e s  were? 

A: Oh, I remember asking t h e  gentleman who i s  now on the  f e d e r a l  cou r t  
bench, Stanley Rostenkowski from Rockford. And 1 ' m  su re  t h e r e  were 
maybe--oh, yes ,  t h e r e  was a gentleman, oh, what was h i s  name? H e  was 
formerly i n  t h e  l e g i s l a t u r e .  Very, very a c t i v e  on t a x  i s s u e s  from a 
smal l  town i n  downstate I l l i n o i s .  I ' m  sorry I cannot remember h i s  name. 
And, t h e r e  was one o the r .  There w e r e  about t h r e e  and then we s e t t l e d  on 
Neal. 

Q: You hadn ' t  known Neal beforehand? 

A: No, I knew about him, but  I don' t  b e l i e v e  I ' d  known him except t o  
meet him on the  ' l ~ a l k , "  which I d id .  

Q: And you wanted him from southern I l l i n o i s  t o  complement your Chicago 
businessman image? 

A: Ce r t a in ly  downstate. Had t o  be  somebody from downstate p a r t i c u l a r l y  
because Paul Simon was a downstater.  

Q: Did he seem t o  do t h a t ?  Did he complement you? 

A: Oh, I th ink  so,  but  I don' t  t h ink  t h a t  Neal became a major f a c t o r  i n  
t h e  campaign. Not because of him a t  a l l ;  he worked hard. He had no 
money and we couldn ' t  g ive  him any money and t h a t  w a s  our problem. 

Q: You mentioned the  p o l l s ,  t he  p o l l  a f t e r  t he  "Kup's Show." How 
important were those t o  you during those  later days of t he  primary? Were 
you too  busy t o  watch them c a r e f u l l y  o r  is  t h a t  what you were watching 
most c a r e f u l l y ?  

A: No, I never  looked a t  a survey, never did.  I can only r e c a l l  one 
in s t ance  i n  a l l  of t he  campaigns where I looked a t  a survey r e s u l t  and I 
don ' t  even remember the  occasion f o r  t h a t .  Dave Green analyzed the  
surveys and Dave Green and Victor  gave advice based on t h e i r  a n a l y s i s  of 



t h e  surveys. I always f e l t  t h a t  it was dangerous f o r  me t o  t r y  t o  do 
t h a t .  If you're doing good i n  t h e  p o l l s  o r  bad i t ' s  going t o  i n e v i t a b l y  
a f f e c t  your performance out  t he re ,  and you don't  need t o  have your 
performance be a f f ec t ed .  Now i f  you're running a d i f f e r e n t  kind of 
campaign, l i k e  running f o r  t h e  presidency where i t ' s  much more 
s t r u c t u r e d ,  then a candida te  can do i t ,  But where the  whole campaign i s  
based on face-to-face con tac t  wi th  people and p re s s  conferences and t h a t  
kind of th ing ,  your psychological  appearance is  so  important t h a t  you 
j u s t  c a n ' t  a f f o r d  t o  l e t  t h ings  l i k e  a p o l l  get  i n t o  your mind and a f f e c t  
your performance. 

Q: I c a n ' t  r e c a l l ,  bu t  i t  seems t o  me you were ahead i n  some p o l l  r i g h t  
be fo re  t h e  primary. Do you remember t h a t ?  Is t h a t  t r u e ?  

A: The only p o l l  t h a t  I w a s  ahead i n  was WCIA, I t h i n k  i t  is,  a 
t e l e v i s i o n  s t a t i o n  over i n  Champaign, and just s h o r t l y  before  t h e  primary 
they announced, "We don' t  be l i eve  i t  bu t  our  p o l l  is showing Dan Walker 
running ahead of Paul  Simon," and t h a t  w a s  e x c i t i n g ,  of course,  t o  u s ,  
bu t  then you th ink  twice and i t  doesn ' t  become a s  e x c i t i n g  because even 
i f  I w a s  running ahead of  Paul downstate,  what about Chicago? Where t h e  
g r e a t  po r t ion  of t h e  Democratic vo te  is  i n  a primary. 

Q: What about Chicago, I guess is  my ques t ion?  A t  one poin t  i n  t h e  
campaign, i n  t he  c l ipp ings  t h a t  I came ac ros s ,  you a c t u a l l y  seemed t o  
concede de fea t ;  i n  March you s a i d ,  "Be," meaning Simon, "is th rea t en ing  
t h e  Democratic pa r ty  with d e f e a t  i n  t h e  genera l  e l e c t i o n  t h i s  f a l l  by 
making t h i s  kind of outrageous proposal." And it  must have been t h e  tax .  

A: Oh, sure .  H e  was t h r ea t en ing  t h e  p a r t y  wi th  d e f e a t  i n  t he  f a l l  
e l e c t i o n  because of t h e  p o s i t i o n  t h a t  he w a s  t r y i n g  t o  f o r c e  t h e  
Democratic par ty  t o  take.  That ' s  what I meant by tha t .  The only 
occasion when I s a w  anything i n  t h e  media t h a t  s a i d  t h a t  I conceded 
d e f e a t  was a t  an amazing p re s s  conference t h a t  I he ld  i n  Sp r ing f i e ld .  I 
used t o  h a t e  t o  go t o  Sp r ing f i e ld  because t h e  press  corps was t o t a l l y  
pro-Simon, t o t a l l y .  And made i t  very c l e a r  t o  me t h a t  they d i d n ' t  expect  
m e  t o  win and d i d n ' t  want me t o  win because they f e l t  t h a t  Paul  Simon, 
who w a s  t h e i r  f a v o r i t e ,  was e n t i t l e d  t o  be the  Democratic candida te  and I 
shouldn ' t  be cha l lenging  him even. So I used t o  h a t e  those  p re s s  
conferences.  

On one occasion t h e  r e p o r t e r s  kept  press ing  me, and I was very ,  very  
t i r e d .  "What a r e  you going t o  do i f  you lo se?  What is your l i v i n g  going 
t o  c o n s i s t  of?"  And I kept  saying over and over again,  " I ' m  not  going t o  
l o s e ,  I don ' t  expect t o  l o s e .  I don ' t  l e t  t h a t  thought go through my 
mind." I got  so t i r e d  of i t ,  I f i n a l l y  s a i d ,  "Well, a l l  r i g h t ,  t o  put  
t h i s  l i n e  of quest ioning t o  an  end, i f  I l o s t  I ' d  undoubtedly go back t o  
t h e  p r a c t i c e  of law.' '  The next  day t h e  Chicago Daily News r an  a head l ine  
saying,  "Walker Concedes Defeat.  l t  

Q: Now, t h a t ' s  i nc red ib l e .  

A: It is  inc red ib l e .  We got  t h e  head l ine  changed by screaming a t  t h e  
e d i t o r s  over t h e  te lephone but of course  a l a r g e  p a r t  of t he  damage had 
a l r eady  been done. 



Q: You know, i n  an e d i t o r i a l  r i g h t  before  t h e  primary, on March 1 2  i n  
Chicago Today, t h e  e d i t o r i a l  s a i d  t h a t  your independence was a two-edged 
sword and then went i n t o  the  problems of an  independent candida te  t r y i n g  
t o  be governor with a very p a r t i s a n  l e g i s l a t u r e .  I t h i n k  i t ' s  
i n t e r e s t i n g  t h a t  t h i s  came out  even before  t h e  primary and you d id  indeed 
run i n t o  Some s e r i o u s  problems l a t e r  on, 

A: Well, su re ,  t h e  most f r equen t ly  asked ques t ion  a t  a l l  those co f f ees  I 
a t t ended  o r  ou t  t h e r e  on t h e  campaign t r a i l  in groups where people were 
honing i n  on the  i s s u e s  w a s ,  "Being an independent and a t t a c k i n g  t h e  
machine t h e  way you are, how do you ever  expect t o  d e a l  with t h e  
l e g i s l a t u r e ? "  That was a ques t ion  t h a t  was asked a l l  t he  time. 

Q: And what was your answer? 

A: My answer was t h a t ,  f i r s t ,  t h e r e  is  always a c e r t a i n  amount of 
d i v i s i v e n e s s  and con te s t  between t h e  execut ive  and t h e  l e g i s l a t u r e .  
Witness even a Lyndon Johnson t h a t  came out  of t h e  Congress, who ended up 
f i g h t i n g  t h e  Congress. That happens a l l  t h e  time. Second, i t ' s  hea l thy  
t h a t  t h e r e  be t h a t  kind of thing.  Third,  what counts  is the  a b i l i t y  of 
t h e  execut ive  t o  accommodate with t h e  l e g i s l a t u r e  on key i s s u e s  t o  b r ing  
about a r e s u l t ,  and t h a t  I f e l t  t h a t  I could do t h a t  a s  we l l  as anybody 
e l s e .  And wi tness  RTA, I b e l i e v e  I d i d  . . . not  all of them but  some of 
them. 

Q: A t  about t h e  same time--obviously t h e r e  were a l o t  of e d i t o r i a l s  
r i g h t  before  t he  campaign--the Tribune came out  with an e d i t o r i a l  t h a t  
suggested t h a t  the "Walker Report,' ' a f t e r  t h e  Democratic Convention 
aggravated the  e x i s t i n g  h o s t i l i t i e s ,  t h a t  you had l i t t l e  grasp of i s s u e s ,  
and went on and on i n  being inc red ib ly  c r i t i c a l  of you, and they stood 
out  a lone  i n  t h a t  c r i t i c i s m .  To what do you a t t r i b u t e  t h a t  kind of an  
e d i t o r i a l  so c l o s e  be fo re  t h e  primary? 

A: I never understood t h e  h o s t i l i t y  of t h e  Chicago Tribune towards me 
from t h e  very,  very beginning. There I was out  of t h e  "old 
es tab l i shment , "  a business  person, a lawyer i n  a prominent Chicago law 
firm--forgive me, I don ' t  mean t o  be p a t t i n g  myself on the  back--a 
s t e r l i n g  academic record,  and ye t  t h e  Chicago Tribune [ a t t acked]  with a 
venom t h a t  j u s t  amazed me from t h e  very beginning, and they never 
stopped, never stopped throughout my campaigns and throughout my 
admin i s t r a t i on ,  and I never  understood it.  And I c a n ' t  expla in  i t  t o  you 
today. 

Q: What w a s  t h e i r  approach t o  Simon? 

A: They l i k e d  Paul  Simon. All of t h e  media l i k e d  Paul Simon and tha t  
was one of the b a s i c  problems t h a t  I had from the  o u t s e t .  Once I b e a t  
Paul  Simon 1 'd  done something bad i n  t h e  eyes of an awful l o t  of media 
people.  hat's not  t r u e  of all of them but  c e r t a i n l y  a l o t  of them. 
Take the St .  Louis Post  Dispatch. A newspaper I always admired, a 
newspaper t h a t  used t o  a t t a c k  machine p o l i t i c s  i n  Chicago wi th  
r e g u l a r i t y ,  and I thought t h a t  a f t e r  I made t h e  record he re  of 
independence I ' d  have support  from t h e  Post  Dispatch . . . no t  a t  all. 
They never forgave me f o r  a t t a c k i n g  Paul  Simon who was t h e i r  d a r l i n g .  



Q: Who w a s  t h e  writer f o r  t h e  Post  Dispatch a t  t h a t  time? 

A: I don ' t  remember. A gentleman who later . . . you mean e d i t o r i a l  
w r i t e r ?  

Q: Well, who was doing t h e  a r t i c l e s  t h a t  turned on you? 

A: I don ' t  have any idea.  I f i n a l l y  gave up going t o  board meetings of 
t h e  e d i t o r i a l  boards. It j u s t  was doing no good whatsoever. 

Q: We've t a lked  a  l i t t l e  about press  r e l a t i o n s .  You ta lked  about t h e  
p r e s s  corps  i n  Sp r ing f i e ld  and the  Tribune. What a r e  your o the r  
r e c o l l e c t i o n s  of p r e s s  experiences t h a t  s tand  out  as t y p i c a l  o r  
s i g n i f i c a n t ?  

A: Well, I thought t h a t  t h e  p re s s  i n  g r e a t  p a r t  d i d n ' t  t ake  m e  s e r i o u s l y  
f o r  a long,  long time and t h a t ' s  understandable.  I found t h e  downstate 
p r e s s  t o  be more w i l l i n g  t o  t ake  a  hard look. It was very  hard t o  g e t  
anybody connected with any of t h e  media t o  r e a l l y  g e t  out  of t h e i r  
o f f i c e s  and come out  t h e r e  and t a l k  t o  people and f i n d  out  what w a s  going 
on. I could sense  i t ,  I could f e e l  i t ,  and I ' d  t r y  t o  convey i t  t o  t h e  
r e p o r t e r s  but it d id  no t  g e t  through. 

I remember one i n c i d e n t  t h a t  occurred on a day about t h r e e  weeks before  
t h e  e l e c t i o n ,  maybe two weeks, and I was campaigning i n  Chicago on t h e  
Near West Side. For t h e  f i r s t  t i m e  I f e l t :  Real ly,  by go l ly ,  I a m  going 
t o  win. I r e a l l y  am going t o  win. Because t h a t  morning on a n  "el" 
s t a t i o n  platform, peGle came from a l l  s i d e s  and p r a c t i c a l l y  mobbed me. 
It wasn't  a matter of my seeking them out.  They s a w  me and they w e r e  
coming from a l l  over. There was a  whole group of people around me t r y i n g  

1 t o  shake my hand and saying,  "Right on, Dan; go g e t  em, Dan; you ' re  
going t o  win, Dan." And I had a  r e p o r t e r  from t h e  Chicago Daily News 
t r a v e l i n g  wi th  me.  He was one of t h e  f e w  t h a t  ever  d id  I n  t h e  c los ing  
days of t h e  campaign. H e  went back t o  t h e  o f f i c e ;  I read h i s  a r t i c l e  i n  
t h e  newspaper t h e  next  day. It d i d n ' t  even r e f e r  t o  i t ,  i t  d i d n ' t  w e n  
mention it,  and I asked him, "Well, why d i d n ' t  you r e f e r  t o  i t ? "  He 
s a i d ,  "Afterwards, I didn '  t be l i eve  i t  had happened." 

I do want t o  go back t o  t h a t  i nc iden t  in t h e  primary t h a t  was r e a l l y  t h e  
turn-lng poin t  i n  t h e  primary I n  a  g r e a t  p a r t ,  and t h a t  was Paul  Simon's 
p re s s  conference, which I don ' t  be l i eve  I ' v e  covered. I was i n  t h e  c a r  
d r i v i n g  from Deer f i e ld  t o  Rockford f o r  some kind of campaign appearance. 
On t h e  r a d i o  I heard t h e  r e p o r t  of Paul Simon's p re s s  conference and 
heard him speaking in  which he  advocated t h a t  t h e  t a x  s t r u c t u r e  of t h e  
state of I l l i n o i a  be changed so  t h a t  t h e  c o s t  of pub l i c  educat ion would 
be borne by t h e  income t a x  t o t a l l y  i n s t ead  of by the ,  then,  s t a t e  
property tax. I ' d  done enough research  s o  I knew what t h e  impact of t h a t  
would be. 

I g o t  t o  t h e  f i r s t  te lephone I could f i n d  and called-I t h i n k  i t  w a s  Bo 
Cu t t e r ,  t hen  doing t h e  r e sea rch  i n  t h e  campaign. H e  l a t e r  became, by t h e  
way, deputy d i r e c t o r  of t h e  Of f i ce  of Management and Budget i n  t h e  Ca r t e r  
adminis t ra t ion .  And t o l d  Bo t h a t  we have a dynamite oppor tuni ty  he re  and 
we've j u s t  go t  t o  p ick  it up and run  wi th  i t  because what Paul is  
proposing he re  is  a dramatic  i nc rease  i n  t h e  income tax.  



And i f  anybody th inks  t h a t  i f  you put  i n  a  huge inc rease  i n  t h e  income 
t ax ,  even i f  you take  over t h e  c o s t  of pub l i c  educat ion,  t h e  coun t i e s  
around the  s t a t e  a r e  going t o  make up f o r  t h a t  by reducing the  proper ty  
t a x  accordingly . . . a b s o l u t e l y  not  so ,  i t ' s  j u s t  no t  going t o  happen. 
The r e s u l t  is, t h e  proper ty  t axes  w i l l  go down some but  income t axes  w i l l  
go soa r ing  up, 

Well, Vic and Norty went t o  work with Bo and they put t oge the r  a c h a r t  
t h a t  showed what would happen. And I took t h a t  c h a r t  and f lew a l l  over 
t h e  s t a t e  with i t  a t  p r e s s  conferences and so t h a t  c h a r t ,  showing what 
would happen t o  income t axes ,  w a s  seen on t h e  s i x  o 'c lock and t h e  t e n  
o 'c lock  news by most of t h e  people i n  t he  s t a t e .  And i t  had a  very  
dramatic  e f f e c t  on t h e  primary. 

Q: Didn't  you say t h a t  you wanted t o  reduce proper ty  taxes?  

A: That ' s  c o r r e c t ,  

Q: And then how would you have funded educat ion? 

A: By, a s  I pointed o u t ,  t r y i n g  t o  br ing  t h e  s t a t e  budget under c o n t r o l  
and reducing s t a t e  expenditures .  

Q: I ' d  l i k e  t o  g e t  back t o  t h e  p re s s  f o r  a minute. There 's  so much t a l k  
about t h e  press  o r c h e s t r a t i n g  t h e  news, and you s a i d  yourself  t h a t  you 
understood t h a t  i f  t he  p r e s s  s a i d  you weren't  walking, then you weren ' t  
walking. How much e f f e c t  do you t h i n k  t h a t  concept had on your campaign, 
g iven  t h a t  i n  a n i g h t l y  news r e p o r t  out  of t h i r t y  minutes t h e r e  a r e ,  
probably, twelve minutes of news, and you need t o  g e t  i n  t h e r e  o r  t h e  
p o s s i b i l i t y  is t h a t  people won't even h o w  you exist. How d id  t h a t  
a f f e c t  you? 

A: The p re s s  d i d n ' t  o r c h e s t r a t e  a g a i n s t  m e  i n  t he  primary o r  i n  t he  
genera l  e l e c t i o n .  There were c e r t a i n  i nd iv idua l s .  What happened was i n  
t h e  primary they tended t o  ignore  m e ,  th inking  t h a t  I d i d n ' t  have any 
chance. But they were, many of them, f o r  Paul  Simon, but what I was 
t a l k i n g  about e a r l i e r  was no t  t h a t  t h a t  a t t i t u d e  toward Paul Simon and m e  
a f f e c t e d  t h e  r epo r t ing  so much when they d id  wr i t e  i n  1972, i t  a f f e c t e d  
t h e i r  o v e r a l l  a t t i t u d e  towards me which continued on f o r  a  number of 
years .  I n  t h e  primary my problem was not  a  h o s t i l e  press  a t  a l l .  My 
problem was t o  j u s t  g e t  through and t o  g e t  coverage and t h a t  was t h e  
whole th ing .  Not t o  avoid negat ive ,  but  j u s t  t o  g e t  on the  news o r  t h e  
t e l e v i s i o n  news p a r t i c u l a r l y  i n  t h e  Chicago met ropol i tan  a rea .  A l o t  
e a s i e r  downstate. 

Q: And do you th ink  i f  you hadn' t  been walking you probably wouldn't 
have had nea r ly  as much coverage? 

A: I don ' t  t h ink  t h e r e ' s  any ques t ion  about t h a t .  But again,  even 
though t h a t  is t r u e ,  t h a t  doesn ' t  d e t r a c t  a t  a l l  from the  po in t  I made 
e a r l i e r  t h a t  t he  dramatic e f f e c t  of t he  "Walk" was not  j u s t  t he  
p u b l i c i t y ,  i t  was t h e  meaning of t h e  "Walk," which wouldn't have happened 
i f  i t  hadn' t  have been covered, t r u e ,  b u t  i t  i s n ' t  j u s t  name r ecogn i t i on ,  
see ing  t h a t  guy. It 's understanding t h a t  guy because of what he was 
doing once you d i d  s e e  him. 



Q: There were s e v e r a l  f a c t o r s  t h a t  have been considered very important 
i n  your primary win. One is t h a t  you seemed t o  have a l o t  of popu la r i t y  
among e ighteen  t o  twenty year  o l d s  and t h i s  was the  f i r s t  year t h a t  they 
were r e g i s t e r e d .  Another one is t h e  r u l i n g  t h a t  allowed people t o  choose 
e i t h e r  primary. Anybody could v o t e  i n  t h e  Democratic primary. And t h e  
t h i r d  one was t h a t  t h e r e  w e r e  numbers 05 absentee  b a l l o t s  i n  t h e  Chicago 
a r e a  t h a t  you looked t o  as a p o s i t i v e  source  of votes .  How important 
were those  th ings?  

A: None of them was any s u b s t a n t i a l  f a c t o r  i n  t h e  e l e c t i o n .  It's a myth 
t h a t  t h e r e  was a huge Republican crossover  i n  1972. There was some, but  
t h e r e  j u s t  simply wasn't  t h a t  much. What happened was t h a t  people who 
had not  voted i n  pr imar ies  before--Democratic o r  Republican--came out  and 
voted i n  t h i s  primary i n  s i g n i f i c a n t  numbers, That was the  b ig  f a c t o r  
t h a t  made t h e  d i f f e r e n c e .  

Q: Why do you th ink  the  p o l l s  were so wrong? 

A: Well, because p o l l s  can never be accu ra t e  with respec t  t o  a primary 
e l e c t i o n .  The problem wi th  t h e  primary is t h a t  you've got  t o  f i r s t  
dec ide  who's going t o  vote .  And t h e  mere f a c t  t h a t  a person says  h e ' s  
going t o  vo te  i n  t he  primary e l e c t i o n ,  which is  t h e  f i r s t  ques t ion  t h e  
p o l l s t e r s  ask ,  doesn ' t  mean anything because nobody wants t o  say t o  
anybody, "No, I ' m  no t  going t o  vote." It 's kind of a non-thing t o  do. 
You're saying t h a t  you're not  exe rc i s ing  your r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s  a s  a 
c i t i z e n ,  so most people w i l l  say,  "Yes, I ' m  going t o  vote," whereas they 
a c t u a l l y  may have no i n t e n t i o n  of vo t ing  i n  t h e  primary. So you don' t  
g e t  an accu ra t e  reading of t he  people who a c t u a l l y  a r e  going t o  vote .  
That ' s  a very hard th ing  t o  do. 

Q: How much d id  you spend on t h i s  primary campaign? 

A: I would h e s i t a t e  t o  even g ive  a f i g u r e  simply because I j u s t  don ' t  
remember t h a t  we l l ,  bu t  I ' l l  g ive  you one. I t h i n k  somewhere around f i v e  
hundred thousand d o l l a r s .  

Q: I seem t o  r e c a l l  t h a t  Vic a t  some po in t  s a i d  i t  would be between 
three-quar te rs  of a m i l l i o n  and a mi l l i on ,  Is t h a t  too high, you th ink?  

A: Right now my r e c o l l e c t i o n  is  t h a t  t h a t ' s  high, bu t  Vic would know 
much b e t t e r  than  I. 

Tape 4, Side 2 

A: F inancia l  problems s t a r t e d  because we were not  a b l e  t o  r a i s e  money 
f o r  t e l e v i s i o n  a d v e r t i s i n g  and we knew t h a t  we would not  g e t  t h e  vo te  
turnout  i f  we d i d n ' t  g e t  on t e l e v i s i o n  wi th  commercials. And so  f i n a l l y  
we were reduced t o  t h e  only th ing  t h a t  we had l e f t ;  I had t o  put t h e  
money In  myself. And so I exe rc i sed  s tock  opt ions  t h a t  I had on 
Montgomery ward's s tock  i n  s i g n i f i c a n t  amounts, and obtained t h e  s t o c k  
and then immediately turned around and s o l d  i t ,  and r a i s e d  the  money f o r  
t h e  t e l e v i s i o n  commercials. A s  I r e c a l l ,  i t  was something i n  t h e  
neighborhood of--again I ' m  t e r r i b l e  on memory of figures--two hundred and 
f i f t y  thousand d o l l a r s .  



It was a t raumatic  t h ing  t o  do because of course I had t o  s e l l  wi th in  t h e  
c a p i t a l  ga ins  per iod ,  s o  I had t o  pay t h e  fol lowing year i n  income tax 
t h e  ord inary  income rates on every penny t h a t  I made there .  And, 
a l though i t  w a s  a  loan  t o  t h e  campaign and I subsequently recouped t h e  
loan ,  I never  recouped t h e  t axes  and the  t axes  , . . I t h i n k  I pa id  
something l i k e  two hundred thousand d o l l a r s  i n  f e d e r a l  income t a x  i n  1972 
and 1973 because of t h a t .  It was j u s t  devas t a t ing  f i n a n c i a l l y  and r e a l l y  
almost wiped m e  out .  

Q: How do you f e e l  about publ ic  f inanc ing  of gube rna to r i a l  e l e c t i o n s ?  

A: It 's hard t o  do because t h e  publ ic  f inanc ing ,  t o  make i t  a  meaningful 
payment of the  campaign expenses t h a t  you need, would be a  very,  very  
heavy appropr i a t ion  by t h e  s t a t e  l e g i s l a t u r e ,  and I j u s t  don ' t  know 
whether you can do i t .  Today where a  genera l  e l e c t i o n  campaign is  going 
t o  c o s t  four  m i l l i o n  d o l l a r s ,  is t h e  l e g i s l a t u r e  w i l l i n g ,  is  t h e  pub l i c  
w i l l i n g ,  t o  app ropr i a t e  e i g h t  t o  t e n  m i l l i o n  d o l l a r s  t o  f inance  campaigns 
f o r  t h e  va r ious  s t a t ewide  o f f i c e s ?  I j u s t  don ' t  t h ink  i t ' s  p r a c t i c a l .  

Q: I have been hearing r e c e n t l y  about New Je r sey  and I be l i eve  t h a t  i n  
New Je r sey ,  i f  you r a i s e  t h e  f i r s t  f i f t y  thousand then t h e  s t a t e  w i l l  
g ive  you two d o l l a r s  f o r  every one t h a t  you r a i s e  over t h a t ,  and they 
have an i n c r e d i b l e  number of candida tes  i n  t h e  New Je r sey  gube rna to r i a l  
e l e c t i o n  r i g h t  now. 

A: Well, I haven ' t  looked a t  t he  f i g u r e  but my guess is  t h a t  no 
candida te  i n  New Je r sey  f o r  governor can a f f o r d  hard ly  any a d v e r t i s i n g  on 
New York t e l e v i s i o n  because i t ' s  so  very expensive, and p r a c t i c a l l y  a l l  
of i t  is wasted going t o  people who don' t  p a r t i c i p a t e ,  and t h e r e f o r e  I 
doubt t h a t  campaign expenses a r e  anywhere near  a s  high t h e r e  as they a r e  
i n  I l l i n o i s .  Te lev is ion  k i l l s  you f i n a n c i a l l y .  

We did  develop, I th ink ,  some good commercials i n  t he  1972 primary, and 
j u s t  by way of a foo tno te ,  our  commercials were much b e t t e r  i n  1972 than  
they were i n  1976, I could t e l l  t h a t  by e f f e c t .  Being out  t h e r e  a s  much 
as I was with people,  I could t e l l  about t e n  days a f t e r  a  commercial 
s t a r t e d  running whether i t  was e f f e c t i v e  because people would s t a r t  
reading back t o  m e  t h e  same express ions  and phrases  t h a t  appeared i n  t h e  
commercials, and i f  I wasn't  g e t t i n g  t h a t  a f t e r  t e n  days then t h e r e  w a s  
something wrong with t h a t  commercial. 

Q: There 's  a  l o t  of d i scuss ion  about whether o r  not  t e l e v i s i o n  is t h e  
app ropr i a t e  way t o  educate  people. I guess t h e  b ig  quest ion is, can we 
r e a l l y  provide e l e c t i o n  educat ion t o  people i n  t h i r t y  seconds o r  a  
minute? Can we r e a l l y  g ive  them anything o t h e r  than a  symbol? 

A: Sure we can, and bes ides  t h e r e ' s  no o the r  way t o  educate  them. I n  
today 's  world how i n  t h e  world a r e  you going t o  educate  people except  
through t e l e v i s i o n ?  They don' t  read t h e  newspapers t h a t  much. What's 
l e f t ?  They don' t  l i s t e n  t o  t h e  r a d i o  t h a t  much. ~ o u ' v e  got  t o  do i t  
through t e l e v i s i o n ,  and t o  suggest  five-minute commercials . . . i t ' s  
j u s t  no t  going t o  happen. People a r e n ' t  going t o  s i t  t h e r e  and l i s t e n  t o  
a t e l e v i s i o n  p o l i t i c a l  commercial f o r  f i v e  minutes. So the  s h o r t  
commercials a r e ,  from a p r a c t i c a l  s tandpoin t ,  about t he  only way you're 
going t o  do it.  



Nor do I b e l i e v e  t h a t  you cannot g ive  people a grasp  of what 's  going on 
i n  t h i r t y  o r  s i x t y  seconds. You can. People perceived what I was as a 
r e s u l t  of t e l e v i s i o n  commercials i n  g r e a t  p a r t  i n  1972. It meant 
somethlng t o  me.  It wasn't shallow. It wasn't an image. We ran ,  su re ,  
a l o t  of t h e  "Walk" i n  t h e  t e l e v i s i o n  commercials because t h a t  was a long 
time a f t e r  t h e  "Walk" had been completed and we wanted t o  remind people 
of it .  But not  t o  remind them of a gimmick o r  an image bu t  t o  remind 
them of t h e  r e a l i t y  of what t h e  "Walk" r e a l l y  was which people a c t u a l l y  
perceived a t  t he  time. Although t h e  media doesn ' t  be l ieve ,  most of them, 
t h a t  people d id  perce ive  what t h e  gu t s  of t h e  "Walk" r e a l l y  meant. 

Q: You ta lked  t h e  o the r  day though about t he  Ogi lv ie  commercials t h a t  
r e a l l y  made you nervous because they began i n  t he  summer t a l k i n g  about 
Og i lv i e  having been a good governor. 

A: That ' s  r i g h t .  It r e a l l y  got  through. 

Q: How can you be l i eve  t h a t  t h a t ' s  educat ion,  t h a t  those commercials a r e  
educa t iona l ,  t h a t  they r e a l l y  he lp  people make an educated dec i s ion  on 
who t o  v o t e  f o r ?  

A: I f  you take  those commercials, the  programs t h a t  they ta lked  about 
were very  r e a l  programs t h a t  Ogi lv ie  had i n s t i t u t e d .  Take the  trauma 
c e n t e r  program, which w a s  a good program and he had i n s t i t u t e d  i t ,  and i t  
w a s  very  d e s i r a b l e  f o r  t h e  people around t h e  s t a t e  t o  know about t h e  
trauma program. I t h i n k  they put  i n  t h e r e  h i s  e s t a b l i s h i n g  t h e  [Bureau] 
of t h e  Budget, t ak ing  t h a t  away from t h e  l e g i s l a t u r e .  A very d e f i n i t e  
improvement i n  s t a t e  government and educa t iona l .  So he d id  i n  many 
r e s p e c t s  use  i s s u e s  i n  those commercials. Even though they were 
thir ty-second commercials. 

Q: I f  you don' t  put  t h e  importance on those  t h r e e  th ings  I mentioned 
before  as f a r  a s  your v i c t o r y  i s  concerned, how much of i t  do you t h i n k  
w a s  due t o  Simon's mistake? 

A: Oh, some of i t ,  no ques t ion  about i t .  That t a x  boo-boo is one t h a t  
had an  impact, I t h i n k  t h a t  t h e  impact of t h a t ,  though, was no t  so much 
t o  convince people t o  be anti-Simon but  t o  enable  m e  t o  ca t ch  people ' s  
a t t e n t i o n  and g e t  them t o  th inking  about me, The c r i t i c a l  t h ing  was 
tu rnou t ,  The c r i t i c a l  th ing  was turnout .  Once I had name r ecogn i t i on  
and cause recognit ion-- that  is, what I stood f o r  i n  a genera l  way--the 
only  th ing  l e f t  was, a r e  enough people going t o  vote?  

Q: And you f igured  you had t o  have . . . 
A: A m i l l i o n  f i v e .  

Q :  , . . a m i l l i o n  and a h a l f .  

A: And as 1 r e c a l l  it w a s  one m i l l i o n  fou r  hundred and f o r t y  thousand. 
Something like t h a t .  

Q: Do you th ink  t h a t  your campaign was unique i n  t he  way you f igured  
th ings  so ,  I don' t  know, mathematically? You went aboyt i t  from t h e  
o u t s e t .  Somebody i n  your group, was it  Dave Green . . . 



A: It must be Dave Green, 

Q: . , , had a  very a n a l y t i c a l  mind and he seemed t o  be a b l e  t o  know 
about p o l l s  and f i g u r e s .  

A: One ha l f  of Dave Green's mind is  a computer, t h e  o the r  ha l f  is  
woman's i n t u i t i o n .  B r i l l i a n t  man p o l i t i c a l l y ,  abso lu t e ly  b r i l l i a n t .  I 
r e c a l l  one time I had d inner  with him a t  a r e s t a u r a n t  up i n  Northbrook 
and i t  w a s  no t  too long before  t h e  e l e c t i o n .  As  a  mat te r  of f a c t  i t  was 
j u s t  before  I made t h e  dec i s ion  t o  put  a l l  t h a t  money i n  of my own. And 
I s a i d  t o  Dave a f t e r  t h e  d inner  as we walked out  t o  t he  c a r ,  I s a i d ,  
"Dave, what a r e  my chances of winning? I f  I ' m  going t o  put two hundred 
and f i f t y  thousand dol lars--or  whatever i t  was--in of my own money and 
l eave  myself wi th  very l i t t l e  l e f t ,  I don ' t  want t o  do t h a t  i f  you ' re  
going t o  say t o  me a s  our  r e s i d e n t  exper t  t h a t  I ' m  throwing it  away." 
And Dave r a r e l y ,  r a r e l y ,  r a r e l y  w i l l  g ive  you an answer t o  a ques t ion  
like t h a t .  And I had t o  push him a long t i m e  and f i n a l l y  he s a i d  
something t o  t h e  e f f e c t  that--he would remember the  words b e t t e r  than I, 
"1 t h i n k  we can do it," o r  something l i k e  t h a t  t h a t  gave m e  t h e  
encouragement t o  say  t h a t ,  "If  Dave says  t h a t  then,  by go l ly ,  I ' l l  put  
t h e  money i n  and w e ' l l  go a l l  out." You have no idea ,  I th ink ,  of t h e  
very c l o s e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  t h a t  e x i s t e d  amongst p a r t i c u l a r l y  Vic and Dave 
and I. It was r e a l l y  l i k e  b ro the r s .  

Q: What w a s  i t  t h a t  Vic brought t o  t h a t  campaign t h a t  was so v i t a l  and 
unique? 

A: Organizat ional  a b i l i t y ,  t h e  a b i l i t y  t o  take  Dave's b ra in  conclusions 
and t r a n s l a t e  them i n t o  t a c t i c s .  Victor  is  a b r i l l i a n t  t a c t i c i a n .  Dave 
i s  a s t r a t e g i s t ,  and i f  you've s tud ied  any warfare  you know t h e  
d i f f e r e n c e  between s t r a t e g y  and t a c t i c s .  A s  I say  Vic's f o r t e  is 
t a c t i c s .  And I had the  good sense to ,  i n  most i n s t ances ,  fo l low t h e i r  
advice  on t a c t i c s .  With r e spec t  t o  s t r a t e g y  and pol icy  I always reserved 
t h e  r i g h t  t o  c o n t r o l ,  i n  t he  f i n a l  a n a l y s i s ,  but  day-to-day t a c t i c s  I 
s tayed  out  o f .  

Q: There were c e r t a i n l y  a l o t  of i s s u e s  i n  t h e  campaign and we've t a lked  
about t h e  income t a x  and some of t h e  o t h e r  th ings .  Do you remember o t h e r  
i s s u e s  as being p a r t i c u l a r l y  important t o  you? 

A: No, t h e  c e n t r a l  i s s u e s  were none of those.  The c e n t r a l  i s s u e s  were 
t h e  genera l  concepts t h a t  I ' v e  ta lked  about:  d i s t r u s t  i n  government, 
p o l i t i c i a n s  ve r sus  n o n p o l i t i c i a n s ,  a l i e n a t i o n ,  independence. Those w e r e  
t h e  i s s u e s  t h a t  a f f e c t e d  the  outcome most. Let me put i t  t h i s  way, 
i s s u e s  are important i n  a campaign t o  a segment of t he  population. I f  
i t ' s  a pocketbook i s s u e  i t  w i l l  be impartant  t o  a l o t  of people. Rarely 
do you g e t  i s s u e s  i n  a campaign t h a t  are r e a l l y  de te rmina t ive  of t h e  
outcome. You can r e c a l l  i n s t ances ,  I can too  . , . t h e  Viet  N a m  War and 
s u r e l y  t h e r e  a r e  o t h e r s ,  bu t  by and l a r g e ,  a l o t  of p o l i t i c i a n s  w i l l  say  
t o  you, l 'issues-schmissues." I ' m  no t  i n t o  t h a t  school ,  bu t  a  l o t  of 
p o l i t i c i a n s  feel t h a t  way. 

Q: I t h i n k  Mike Howlett was of t h a t  school  as I r e c a l l  from reading 
about  t h e  1976 campaign. 



A: That ' s  r i g h t .  Going back t o  t he  primary--I t h i n k  we're j u s t  about 
through with that--one of t h e  th ings  t h a t  r e a l l y  helped was t h e  
enthusiasm we were a b l e  t o  genera te  amongst organizers  a l l  over t he  
s t a t e ,  and Vic deserves t h e  c r e d i t  f o r  p u t t i n g  t h a t  o rgan iza t ion  
toge ther .  They brought out  t he  vo te  and t h a t  r e a l l y  made a  tremendous 
d i f f e r e n c e  on t h e  outcome. You could condi t ion  people through t e l e v i s i o n  
a d v e r t i s i n g ,  but  if they s tayed home on e l e c t i o n  day i t ' s  not  going t o  do 
any good. You've got  t o  g e t  them out  and t h e  organizers  d id  a f a n t a s t i c  
job,  abso lu t e ly  f a n t a s t i c .  Our problem i n  1976 was t h a t  some of our 
g r e a t  o rgan iza t iona l  l e a d e r s  by then were burned out .  We d i d n ' t  have 
anywhere near  t he  o rgan iza t ion  i n  1976 t h a t  we had i n  1972, even though 
we had a l l  those years  of job o p p o r t u n i t i e s  and everything e l s e  t o  b u i l d  
a n  organiza t ion ,  which more people accused us  of having than we a c t u a l l y  
had. 

Q: You have expressed, I t h i n k ,  very  c l e a r l y  t he  problem of a  person 
coming t o  your s i d e  because he is  with you s t rong ly  on one i s s u e ,  and 
then  l a t e r  on, when he f i n d s  he d i sag rees  wi th  you on o the r  i s s u e s ,  he 
f e e l s  betrayed.  

A: That ' s  r i g h t ,  and i t  goes even beyond t h a t  because--1 may have 
mentioned t h i s  before---a l o t  of people who were independent l i b e r a l s  
looked a t  me through t h e i r  own g l a s s e s  and s a i d ,  "Hey, he t  s an 
independent,  t h e r e f o r e  he ' s  a  l i b e r a l . "  They d i d n ' t  examine o r  pay any 
a t t e n t i o n  t o  what I was r e a l l y  saying on a  l o t  of i s sues .  Actual ly I was 
not  a  l i b e r a l ,  I was a  conserva t ive  and then when I got  i n t o  o f f i c e  and 
s t a r t e d  doing some conserva t ive  th ings ,  I was accused of double-cross 
whereas a c t u a l l y  i t  w a s  no t  a  double-cross. The only i s s u e  of any 
s i g n i f i c a n c e  t h a t  I changed on between t h e  primary and a f t e r  I became 
governor w a s  on c a p i t a l  punishment. 

Q: And you went f r o m .  . . 
A: During the  campaign, remember, we had t h e  r a t i f i c a t i o n  of t h e  
c o n s t i t u t i o n  on the  b a l l o t  then,  t h e  new c o n s t i t u t i o n  [1970], and they  
had a sepa ra t e  vo te  on c a p i t a l  punishment and the  choice was between 
t o t a l  a b o l i t i o n  of c a p i t a l  punishment and t o t a l l y  keeping c a p i t a l  
punishment. And I s a i d  I would support ,  as between those two, t o t a l  
a b o l i t i o n .  The p o s i t i o n  I took a f t e r  becoming governor was t h a t  f o r  
c e r t a i n  kinds of crimes, c a p i t a l  punishment is  appropr ia te .  I don ' t  view 
t h a t  a s  a  r e v e r s a l  of p o s i t i o n ,  but  some people do and they ' r e  e n t i t l e d  
t o  t h a t  view. I a l s o  f e e l  very s t r o n g l y  t h a t  t h e r e ' s  abso lu t e ly  nothing 
wrong [wi th  changing one 's  mind]; indeed, i f  a person is going t o  be so 
r i g i d  as t o  say,  "Because I s a i d  t h a t  twelve months ago, I ' v e  got  t o  
be l i eve  i t  now," i t  is t h e  wrong kind of t h ing  t o  have i n  government. 
You've got  t o  be f l e x i b l e ;  you've got  t o  l i s t e n  t o  evidence, and i f  t h e  
evidence changes o r  t h e  circumstances change then you've got  t o  be 
w i l l i n g  t o  change your mind, 

Q: It seems t o  me poss ib l e  t h a t  one of t h e  problems--and t h i s  is s o r t  of 
o f f  t h e  top of my head--but one of t h e  problems t h a t  you had i n  1976 may 
have been t h a t  you had run such a  personal  campaign i n  1972, had met so  
many people,  and so  many people had responded t o  you personal ly ,  and then  
t h i s  b e t r a y a l  th ing  comes i n  because you don ' t  f u l f i l l  t he  dream t h a t  
they  thought you represented .  And they f e l t  personal ly  betrayed.  Is 
t h a t  poss ib le?  



A: No, I don ' t  t h ink  so.  You have t o  open your mind, I th ink ,  t o  
another  p o s s i b i l i t y ,  and t h a t  is  t h a t  most of t he  so-called l i b e r a l s  
voted f o r  Ogi lv ie  and not  f o r  me i n  1972, which t h e  p re s s  doesn ' t  
be l i eve ,  but i f  you look a t  t h e  p r e c i n c t s  I th ink  y o u ' l l  f i n d  otherwise.  
By that time the  fight-the-machine s t a n c e  had disappeared from the  scene. 
I was a Democrat a g a i n s t  a  Republican and had t h e  machine's support ,  s o  I 
j u s t  don ' t  accept  t h a t  conclusion.  I n  1976, i n  t he  primary, I rece ived  
69 percent  of t h e  vo te  ou t s ide  of Cook County. My problem was no t  
downstate; my problem was no t  on t h e  North Shore i n  1976; my problem was 
no t  wi th  these  independent l i b e r a l s  t h a t  they  t a l k  about;  my problem was 
i n  t he  hard-core machine wards where Daley put  on a  turn-out-the-vote 
e f f o r t  l i k e  he had never done before  i n  a  primary, and he got  v o t e r s  ou t  
un l ike  t h e  machine had ever  done before  and t h a t ' s  what beat  me. 

He even put people out  i n  t h e  suburbs,  which was the  f i r s t  time he'd ever  
done i t  t o  g e t  out  t h e  vo te ,  t h e  r egu la r  Democratic vo te  i n  t he  suburbs. 
And t h a t ' s  what k i l l e d  me.   hat's where I l o s t  t he  e l ec t ion .  On t h e  day 
be fo re  t he  e l e c t i o n  our  polls, Daley's p o l l s ,  and Jimmy C a r t e r ' s  p o l l s  
a l l  agreed,  and t h a t  is  t h a t  I had 52 percent  of t h e  vo te  i n  Chicago. I f  
i t  had been a  genera l  e l e c t i o n  I would have won . . . no ques t ion  about 
it. Daley agreed t h a t  I would have won. What k i l l e d  me was the  f a c t  
t h a t  my v o t e r s  d i d n ' t  t u r n  out  i n  s u f f i c i e n t  q u a n t i t i e s .  Now what caused 
t h a t ?  That is  a t t r i b u t a b l e  t o  t h e  gene ra l  malaise  t h a t  I su f f e red  from a 
l o t  of f a c t o r s :  t he  t eache r s  g e t t i n g  turned o f f  because of t he  a i d  t o  
educat ion i s sue ,  t h e  f a c t  t h a t  I was unable i n  t he  Chicago a r e a ,  ['Let] 
a lone  throughout t he  s t a t e ,  t o  run those commercials t h a t  we paid f o r  t o  
exp la in  t h e  a i d  t o  educat ion i s s u e  and t h e  Chicago t e l e v i s i o n  s t a t i o n s  
would not  l e t  us  run them--to the  poin t  where a  l o t  of people i n  Chicago 
be l ieved  t h a t  I had a c t u a l l y  c u t  funding f o r  publ ic  education. Which i s  
n o t  t rue .  

Q: Would you go i n t o  more d e t a i l  on t h a t  now? I don' t  want t o  f o r g e t  t o  
p ick  i t  up later. 

A: Well, what happened was t h a t  I c u t  back t h e  budget recommendation f o r  
a i d  t o  educat ion by 10 percent ,  l e av ing  a  very s u b s t a n t i a l  i nc rease  f o r  
t h e  next  year over t h e  p r i o r  year .  So t h e r e  w a s  a  s u b s t a n t i a l  i nc rease  
i n  a i d  t o  education. The problem w a s  t h a t  i t  got  shorthanded i n  t h e  
r epo r t ing  a l l  over t he  s t a t e  t o  say  t h a t  I c u t  funding f o r  educat ion.  
Not true--I c u t  t h e  budget, which is  a t o t a l l y  d i f f e r e n t  t h ing ,  Well, we 
perceived through po l l i ng  what had happened and what a  dramatic impact 
t h i s  was having and so  we prepared commercials which we paid f o r  
ourselves-raised the  funds--to run, t o  inform the  publ ic  a s  t o  what t h e  
t r u e  f a c t s  were with r e spec t  t o  money provided f o r  education. 

The Chicago t e l e v i s i o n  s t a t i o n s  a r e  owned by t h e  networks. That ' s  no t  
t r u e  o u t s i d e  of Chicago. They a r e  owned by l o c a l  people and f ranchised  
by the  networks. The people i n  New York, who make the  dec i s ions  f o r  t h e  
network-owned s t a t i o n s  i n  Chicago, decided t h a t  they would not  l e t  me buy 
commercials on an i s sue ,  n o t  during the  campaign. And we fought i t  a l l  
t h e  way and we l o s t ,  and so  we never got  our  commercials on i n  t h e  
Chicago a r e a  al though we d id  everywhere e l s e  i n  t h e  s t a t e ,  and t h a t  
r e a l l y  had an impact. 



Another very s i g n i f i c a n t  th ing  was b i r t h  con t ro l .  On t he  Sunday be fo re  
t h e  e l e c t i o n ,  i n  Cathol ic  churches throughout t he  Chicago met ropol i tan  
a r e a ,  they d i s t r i b u t e d  l i t t l e  green brochures  t h a t  s a i d ,  on t h e  i s s u e  of 
abo r t ion ,  vo te  f o r  Howlett no t  f o r  Walker, and they were put ou t  by t h e  
Right t o  L i f e  Committee. Many of t h e  p r i e s t s  l e t  these  be c i r c u l a t e d  in 
t h e i r  churches,  no t  all of them. It was t o t a l l y  f a l s e  because my 
p o s i t i o n  and Howlett 's  p o s i t i o n  on abor t ion  was exac t ly  t he  same. What 
happened is--and t h i s  w e ' l l  never be a b l e  t o  persuade anybody i n  t h e  
media t o  take a look a t  t h e  p rec inc t  r e s u l t s  on--Catholic Republicans 
went i n t o  t h e  Democratic primary i n  many pa r i shes  t o  vo te  a g a i n s t  m e  and 
f o r  Mike Howlett. And i f  t h e r e  ever  w a s  a crossover  vote  t h a t  had a 
dramatic  impact on a primary i t  was 1976 and no t  1972. The a r e a  t h a t  was 
most devas t a t ing  t o  me i n  t h e  comparison between the  two pr imar ies  is  t h e  
southwest s i d e  of Chicago which is heavi ly  Cathol ic ,  and i n  g r e a t  p a r t s ,  
i n  t h e  Nineteenth Ward, heav i ly  Republican. 

Q: Did David Green come up with t h i s  information? 

A: Af te r  t he  f a c t  . . . 
Q: Af te r  looking a t  t h e  . . . 
A: . . . a f t e r  t h e  f a c t .  We d i d n ' t  h o w  i t  was happening a t  t h e  time. 
1 2  w a s  too c l o s e  t o  t he  e l e c t i o n  and we j u s t  d id  not  pick i t  up. I f  we 
had picked i t  up, i n  a few days, could we do anything about i t ?  I doubt 
it. 

Q: I ' d  l i k e  t o  go back t o  a happier  time. 

A: Sure. 

Q: I want t o  t a l k  about t h e  day a f t e r  t h e  primary e l e c t i o n  i n  1972 b u t  
f i r s t  I . . . 
A: ~ e t ' s  t a l k  about one more th ing  be fo re  the  r e s u l t s  were a l l  i n  
[ e l e c t i o n  n i g h t  19721 because i t ' s  kind of an i n t e r e s t i n g  s to ry .  I don ' t  
know what time of n ight .  I a m  s t i l l  s l i g h t l y  ahead but  a l o t  of vo te s  
a r e  coming i n  i n  Chicago and we're very,  very  worried. We had g r e a t  
concern about East  S t .  Louis because we had reason t o  be l i eve  t h a t  I was 
going t o  run very s t rong  i n  East  St .  Louis, and we began t o  g e t  worried. 
And I remember having a meeting with Vic and Dave i n  which we s a i d ,  
"We're going t o  have t o  g e t  out  over t h e  media t he  f e e l i n g  t h a t  we a r e  
conf ident ,  we a r e  going t o  win, because otherwise our workers [ p o l l  
watchers]  a r e  going t o  go home and i t ' s  going t o  be s t o l e n  from us ou t  
t h e r e  i n  t he  p rec inc t  vo t ing  places." But we s a i d ,  ''We c a n ' t  go down 
t h e r e  and claim v i c t o r y  un le s s  we r e a l l y  be l i eve  we're going t o  win. I 
don' t  want t o  do i t  on a f a l s e  bas i s , "  s o  I s a i d  t o  Dave, "Dave, a l l  
t h ings  being equal  now, a r e  we going t o  win o r  lose?"  And he s a i d ,  "I 
w i l l  have t o  r e t i r e  t o  t h e  bathroom and consu l t  my e n t r a i l s . "  Like i n  
o l d  Roman days. He went i n t o  t h e  bathroom, and he must have s tayed t h e r e  
f o r  £ i f  t een  minutes and he came out  and s a i d ,  "Go make your v i c t o r y  
statement." So I d id  and fje caught them by t h a t  very narrow margin. 

Q: I ' d  l i k e  t o  go back a few days before;  what were you doing t h a t  week 
o r  t h a t  few days before  t h e  primary? 



A: In t ens ive ,  abso lu t e ly  in t ens ive ,  dawn-t i l l - d a r k  campaigning. For t he  
l a s t  couple of months we go t  onto bowling a l l e y s ,  and I became t h e  f i r s t  
candida te  of consequence i n  t h e  s t a t e ,  so f a r  a s  I know, t h a t  spent  a 
tremendous amount of time i n  bowling a l l e y s .  (laughs) You couldn ' t  
s t a r t  t h e  bowling a l l e y s  r i l l  about 7:00 P.M., a s  I r e c a l l ,  and they were 
good t i l l  about 11:00, and t h a t  w a s  a f t e r  campaigning from e a r l y  morning 
on the  commuter t r a i n s  and a t  f a c t o r y  g a t e s  through t h e  day. It was 
exhaust ing campaigning. And I can remember d r iv ing  up t o  t h e  bowling 
a l l e y s  and praying t h a t  i t  would be a three- laner ,  you know, and I ' d  look 
up on t h a t  s i g n  and i t ' d  say f i f t y - s i x  l a n e s ,  ( laughter )  seventy-two 
l a n e s ,  and I'd say,  "Oh, my God," and I ' d  want t o  q u i t ,  bu t  I d i d n ' t .  

And what you do is  go i n t o  t h e  bowling a l l e y ,  t r y  t o  persuade t h e  guy 
running the  bowling a l l e y  t o  make an announcement t h a t  you 're  present-- 
some do and some don't--and then j u s t  work t h e  l anes ,  Go from the--what 
do you c a l l  i t - - the p i t  where people s tand  a l l  t h e  way along t h e  l i n e  
shaking hands, kidding,  t a l k i n g ,  never d iscuss ing  i s sues .  In  t h e  l a s t  
few months of t h e  campaign where i t ' s  hot  and heavy you l e a r n  never t o  
d i s c u s s  i s s u e s  with people. You've got  t o  come up t o  somebody and sa),  
" H i ,  I ' m  Dan Walker." And then you've got  t o  put t h a t  l i n e  i n ,  "I need 
your help,"  o r  "I want your help,"  o r  "I want your vote ,"  o r  "I need your 
vote." "Please he lp  me," is  t h e  message you've got  t o  g e t  over.  And 
then ou t s ide  of a few kidding kind of remarks, you've got  t o  g e t  going. 

And i f  somebody asks  you an i s s u e  ques t ion  you've go t  t o  g e t  out  of t h e r e  
because you don' t  have t h e  time t o  d e a l  with t h a t  kind of thing.  That ' s  
why you go through. . , i t ' s  a monologue i n  most ins tances .  You go 
through your p a t t e r  and then  before  they can say anything,  you're moving 
r i g h t  on t o  t h e  next person and then r i g h t  on t o  t he  next person. 
T e r r i b l y  t i r i n g .  

Then I experimented wi th  t h e  downtown commuter s t a t i o n  campaigning, 
Absolutely t h e  ha rdes t  kind of campaigning t h a t  I have ever  done. You 
s t a t i o n  yourself  i n  t h e  evening when the  rush hour comes, ou t s ide  o r  
i n s i d e  t h e  commuter s t a t i o n s  where t h e  waves of people a r e  headed f o r  t h e  
t r a i n s  and i t ' s  j u s t  a mass of humanity. And you shake a s  many hands as 
you can. 

The problem wi th  i t  is  t h a t  a key t o  e f f e c t i v e  handshaking campaigning i s  
eye-to-eye contac t .  You've got  t o  s e e  t h a t  person i n  t h e  eyes; h e ' s  go t  
t o  s e e  you i n  t h e  eyes,  he o r  she. When you do t h a t  and move r ap id ly  
you're looking like t h i s ,  and then you go t o  t h i s  person, and go t o  t h a t  
person, and t o  t h i s  person and t h a t  person, and p r e t t y  soon you g e t  
t o t a l l y  d i s o r i e n t e d  and your head s t a r t s  swimming, r e a l l y  swimming. I 
could only keep i t  up f o r  a maximum of t e n  minutes before  I ' d  have t o  go 
over and l ean  a g a i n s t  t h e  w a l l  and c l o s e  my eyes and g e t  my balance back 
aga in  and then  d ive  i n .  But d i d  it pay o f f ?  To t h i s  day you have no 
idea  how many people w i l l  say t o  me, "I met you i n  Union S t a t i o n  i n  
1972." F a n t a s t i c  number of personal  contac ts .  

Then we r an  out  of bowling a l l e y s ,  we r an  out  of commuter s t a t i o n s ,  we 
r an  out  of f a c t o r y  ga t e s .  Where a r e  you going t o  go? Suburbs. Very hard 
t o  campaign i n  t h e  suburbs because people a r e  i n  t h e i r  homes; t hey ' r e  not  
o u t  on t h e  streets. I t r i e d  movie t h e a t r e s  a f t e r  t h e  show--no good. 
People a r e  so wound up i n  what they 've j u s t  seen t h a t  you're no t  going t o  



do any good with them. A t h l e t i c  events--people r e sen t  p o l i t i c i a n s  a t  
a t h l e t i c  events .  

So I decided,  r e s t a u r a n t s ,  and I d id  i t  wi th  a  g r e a t  dea l  of t r ep ida t ion .  
How a r e  people going t o  r e a c t  if I walk i n t o  a r e s t a u r a n t  and go from 
t a b l e  t o  t ab l e ,  i n  t he  evening now, and d i s t u r b  t h e i r  evening meal? 
Well, everytime I d id  i t  I d id  i t  with b u t t e r f l i e s  i n  my stomach, and i t  
always worked out  b e a u t i f u l l y .  For some reason, even i n  t h e  fancy 
r e s t a u r a n t s ,  people not  only d id  not  r e s e n t  i t ,  they l i k e d  i t .  And I 
f i n a l l y  f igured  out  why. P a r t i c u l a r l y  t h e  twosomes. I f  you have two 
people--man, woman--unless t h e y ' r e  very  much cour t ing  and i n  love ,  they  
run  out  05 th ings  t o  t a l k  about over dinner .  Have you ever  seen a couple 
s i t t i n g  t h e r e  . . . 
Q: Y e s .  ( laughs)  

A: . . . and they ' r e  looking over each o t h e r ' s  shoulder? You come up 
and t a l k  t o  them--you'll g ive  them t e n  minutes of conversat ion over t h e i r  
meal a f t e r  you leave.  And i t  took me a while  t o  l e a r n  t h a t .  There was 
only one r e s t a u r a n t  i n  t h e  Chicago met ropol i tan  a r e a  t h a t  wouldn't l e t  me 
i n  and t h a t  was t h e  White Fence Farm. 

Q: The White Fence Farm? 

A: That ' s  r i g h t .  It 's a very  popular r e s t a u r a n t  down near  J o l i e t .  And 
they  would l e t  m e  i n  t h e  wai t ing  room where people were await ing t h e i r  
s e a t i n g ,  but  they wouldn't l e t  me i n  t he  d in ing  room. But high and low, 
i n  texms of q u a l i t y ,  t h a t ' s  t h e  only r e s t a u r a n t  t h a t  turned m e  down. I 
never  had a bowling a l l e y  t u r n  m e  down. 1 used t o  have problems i n  
shopping c e n t e r s  because they would t r y  t o  s t o p  me from passing ou t  
l i t e r a t u r e  o r  t o  s t o p  me from coming i n  and I always faced them down on 
t h e  Cons t i t u t ion  argument. I sometimes, t o  p r o p i t i a t e  them, would s t o p  
pass ing  out  l i t e r a t u r e ,  but  I 'd never s t o p  handshaking and t a l k i n g  with 
people. 

Q: Was the  marathon of handshaking harder  o r  l e s s  d i f f i c u l t  than the  
"Walk" ? 

A: Oh, i t  was l e s s  d i f f i c u l t  i n  terms of the  phys ica l  wear. The th ing  
t h a t  made i t  hard was t h e  hours. That ' s  what made i t  hard. From six 
o 'c lock  i n  t he  morning, l i t e r a l l y ,  u n t i l  midnight with the  people 
con tac t ,  day a f t e r  day, a f t e r  day, a f t e r  day with no surcease.  And i n  
t h e  l a s t  two months t h a t ' s  what i t  cons is ted  of .  I was t o t a l l y  exhausted 
by the  time the  e l e c t i o n  came, People have s a i d ,  a s  you know, t h a t  I ' m  
t he  most succes s fu l  one-to-one campaigner t h a t  has  been around i n  a  long 
time. And i f  I am succes s fu l  a t  i t ,  i t ' s  because I r e a l l y  enjoy i t .  I t ' s  
t h e  kind of campaigning I l i k e .  I don ' t  l i k e  speeches and r a l l i e s  and 
t h a t  kind of t h ing  anywhere near  a s  much. I used t o  h a t e  t h e  
appearances.  Can you imagine, a f t e r  running aga ins t  t h e  machine f o r  over 
a  year and then t o  make appearances i n  ward meetings a f t e r  I got  the 
nomination? That was hard. 

Q: Well, and you obviously do understand the  importance of shaking a s  
many hands and looking i n t o  as many eyes as you can. 



A: And i t  i s n ' t  phony e i t h e r ,  a s  some people say t h a t  i t  is. People 
make up t h e i r  minds about a person based on a l o t  of d i f f e r e n t  th ings .  
Sure,  some is what they read but  a l o t  of people l i k e  t o  s e e  a person and 
s e e  t h e  look on h i s  face .  Sure, i t ' s  not  c o n t r o l l i n g ,  but i t  t e l l s  you 
something about a person. How he handles  himself ,  what he looks like, 
whether he looks you i n  t h e  eye o r  doesn ' t  look you i n  t he  eye. I 
stress, not  c o n t r o l l i n g ,  but  c e r t a i n l y  some f a c t o r  t h a t  people a r e  
e n t i t l e d  t o  take  i n t o  cons idera t ion .  And we l l  I remember--this was a 
farmer who s a i d  t o  m e ,  "Gee, Dan, I ' m  glad you're  out  here.'' And I s a i d ,  
"Why?" He s a i d ,  "Well," he s a i d ,  "I l i k e  t o  meet my candidates." H e  
s a i d ,  "I l i k e  t o  s e e  my candidates ."  H e  s a i d ,  "I l i k e  t o  t a l k  t o  my 
candidates ."  H e  s a i d ,   ell, Dan, I l i k e  t o  smell  my candidates." 

Q: ( laughs)  Well, obviously i t  paid o f f .  

A: Well, I enjoyed i t .  I r e a l l y  enjoyed i t .  

Q: T e l l  me about e l e c t i o n  day. 

A: E l ec t ion  day was a t o t a l  drag,  I d i d n ' t  know what t o  do. I go t  up 
t h a t  morning. Vic and I ta lked  i t  over a t  g r e a t  l eng th  t h e  n igh t  before  
and we decided t h a t  I had t o  keep occupied and t h e  b e s t  way then  t o  spend 
the  day would be t o  go around t o  our  va r ious  headquarters  and thank 
people; t h a t ' s  what I d id .  I n  case  we f o r g e t  i t ,  i n  t h e  genera l  e l e c t i o n  
campaign what I d id  w a s  v i s i t  t h e  p r e c i n c t s  i n  t h e  machine wards t h a t  
were d e s e r t i n g  m e  and going for Ogi lv ie ,  l i k e  V i t o  MarzuLlo--I went i n t o  
h i s  ward and v i s i t e d  a l l  of h i s  key p rec inc t  headquarters  j u s t  t o  l e t  
them know I ' m  r i g h t  here ,  I ' m  t h e  Democratic candida te  f o r  governor and, 
by go l ly ,  I don ' t  understand why you ' re  he lp ing  a Republican out t he re .  
But anyway, i n  t h e  primary I r e a l l y  go t  worried because i n  t h e  a f te rnoon 
i t  s t a r t e d  r a in ing  and t h a t  could be devas ta t ing .  Turnout was so  
important  and t h a t  r a i n  . . . I just got  r e a l l y  down. I t h i n k  I f i n a l l y  
a r r i v e d  a t  t h e  h o t e l ,  oh, somewhere around f i v e  o 'c lock  and then j u s t  
sweated i t  out  u n t i l  i t  was over.  

Q: What was i t  l i k e ?  When d id  you know? Did you s l e e p  t h a t  n ight?  

A: Not much. I don' t  remember what time i t  was. I know it  was very ,  
very  l a t e .  Extremely l a t e .  And I remember t h a t  we were concerned t h a t  
maybe Paul Simon knew something t h a t  we d i d n ' t  because he wouldn't 
concede d e f e a t  even a f t e r  we r e a l l y  saw t h e  handwriting on the  wa l l ,  knew 
t h a t  we had it ,  and ye t  he wouldn't . . . . I found out  l a t e r  t h a t  he had 
spent  t h e  evening preparing h i s  v i c t o r y  s tatement  and was so conf ident  of 
v i c t o r y  t h a t  he j u s t  couldn ' t  be l i eve  i t  was happening t o  him and j u s t  
w a s  u t t e r l y  and t o t a l l y  crushed because it never entered h i s  mind t h a t  I 
could win. 

What he d id  t h e  week before  t he  e l e c t i o n  was t o  go around the  s t a t e  and 
t a l k  t o  t h e  county chairmen and g e t  t h e i r  r e p o r t  on what t h e  vo te  would 
be. And they were a11  wrong. Because county chairmen know very l i t t l e  
about what 's  happening i n  t h e i r  county. They t a l k  t o  t h e  p rec inc t  
committeemen. P rec inc t  committeemen a r e n ' t  i n  touch with people. 
They're i n  touch with people who have jobs and t h a t  kind of thing.  So he 
got  t o t a l l y  f a l s e  information. 



Q: So when d id  you f i n a l l y  know? 

A: I don' t  remember. 

Q: What d id  you do? 

A: We had a p r i v a t e  ce l eb ra t ion .  V i c  and Dave and Mort, t he  i nne r  
group, and then with t h e  family. And then  the re  was a s e r i e s  of 
in te rv iews  because t h e r e  was a l o t  of clamor because i t  w a s  such an  upse t  
v i c to ry .  And s o  I gave some t e l e v i s i o n  in te rv iews  and o the r  kinds of 
in te rv iews  and then went t o  bed. Then t h e  b ig  problem--what t o  do the  
next  day. I have t o  hold a p re s s  conference,  don ' t  I ?  What am I going 
t o  say when the  r e p o r t e r s  a sk  me, "Well, you've a t tacked  the  machine, 
you've won, now what a r e  you going t o  do? Are you going t o  accept  t h e  
machine's support  t h a t  you've been t e a r i n g  a p a r t  f o r  two years?" So we 
decided t h e r e  was only one th ing  t o  do--leave town, and not  hold a press  
conference. And so I d id .  

Q: ( laughs)  

A: I g o t  on an a i r p l a n e  and went t o  Flor ida.  So t h a t  we would have 
time--we were a l l  de spe ra t e ly  t i red-- to  t h ink  through what our post- 
primary pos ture  was going t o  be. It wasn't a mat te r  of f e a r ,  i t  was j u s t  
t h e  mat te r  of no t  being a b l e  t o  t ake  enough time t o  g e t  prepared f o r  t h a t  
a l l - impor tan t  p re s s  conference. And so  we s a t  on the  beach i n  F lo r ida  
and came up with a s t r a t e g y .  

Q: Did t h e  p re s s  ever  fo rg ive  you f o r  t h a t ?  

A: I don ' t  r e c a l l .  They were mad about i t  a t  t h e  time, bu t  I don' t  
r e c a l l  t h a t  t h a t  had any l a s t i n g  impact. The s o l u t i o n  we a r r i v e d  a t  was 
t o  go on t h e  o f f ens ive  and say  t h a t ,  f i r s t ,  I would welcome t h e  support  
of any Democrat. L e t ' s  put  t h e  p a r t y  toge ther  aga in ,  l e t ' s  put p a s t  
issues behind. That a primary is  t h e  time t o  f i g h t  those  th ings  ou t ,  t h e  
p a r t y  i s s u e s ,  now l e t ' s  go on and f i g h t  t h e  Republicans, t he  commonplace 
s t u f f .  

Then, as a f i l l i p ,  we put i n  t h a t  I d i d  not  be l i eve  t h a t  people who were 
ward committeemen should run f o r  s ta tewide  o f f i c e .  They should 
d i s a s s o c i a t e  t h e i r  pa r ty  r o l e  and t h e i r  candidate  ro le .  This  was 
intended t o  show t h a t  I was s t i l l  opposed t o  machine p o l i t i c s .  
Therefore,  N e i l  Hart igan should r e s i g n  as ward committeeman o r  r e s i g n  a s  
Democratic candida te  f o r  l i e u t e n a n t  governor and the  same was t r u e  of 
Tommy Lyons, who was running f o r  a t t o r n e y  gene ra l ,  and Roman Pucinski ,  
who was running f o r  United S t a t e s  sena tor .  A l l  t h r e e  were ward 
committeemen and we s a i d  they should res ign .  That pos i t i on  caused a 
g r e a t  d e a l  of s t r a i n  between me and t h e  o t h e r  Democratic candida tes  from 
then  u n t i l  e l e c t i o n  day. They never resigned.  

Q: Was t h a t  t h e  beginning of t h e  s t r a i n  between you and Hart igan? 

A: No ques t ion  about i t .  The o the r  th ing  was t h a t  t r a d i t i o n a l l y  t h e  
Democratic candida tes  had campaigned a s  a group. I f o r g e t  what, but they  
had a name f o r  it. And I wouldn't do t h a t .  I sa id :  I ' l l  appear on 
occasions with my teammates, and [ i t ' s ]  no t  a matter  of being d i v i s i v e  



from them, i t ' s  j u s t  t h a t  we can maximize our  impact. But I wanted t o  
cont inue  my s t y l e  of campaigning. I d i d n ' t  want t o  be captured by t h e  
kind of campaigning t h a t  t he  Democratic, r e g u l a r  candidates  u sua l ly  do. 
When I go i n t o  a town t h e  t r a d i t i o n a l  way is  t h i s :  a Democratic 
candida te  goes i n t o  town; he  is  met by the  Democratic county chairman and 
a c o t e r i e  of p rec inc t  committeemen--this was downstate; p i c t u r e s  were 
taken; t h e  next day, t h e r e ' s  t he  p i c t u r e  i n  t h e  paper. By the  way, l o y a l  
Democrats w i l l  hover around you. The people who a r e  not  l o y a l  Democrats 
are o f f  t h e r e  a t  a d i s t ance ;  even i f  they l i k e  you they won't come over 
and mix with these  people. And t h e  p i c t u r e  i n  t h e  paper t he  next  day is 
going t o  be, "Dan Walker, Democratic Candidate f o r  Governor Being Greeted 
by 'SO and S O , '  Democratic County Chairman," f r equen t ly  a guy who looked 
l i k e  exac t ly  what he was. People don ' t  r e l a t e  t o  t h a t  kind of person. 

1 wanted those people who w e r e  ou t  t h e r e  and not  jo in ing  t h e  group. 
Those are the  ones I wanted t o  see .  These people a r e  going t o  vote  
Democratic, s t r a i g h t  Democratic. I don' t  have t o  worry about them. I 
want t o  reach out  and g e t  o the r s .  

So I would not  do the  t r a d i t i o n a l  kind of campaigning and I would t e l l  
t h e  Democratic county chairman, "Please don ' t  meet me." I h u r t  a l o t  of 
f e e l i n g s  t h a t  way bu t  I f e l t  t h a t  i t  had t o  be done. That ' s  why, by t h e  
way, I avoided i n  t he  summer of 1972 t h e  county f a i r s .  County f a i r s  a r e  
a t e r r i b l e  way t o  campaign. You're surrounded by the  l o y a l  Democrats, 
t h e  job holders ,  t h a t  kind of th ing;  people expect t o  s ee  candidates  a t  
county f a i r s  downstate. No s u r p r i s e .  But i f  you go t o  t h e  town square 
and v i s i t  t h e i r  town and shake hands i n  t h e i r  community, then they ' r e  on 
t h e  te lephone saying,  "Aunt Jemimah, you know who I j u s t  t a lked  to?  I 
t a lked  t o  t h e  Democratic candida te  f o r  governor." And i f  you plan i t  and 
h i t ,  say,  four  o r  five small communities i n  a county, by the  time you 
leave  t h a t  county t h e  word of mouth has reached out  t o  a huge number of 
people i n  t h a t  county. And t h a t ' s  t he  way t o  campaign. A s  you can t e l l ,  
I love  campaigning. 

Q: Did you love being governor a s  much a s  you loved campaigning? 

A: Y e s ,  i n  a d i f f e r e n t  way. I loved the  cha l lenge  of being governor. 
No ques t ion  about t h a t .  I loved t h e  managerial  oppor tun i t i e s  t h a t  t h e  
governorship presented and g r e a t l y  decr ied  t h e  f a c t  t h a t  i t 's  j u s t  very  
tough t o  be a managerial  governor,  l e t  m e  put  i t  t h a t  way, and a t  t h e  
app ropr i a t e  time we can g e t  i n t o  more d e t a i l  on t h a t .  

Q: Was t h e r e  a poin t  a t  which i t  a c t u a l l y  h i t  you t h a t  you had 
accomplished what you had set out  t o  do i n  1970, when you had won t h e  
primary ? 

Q: Well, i n  1970 is  when you set out  t o  win the  primary nomination. 
When, a f t e r  t he  e l e c t i o n  and t h e  r e s u l t s  were i n  and you knew fo r  a f a c t  
t h a t  you were the  winner, when did i t  s i n k  i n  and what were your 
f e e l i n g s ?  

A: Well, very much l i k e  . . . t o  t e l l  a s to ry .  The pres ident  of a 
corpora t ion  whom I was r i d i n g  i n  t h e  co rpo ra t e  l imousine with,  and I 



asked him, "Think back t o  t h e  time t h a t  you f i r s t  had a chauffeured 
limousine; how long d id  i t  t ake  you t o  g e t  accustomed t o  having a 
chauffeured limousine?" And he s a i d ,  "Oh, Dan, about a ha l f  a block." 

Q: ( laughs)  

A: Well, i t ' s  very much t h e  same th ing .  When t h e r e ' s  so much g l a r e  of 
p u b l i c i t y  t h a t  you know i t  and i t  s i n k s  i n  immediately then two th ings  
[occur] .  You want t o  wipe every th ing  out  of your mind t o  t r y  t o  g e t  some 
mental c e l l s  r e s t o r e d ,  i f  you w i l l .  You want t o  g e t  your phys ica l  energy 
back and then your mind s t a r t s  g e t t i n g  t o t a l l y  preoccupied wi th  the  next 
t a sk ,  which is t o  win t h e  genera l  e l e c t i o n  aga ins t  t he  incumbent i n  what 
looks l i k e  is going t o  be a Republican year ,  as indeed it turned out  t o  
be. 

Q: So t e l l  me--once you go t  yourself  together--how you began working i n  
t h e  summer of 1972? 

A: I ' m  going t o  have some r e a l  memory problems here  because the  primary 
Is much more v i v i d  i n  my r e c o l l e c t i o n  than t h e  gene ra l  e l e c t i o n  campaign. 
I can g ive  you h i g h l i g h t s  of it .  I don ' t  remember what we d id  i n  t he  
spring of 1972; I f r ank ly  don ' t  r e c a l l .  Obviously I d id  campaigning 
cons t an t ly .  Probably e a r l y  on not  t h a t  much. The f i r s t  a c t i v e  
campaigning I can r e c a l l  was t h e  jeep t r i p ,  and I don' t  remember when 
t h a t  began. But we wanted something t o  r ep l ace  t h e  "Walk." We knew t h a t  
t o  walk aga in  j u s t  would no t  work, o r  a t  l e a s t  we f e l t  so,  Af te r  
cons ider ing  a11 kinds of a l t e r n a t i v e s  we f i n a l l y  decided on t h e  jeep t r i p  
with t h e  boys, [my sons ] ,  which means t h a t  we must have s t a r t e d  a f t e r  
school  was ou t ,  and what kind of campaigning I d i d  before  school was o u t ,  
I j u s t  don ' t  r e c a l l .  

The jeep  trip--we had a red ,  white ,  and b lue  jeep. We had two of them. 
And we d i d  downstate campaigning i n  t h e  jeep. Our o b j e c t i v e  was t o  have 
t h a t  red ,  white ,  and b lue  jeep be i d e n t i f i e d  on t e l e v i s i o n  with my 
campaign. It proved t o  be very ,  very hard t o  do because with the jeep 
t r i p  we  couldn ' t  g e t  t h e  t e l e v i s i o n  cameras t o  come out .  I had t o  go t o  
t h e  s tud io .  If you go t o  t h e  s t u d i o  you can ' t  d r i v e  a jeep i n  t h e  
s t u d i o ,  so  we had a very d i f f i c u l t  time g e t t i n g  t h e  v i s u a l  image of t h e  
jeep over i n  t he  course of t h e  campaign. 

But then we did what I suggested e a r l i e r .  We took t h a t  jeep and we h i t  
communities of a l l  s i z e s ,  i n  county a f t e r  county a f t e r  county, t o  g e t  t h e  
word of mouth campaign going. And t h e  boys were with me p r a c t i c a l l y  all 
of t h e  t i m e  and it was kind of fun. I enjoyed i t .  There wasn't t h a t  
much evening campaigning. It was daytime. And I was doing t h e  kind of 
campaigning t h a t  I l i k e d  and we d i d n ' t  do, a s  I s a i d ,  hard ly  any caunty 
f a i r s ,  and I j u s t  thoroughly enjoyed i t .  It was a g r e a t  summer. 

Q: What were t h e  i s s u e s  t h a t  people were i n t e r e s t e d  i n  t a l k i n g  about? 

A: Same th ings .  Exact ly t he  same th ings  as i n  t he  primary, no 
d i f f e r ence .  Taxes, educat ion,  crime. Crime--there's one d i f f e r ence .  
Crime was much more of an  i s s u e  i n  t h e  f a l l  of 1972 than  i t  was i n  t h e  
primary e l e c t i o n .  We made i t  an i s sue ;  t h a t  was when we picked up on t h e  
sixty-day t r i a l  law which we made a key i s s u e  throughout t he  campaign. 



And you understand t h a t  one, a  t r i a l  must be he ld  wi th in  s i x t y  days a f t e r  
t h e  arrest. And 1 can r e c a l l  having s a i d  it over and over and over 
aga in ,  t h e  l i t a n y  on t h a t .  And I used t h a t  everywhere, everywhere, and 
then we used i t  on t e l e v i s i o n  commercials very  e f f e c t i v e l y .  We continued 
t o  have massive money problems. B i l l  Goldberg, who became a key t o  t he  
campaign, joined then  on a fu l l - t ime bas i s .  B i l l  had worked on and done 
t h e  l e g a l  work on t h a t  primary vo t ing  case ,  remember, t h a t  we won i n  t he  
primary? 

Q: Yes, yes. 

A: But B i l l  was no t  on t h e  s t a f f  then. Af te r  t h e  primary I persuaded 
t h e  l a w  firm, which was my former f i rm,  t o  l e t  B L l l  have a  leave  of 
absence, and he joined us  on a  fu l l - t ime b a s i s  and d id  a yeoman's job, 
became a r e a l  member of t h e  inne r  c i r c l e  on an  equal  b a s i s  wi th  Vic and 
Dave. 

Q: And what e x a c t l y  w a s  he doing during t h a t  time? 

A: Legal and i s sues .  Be w a s  i n  charge of a l l  i s s u e s ,  of a l l  research ,  
a l l  p o s i t i o n  papers. Everything having t o  do wi th  i s s u e s  was B i l l  
Goldberg's domain. 

Q: Did you ever  appear wi th  Og i lv i e  during t h a t  time? 

A: Oh, yes. We had debates .  

Q: Oh, okay. 

A: Yes, they were very dramatic.  The f i r s t  one, as I r e c a l l ,  was i n  
Sp r ing f i e ld .  I have a  p i c t u r e ,  as a mat te r  of f a c t ,  taken from i n  f r o n t  
looking a t  us up on the  s t a g e  and i t  looks l i k e  I ' m  s tanding  behind the  
podium, h e ' s  s tanding  behind t h e  podium; we're of t he  same he ight .  I 
a l s o  have a  p i c t u r e  taken from behind t h a t  shows Ogi lv ie  s tanding  on a 
box. 

Q: ( laughs)  

A: We go t  t h a t  p i c t u r e  publ ished.  It w a s  a bad mistake on h i s  p a r t  t o  
do t h a t ,  Those l i t t l e  t h ings  can have an impact on a  campaign. We 
debated there .  We debated once somewhere i n  t h e  southern po r t ion  of t h e  
s t a t e ,  and then we debated before  t h e  I V I ,  I th ink  i t  was, i n  a huge room 
i n  one of t h e  h o t e l s  i n  t h e  f a l l .  There w a s  one run by the  Assoc ia t ion  
of Commerce and Industry.  And I t h i n k  four  deba tes ,  four  o r  f i v e .  
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A: Well, I remember now, t h e  Assoc ia t ion  of Commerce and Indus t ry  one 
w a s  a  t e l e v i s i o n  debate .  The o t h e r s  were before  l i v e  audiences but  t h e r e  
w a s  a l s o  t e l e v i s i o n  there .  Debates pa l e  a f t e r  a while,  and i t  t akes  a  
l o t  of prepara t ion  t o  do an e f f e c t i v e  job i n  a  debate.  It 's a  l o t  more 
cosmetic and appearance and how you a r e  perceived than i t  is s p e c i f i c a l l y  
what you say  o r  what deba t ing  po in t s  you score.  



Q: Was Ogi lv ie  e n t h u s i a s t i c  about doing them o r  did he do i t  . . . 
A: I don ' t  r e c a l l .  I remember very  d i f f i c u l t  negotiations. I th ink  he 
was r e l u c t a n t  t o  do it but  thought t h a t  he had no choice except t o  do 
them. 

9: How d i d  you f e e l  about i t  a f t e r  i t  was over? 

A: The debates?  1 enjoyed them. I enjoyed press  conferences,  deba tes ,  
t h a t  kind of th ing .  It 's l i k e  a t r i a l .  

Q: What were t h e  key i s s u e s  i n  those  debates?  

A: I don' t  remember. I r e a l l y  don ' t  remember. 

Q: Did you t a l k  about t h e  income tax?  

A: No, because we d i d n ' t  have any d i f f e r e n c e  of opinion on the  income 
tax .  We c e r t a i n l y  t a lked  about s t a t e  government. I challenged him on 
overspending. I chal lenged him on being a l i b e r a l ,  which he w a s ,  by t h e  
way, more l i b e r a l  than  I, even though he w a s  a  Republican. And s t a t e  
spending was--yes, I do remember--state spending was a  major i s s u e  i n  t he  
debates .  I would of course  t r y  t o  b r ing  up th ings  l i k e  t h e  sixty-day 
t r i a l  l a w  and i s s u e s  is  what I was t a l k i n g  about.  I don' t  remember t h e  
sixty-day t r i a l  l a w  was contes ted  i n  t h e  debates ,  but f r equen t ly  i n  t hese  
debates  you'd t r y  t o  br ing  up th ings  t h a t  a r e  p luses ,  whether t he  o t h e r  
person is  going t o  agree  o r  d i sag ree .  

Q: Did you agree  on mer i t  s e l e c t i o n  of judges? 

A: Yes, With r e spec t  t o  o t h e r  i s s u e s  on t h e  c o n s t i t u t i o n ,  I don' t  
remember. The c o n s t i t u t i o n  was on t h e  b a l l o t  i n  1972, wasn't  i t ,  o r  was 
t h a t  1970? 

A: That was 1970, t h a t ' s  r i g h t ,  it was 1970. 1 j u s t  don ' t  r e c a l l  t he  
i s s u e s  any b e t t e r  than t h a t .  I ' d  have t o  go back and t ake  a look a t  t h e  
newspaper c l i p s  t o  r e f r e s h  my r e c o l l e c t i o n .  

Q: How d id  you f e e l  about t h a t ?  Obviously i t  looked l i k e  i t  was going 
t o  be a  d i f f i c u l t  r ace ,  a  d i f f i c u l t  campaign, 

A: I go t  more and more worried a s  t h e  year wore on. McGovern was t h e  
Democratic candidate .  He was much too  l i b e r a l  f o r  t he  populace. That 
became a r e a l  problem i n  going around t h e  s t a t e  because, of course,  I 
supported the  Democratic candida te  f o r  t h e  presidency,  and y e t  i t  was 
apparent  t h a t  he was going t o  be of no he lp  t o  my being e l ec t ed .  

The o the r  problem i n  Cook County was Ed Hanrahan whom I refused  t o  
support  f o r  s t a t e ' s  a t t o rney .  And t h a t  caused g r e a t  d i f f i c u l t y  a t  ward 
meetings where we t r i e d  very  hard t o  plan i t  so  t h a t  I would not  a r r i v e  
a t  t h e  ward meeting a t  t h e  same t i m e  a s  Hanrahan because t h a t  would be 
very  embarrassing. And he was very  b r i t t l e  about t h e  whole th ing  and we 
had some d i f f i c u l t  encounters .  It was hard t o  d e a l  with,  very hard t o  



dea l  with. The McGovern th ing  downstate,  and p a r t i c u l a r l y  t h e  Hanrahan 
th ing  i n  Chicago were uncomfortable t h ings .  

I d i d n ' t  have t h e  freedom t h a t  I had i n  t h e  primary. I was much more 
t i e d  t o  a pa r ty  platform, t h e  pa r ty  on i s s u e s ,  t h e  candida tes  t h a t  1 
d i d n ' t  p a r t i c u l a r l y  c a r e  f o r .  I couldn ' t  go out  t h e r e  and, as t h e  k ids  
put i t ,  do my t h i n g  l i k e  I wanted t o  do and inc reas ing ly  i t  got  
uncomfortable a s  t h e  campaign wore on. It wasn't anywhere near  a s  happy 
a campaign f o r  me a s  t h e  primary, even though I now had a l l  t h e  panoply 
of being t h e  Democratic candidate .  

Q: Also t h a t  summer t h e r e  was t h e  de l ega te  b a t t l e  t o  t h e  Democratic 
Nat ional  Convention. 

A: That ' s  c o r r e c t .  

Q: How were you involved i n  t h a t ?  

A: I campaigned downstate. 

Q: You avoided i t  . ,. . 
A: I r e a l l y  don ' t  remember what p o s i t i o n  we took on t h a t .  I hones t ly  
c a n ' t  t e l l  you, If I had t o  guess i t  would be t h a t  we j u s t  s tayed  out  of 
t h e  f r a y  and s a i d ,  "1'm no t  involved i n  n a t i o n a l  p o l i t i c s ,  I ' m  involved 
i n  a  s t a t e  campaign." That ' s  my b e s t  r e c o l l e c t i o n .  

Q: And Daley put  ou t  sample b a l l o t s  wi th  only t h e  names of h i s  de l ega te s  
on but t h a t  wouldn't have a f f e c t e d  your suppor te rs ,  do you th ink?  

A: And t h i s  would have been when? I n  t h e  primary? 

Q: No, no, oh, wai t  a  minute. Was i t  i n  t h e  primary? Yes, I guess i t  
was i n  t h e  primary, 

A: Yes, t h a t  would have been i n  t h e  primary. I don ' t  r e c a l l  t h a t  having 
any apprec i ab le  impact. The f i g h t  t h a t  counted came up over t h e  
cha l lenges  t o  t h e  de l ega t ion  t h a t  were fought ou t  i n  t h e  r u l e s  committee 
and so  f o r t h  where Daley l o s t .  That would have been i n ,  what June? 
Somewhere, maybe J u l y  of 1976. I don ' t  even remember where t h e  
convention was. Rea l ly ,  my r e c o l l e c t i o n  i s  [ t h a t  I] j u s t  refused t o  g e t  
involved, i n  t h e  whole r igamarole  saying,  " I ' m  candida te  f o r  governor .I' 

Q: ~ i d n ' t  t h a t  though have an  e f f e c t  l a t e r  on you because you wanted t o  
appoin t  Mary Lee Leahy as a d i r e c t o r  . . . 
A: Oh, s u r e  i t  d id .  

Q: . . . i n  your admin i s t r a t i on  and she  had been a  p a r t  of t h e  f i g h t  
a g a i n s t  Daley, and she w a s  no t  confirmed. 

A: That ' s  e x a c t l y  r i g h t .  She was one of t h e  f i r s t  ones t h a t  was sho t  
down. 



Q: And i t  was t h e  Chicago Democrats t h a t  sho t  h e r  down? 

A: It s u r e  was. My own party.  I don ' t  t h i n k  t h a t  w a s  a very  n i c e  th ing  
t o  do. 

Q: Who were t h e  o the r s?  

A: Oh, gee  t h e  c o r r e c t i o n s  d i r e c t o r ,  I had t o  back away from him, bu t  
t h a t  w a s  f o r  d i f f e r e n t  reasons. That was t h a t  one s t a t e  s ena to r  who j u s t  
r a i s e d  so much c a i n  that--that was Davld Fogel--and I had t o  back away 
from David. The most un fo r tuna te  t h ing  t h a t  happened of course  a t  t h e  
o u t s e t  of t h e  administration--we're now passing t h e  campaign-was 
proposing Anthony Angelos a s  t h e  d i r e c t o r  of t h e  Department of Insurance,  
bu t  we can come t o  t h a t  later. That ' s  a  chapter  t h a t  r e a l l y  caused a l o t  
of problems. 

Q: T e l l  me, dur ing  t h a t  campaign d id  you f i n d  Og i lv i e  somebody t h a t  you 
l i k e d  campaigning a g a i n s t ?  Was he a  gentleman? 

A: Yes, I would say t h a t  Dick was a gentleman. I never  had any personal  
f e e l i n g s  i n  t h a t  race .  I ga the r  t h a t  he developed personal  f e e l i n g s  but  
I d idn ' t .  I thought  i t  was a  good s o l i d  campaign based on l e g i t i m a t e  
i s sues .  A t  t h e  t i m e  and a f t e r  he l o s t  I don ' t  t h i n k  t h a t  Dick thought 
so.  A t  l e a s t ,  so  I hear .  And I ' m  sorry about t h a t .  I had a  g r e a t  dea l  
of r e spec t  for Dick. I used t o  po in t  ou t  around t h e  s t a t e  some of t h e  
f i n e  th ings  t h a t  he d id  and then poin t  out  t h e  a r e a s  i n  which I d isagreed  
with him about s t a t e  government. 

Q: A s  you go t  more and more nervous toward the  end of t h a t  genera l  
e l e c t i o n ,  what were you doing t o  . . . 
A: Doing t h e  same kind of campaigning t h a t  I was before ,  and always had 
done, and despe ra t e ly  t r y i n g  t o  r a i s e  money so  t h a t  we could mount a 
t e l e v i s i o n  campaign t h a t  would be w e n  c l o s e  t o  t h a t  which Ogi lv ie  was 
p u t t i n g  on. In e a r l y  October we were r e a l l y  worried. It looked l i k e  we  
had been coming up on Og i lv i e  and a l l  of a  sudden we h i t  a  p la teau .  I 
know t h i s  now. They d i d n ' t  t e l l  m e  so a t  t h e  t ime, by t h e  way. We h i t  a 
p la teau  which w a s  s h o r t  of ca tch ing  up wi th  Ogilvie .  We had t o  have t h a t  
t e l e v i s i o n  campaign t o  break through, and we had t o  have t h a t  money and 
day a f t e r  day went by and we d i d n ' t  g e t  it. 

I put t h e  last of my resources  i n  but  t h a t  wasn't enough, and we f i n a l l y  
were a b l e  t o  s c o r e  a breakthrough and g e t  some campaign c o n t r i b u t i o n s  a t  
t h e  last minute and go t  on t e l e v i s i o n  and got on t h e  uptrend aga in  and we 
j u s t  ba re ly  caught him, j u s t  ba re ly  caught him. The t iming w a s  so c l o s e  
t h a t  Dave t o l d  m e  later--he w a s  doing cons tan t  polling--that he was 
scared t o  death.  I f  t h e  e l e c t i o n  had been one day e a r l i e r  I would have 
l o s t .  

Q: What about t h e  r e g u l a r  Democrats, were they suppor t ing  you 
f i n a n c i a l l y ?  

A: No. 



Q: Were they coming a c r o s s  . . . 
A: Oh no. t h e  Daley organization never supported s t a t ewide  candida tes  
t o  any apprec i ab le  degree. I w i l l  say  t h a t  i n  my case ,  I probably go t  
more than Democratic candida tes  u sua l ly  d id  because I explained t o  Daley 
e a r l y  on t h e  t e r r i b l e  problem we had, and I t h i n k  he gave me, o r  t h e  
r e g u l a r  o rgan iza t ion  gave m e ,  a  con t r ibu t ion  of something l i k e  t h i r t y -  
f i v e ,  f o r t y ,  f i f t y  thousand d o l l a r s  which w a s  almost unheard of f o r  t h e  
r e g u l a r  organiza t ion .  But put t h a t  a g a i n s t  a  t o t a l  budget of t h r e e ,  
four ,  f i v e  m i l l i o n  d o l l a r s  why, t h a t ' s  no t  any r e a l l y  s i g n i f i c a n t  amount. 

Q: When you d id  squeak through, were you r e a l l y  su rp r i s ed?  

A: Yes. I remember very ,  very  well  s i t t i n g  t h e r e  i n  t h e  h o t e l  room. I 
went o f f  i n  a room by myself--1 d i d n ' t  even have t h e  family wi th  me--and 
sat there  and watched t h e  t e l e v i s i o n  f o r  about oh, an hour and a  ha l f  o r  
two hours.  And I d i d n ' t  go down and bother  . . . Dave and Vic operated 
i n  a d i f f e r e n t  s u i t e  because t h e  l a s t  t h h g  i n  t h e  world they  needed was 
m e  hovering over them when they ' r e  t r y i n g  t o  g e t  t h e i r  job done. And I 
watched t h e  ax f a l l  moving from t h e  East  t o  t h e  West i n  s t a t e  a f t e r  
state. Nixon was running a  massive sweep and Democratic candida tes  were 
los ing .  

When t h e  Democrats went down i n  Indiana I went i n t o  the  o t h e r  room and 
t o l d  my wife t h a t  I thought i t  was a l l  over because I j u s t  d i d n ' t  s e e  how 
w e  could survive a Republican sweep of t h a t  magnitude. That I went down 
t o  see Dave and Vic, and they were very  d is turbed .  

I t o l d  t h e  s t o r y  wrong a  while  ago; i t  was East  St .  Louis i n  t h e  genera l  
e l e c t i o n ,  no t  i n  t h e  primary. They had learned t h a t  Og i lv i e ' s  campaign 
manager was saying ,  "We've got  i t  i n  t he  bag because we got  t h e  S t .  Louis 
vote." A s  i t  turned out ,  they d i d n ' t  have the  v o t e  as b i g  as they 
thought they  d id  i n  East S t .  Louis,  and then w e  had a r e a l  problem out i n  
DuPage County because t h e  v o t e  w a s  no t  coming i n  a t  a l l ,  and we couldn ' t  
f i g u r e  t h a t  out.  W e  thought maybe some very  s u b s t a n t i a l  Republican vo te s  
were being held out  ou t  t h e r e ,  which happens with r e g u l a r i t y ,  1t's not 
t h e  Democrats a lone  t h a t  do t h a t ,  both p a r t i e s  do f t .  They hold our  
vo te s  j u s t  t o  s e e  whether i t ' s  going t o  be even. Not t h a t  t hey ' r e  no t  
going t o  count them u l t ima te ly ,  bu t  i t 's  a psychological  impact. Get t h e  
workers t o  go home and t h a t  kind of th ing .  

So, I remember, we go t  somebody t o  c a l l  ou t  t h e  po l i ce ,  o r  was it t h e  
s t a r e  po l i ce?  I don ' t  remember; anyway we f i n a l l y  got  t h e  DuPage County 
v o t e  in. It was neck and neck and a s  I remember very,  ve ry  l a t e  a t  n igh t  
before  we f i n a l l y  decided t h a t  I w a s  going t o  win. 

Q: And then  what? 

A: J u s t  t h e  same t h ing  a l l  over again.  

Q: Half a block? (See s t o r y ,  p. 89) 

A: Y e s .  Well, t hen  i t  r e a l l y  i s  devas t a t ing  a f t e r  t h a t  because, a l l  of 
a sudden, no more campaigning. Tha t ' s  the p a r t  t h a t  was t o  m e  t h e  most 
shocking change--from cons tan t  campaigning, c o n s t a n t l y  tak ing ,  i n  e f f e c t ,  



orders  from downtown. What I ' m  going t o  do t h a t  morning, what I ' m  going 
t o  do. Ninety-five percent of my a c t i v i t i e s  were decided on by o the r s ,  
not  by me. And I ' m  j u s t  out the re  doing my thing.  But a l l  of a sudden 
I ' m  t h e  governor. Now, I ' v e  got t o  take charge ( laughs) ,  you know; the  
campaign manager goes away and I ' ve  got  t o  run i t ,  every day. Now, t h a t  
was a dramatic change, and i t  took m e  a while t o  g e t  used t o  coming t o  
the  o f f i c e  and s i t t i n g  down and being a manager again l i k e  I had been 
when I was an executive. 

Q: Do you th ink  t h a t  your experience as an executive prepared you a s  
w e l l  o r  b e t t e r  than you might have been prepared had you come up through 
the par ty  and o ther  o f f i ces?  

A: I t h i n k  so ,  i n  a d i f f e r e n t  way of course. You l e a r n  most p o l i t i c a l  
o f f i c e s  are not  managed l i k e  they a r e  i n  p r i v a t e  e n t e r p r i s e  and I had the  
advantage of having the  managerial t r a i n i n g  t o  a t  l e a s t  some degree. And 
t h a t  helped me, no question about it. It may have caused m e  t o  over- 
managed. That f s ,  not  overmanaged, t o  be more concerned about day t o  day 
management of government than a governor normally is. Certainly more 
than the  incumbent governor, c e r t a i n l y  more than Otto Kerner, f o r  
example, o r  even Dick Ogilvie, who was very concerned about i t .  

Q: What were the  mechanics of the  t r a n s i t i o n ?  

A: The t r a n s i t i o n  proved t o  be very d i f f i c u l t .  Ogilvie was not 
cooperat ive i n  terms of t r ans i t ion .  It w a s  a hard t r a n s i t i o n .  We 
f i n a l l y  got through very, very l a t e ,  t o  him and h i s  s t a f f ,  and we l o s t  a 
l o t  of time because we couldn't  g e t  our people in;  they couldn' t  g e t  the 
information t h a t  they needed. 

Q: You have about two months? 

A:  hat's cor rec t .  It 's not  enough time. It r e a l l y  i s  not  enough time 
t o  do a thoroughgoing, e f f e c t i v e  t r ans i t fon .  

Q: Even i f  he had been tremendously cooperative? 

A: That's r i g h t .  A t  t he  f ede ra l  l eve l  t h e r e ' s  a good argument f o r  
looking a t  it the  o the r  way because the  management of the  government from 
t he  policy standpoint  is  so important on those big i s sues ,  p a r t i c u l a r l y  
i n t e r n a t i o n a l ,  t h a t  i t ' s  dangerous t o  have a care taker  president .  With 
respect  t o  s t a t e  government, on most th ings  s t a t e  government runs a s  w e l l  
whether the  governor i s  i n  Spr ingf ie ld  or  i n  Hialeah, on most things. 

Q: When you say Ogilvie was dif f icul t -he  d idn ' t  encourage h i s  people t o  
be he lpful?  

A: We d idn ' t  g e t  cooperation. 

Q: Did you s e t  up a t r a n s i t i o n  o f f i c e  r i g h t  away? 

A: We s u r e  did and the  t r a n s i t i o n  team and the  whole b i t ,  but took us a 
long t i m e  t o  ge t  through. When we f i n a l l y  d id  ge t  through, then Dick and 
h i s  s t a f f  were cooperat ive but I guess i t ' s  j u s t  by way of saying t h a t  
he ' s  human, and i t  took him a long t i m e  t o  ge t  over the defea t .  H e  
didn' t expect t o  lose.  



Q: So he was r e a l l y  n o t  ready f o r  t h a t  t r a n s i t i o n  when i t  came? 

A: No. He was not  mental ly  prepared t o  cope with turn ing  t h e  r e i n s  of 
government aver  t o  somebody else. And a s  I say ,  t h a t ' s  a very  human 
th ing  and I perceived t h i s ,  not  having t a lked  t o  him about it; maybe 1 ' m  
wrong but t h a t  was my percept ion.  And I want t o  remind you again t h a t  I 
have a g r e a t  d e a l  of r e s p e c t  f o r  Dick Ogi lv ie  and th ings  he d id  f o r  s t a t e  
government. He r e a l l y  was a good governor. 

Q: You of course  were e l ec t ed  along with Neil  Hart igan and you'd a l ready  
had your problems wi th  him. T e l l  me about t h a t  r e l a t i o n s h i p .  

A: It was very ,  very  d i f f i c u l t .  Nei l  wanted t o  be number two, i n  every 
sense  of t he  word. H e  wanted t o  p a r t i c i p a t e  i n  po l i cy  formulat ion;  he  
wanted t o  be i n  a l l  r e s p e c t s  a s  though w e  came out  of t h e  same school of 
thought,  But I t r i e d  t o  exp la in  t o  Nei l  e a r l y  on, "Neil, your f i r s t  
l o y a l t y  is  t o  t h e  Chicago machine. How i n  t h e  world do you expect  m e  t o  
br ing  you i n  on all pol icy  dec i s ions  when your f i r s t  l o y a l t y  i s  not  t o  
me?" And I never was a b l e  t o  adequately exp la in  t h a t  t o  N e i l .  It w a s  an  
imposs ib i l f t y  t o  do i t  t h e  way t h a t  he wanted t o  do it. It j u s t  would 
never have worked, would never have been poss ib le .  

I always t r i e d  t o  be f r i e n d l y  with N e i l  and work wi th  him. I d i d  g ive  
him some major r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s .  I t h i n k  t h a t ,  aga in ,  t h e  media 
misperceived t h a t  whole th ing .  They were never a b l e  t o  understand, most 
of them, why I could no t  do t h a t  which ord inary  good government would 
requi re .  The machine w i l l  run you, i f  you le t  it. Daley on key 
dec i s ions  c a l l e d  t h e  s h o t s  when Democrats were governors. I was n o t  
about t o  l e t  t h a t  happen. I d i d n ' t  want t o  f i g h t  him, bu t  I wasn't  going 
t o  let him run me. I j u s t  wasn't  going t o  le t  t h a t  happen. 

Q: There w a s  some sugges t ion  I n  t h e  p re s s  t h a t  you could have s o r t  of 
pa t t ed  Hart igan on t h e  head and given him a few t h i n g s  t o  do and you 
would have ended up with less t roub le ,  and you wouldn' t have, s o r t  o f ,  
made him p o l i t i c a l l y  v i ab le .  

A: That ' s  exac t ly  what I d id .  I pa t t ed  him on t h e  head and gave him 
some r e s p o n s i b i l i t y .  Exactly what I d id ;  it d i d n ' t  work. 

Q: But i t  seemed very  o f t e n  t h a t  t h e  p re s s  thought t h a t  you were arguing 
a l l  t h e  time. 

A: That ' s  no t  t rue .  I had a t e r r i b l e  problem wi th  t h e  Spr ing f i e ld  press  
corps and I blame t h a t  i n  g r e a t  p a r t  on myself. I don' t  blame t h a t  i n  
great p a r t  on them. I d id  no t  work t o  e s t a b l i s h  good p re s s  r e l a t i o n s .  
In  my dumbness I s a i d ,  "Look, t h e r e  should be an a d v e r s a r i a l  r o l e  between 
p re s s  and ch ief  execut ive,"  and I b e l i e v e  t h a t  t o  t h i s  day. Tha t ' s  t h e  
way America has  always worked. Buddy-buddy, no, f t  i s  no t  r i g h t .  Now, I 
probably c a r r i e d  i t  too  f a r ,  and when I say  adversary I don ' t  mean 
f i g h t i n g ,  I mean d i s t a n c e  between t h e  two. Respect, bu t ,  you know, 
they 've go t  t o  be c r i t i c a l  of m e  and do t h e i r  own job; I ' v e  go t  t o  go do 
my job. That kind of r e l a t i o n s h i p .  I should have tempered t h a t  more, 
and Norty I could not  get t o  work with t h e  p r e s s  i n  a re laxed  way. And 
we d i d n ' t  pay enough a t t e n t i o n  t o  it. It's n o t  Norty's f a u l t ;  we j u s t  
d i d n ' t  do it. And tha t  was a  bad mistake. I t h i n k  t h a t  a l o t  of our  



problems could have been overcome i f  I had been more conscious of the 
need for good p re s s  r e l a t i o n s .  

Q: What is  t h a t  two months l i k e  when you're  governor but  no t  governor? 

A: That ' s  a  wonderful two months. You don' t  have any of t h e  
r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s  but  you g e t  t o  engage i n  t h a t  very p leasant  job of 
t r y i n g  t o  put t oge the r  a team and t r y i n g  t o  g e t  your arms around t h e  
s t a t e  budget, and spending a l o t  of time reading and t a l k i n g  with 
expe r t s ,  and i t ' s  t h e  kind of t h ing  I l i k e  t o  do, And ye t  a s  I s a i d ,  you 
don ' t  have any of t h e  r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s .  And you're  s t i l l  basking i n  the  
glow of v i c t o r y .  Wonderful t i m e ,  abso lu t e ly  wonderful t i m e ,  

Q: When you t a l k  about pu t t i ng  toge ther  your team, you kept your team 
p r e t t y  much t h e  same as i t  w a s  during t h e  campaign. 

A: The s t a f f .  

Q: The s t a f f .  

A: Not t h e  cab ine t ,  t h e  s t a f f .  Yes, t h a t ' s  t r u e  and t h a t  probably was a 
mistake,  

Q: Why do you say t h a t ?  

A: I t h i n k  t h a t  you have become so accustomed, as a group of people,  t o  
ope ra t ing  i n  a  campaign motif .  I t 's  very  hard t o  s h i f t  gea r s  t o  be 
governing in s t ead  of campaigning. I t 's  just a d i f f e r e n t  way of l i f e ,  a 
d i f f e r e n t  way of ac t ing .  We should have brought i n  more o u t s i d e r s ,  and 
probably Vic should not  have joined t h e  s t a f f ,  probably Vic should have 
s tayed  on t h e  outs ide .  

Q: How would you have envisioned a r o l e  f o r  him on the  ou t s ide?  

A: Oh you know, being i n  business  as a consu l t an t  o r  whatever. Not 
doing bus iness  wi th  s t a t e  government, bu t  doing whatever, bu t  being 
consul ted  cons t an t ly  on s t r a t e g y  and t a c t i c s .  

Q: Like a p a r t  of a k i tchen  cab ine t ?  

A: Sure,  abso lu t e ly .  

Q: And d id  Dave Green cont inue  t o  do t h a t  . . . 
A: Oh yes. 

Q: . , . even though he was not  i n  t h e  admin i s t r a t i on?  

A: Yes. I never made an important governmental dec is ion  without t a l k i n g  
wi th  Dave Green about i t  and g e t t i n g  h i s  input .  

Q: How d id  you go about t h e  tremendous job of appointments? How d id  you 
start  t h a t ?  



A: Well, I s t a r t e d  a t  t h e  cab lne t  l e v e l  and I brought i n  Jack  Foster .  
Jack was vice-president/personnel a t  Montgomery Ward and a very  c l o s e  
f r i e n d  of mine. I pu t  Jack  i n  charge of se raching  t a l e n t  f o r  me, and he 
d i d  it i n  a p ro fe s s iona l  way and looked a l l  over t h e  United S t a t e s  t o  g e t  
prime people. That s t a r t e d  one of t h e  i s s u e s  t h a t  people made of me 
cona tan t ly  f o r  four  years  and t h a t  i s ,  "Don't w e  have I l l i n o i s a n a ?  Why 
do we  have t o  go o u t s i d e  t h e  s t a t e ? "  An argument t h a t  I thought then and 
t h i n k  now i s  u t t e r  nonsense. You g e t  t h e  b e s t  people t o  run government. 
The few jobs t h a t  you 're  going t o  g ive  t o  people ou t s ide  the  s t a t e  
doesn ' t  make t h a t  much d i f f e r e n c e  so f a r  as t h e  s t a t e  is  concerned. It 
makes no d i f f e r e n c e  a t  a l l .  

More important i s  t h a t  you g e t  r e a l l y  good people. And I be l ieved  then 
and be l i eve  now, you've go t  t o  have i n  Correc t ions ,  i n  Children and 
Family Serv ices ,  and i n  Mental Heal th somebody who has  been i n  t h a t  f i e l d  
i n  government i n  o rde r  f o r  them t o  know i t  and do it. And t h e r e  a r e n ' t  
t h a t  many people around i n  any one state who have had t h a t  experience. 
I n  Correc t ions ,  I wanted somebody who had run a department of c o r r e c t t o n s  
before--too v o l a t i l e ,  d i f f i c u l t ,  dangerous a job t o  do any o t h e r  way. 
Now t h a t ' s  not  t r u e  of a l l .  The toughest  job t o  f i l l  i s  Welfare, 
toughest .  A s  I learned  through experience,  an  unmanageable department. 

Q: T e l l  m e  about t h a t  decision--who you chose and why i t  was so  
d i f f i c u l t .  

A: Well, i t ' s  hard t o  g e t  somebody who has  a combination of managerial  
t a l e n t  and knowledge of t h e  many programs and t h e  bu reauc ra t i c  systems 
t h a t  a r e  rampant i n  t h a t  p a r t i c u l a r  department. Very tough. The 
gentleman t h a t  we brought i n ,  J o e l  Edelman, d i d  no t  work i n  t h e  f i n a l  
a n a l y s i s  and t h e  reason he  d i d n ' t  work i s  because he go t  co-opted. That 
is  t o  say ,  t h e  system took him over and he f e l l  i n t o  t h a t  welthey 
syndrome. We, being t h e  people i n  t h e  department and they,  being t h e  
governor 's o f f i c e .  A very ,  very  d i f f i c u l t  management problem t h a t  has  
plagued a l l  p r e s i d e n t s  and a l l  governors. They g e t  l e s s  responsive 
policywise, as soon a s  they g e t  appointed. And t h a t ' s  t r u e  almost 
u n i v e r s a l l y  . 
Now t h e r e  were some except ions t o  t h a t  i n  my cabine t .  Pud Williams i n  
Agr icu l ture ,  never any problem. Never any problem. Joe  P i s c i o t t e ,  when 
he ran  Business and Economic Development. Beaut i fu l .  J o e l  was a problem 

Well anyway, I g o t  some outs tanding  people. I t h i n k  I pu t  together--and 
i n t e r e s t i n g l y ,  and I don ' t  say t h i s  i n  a p e t t y  way, never  got  c r e d i t  f o r  
it--one of t h e  bea t  c a b i n e t s  t h a t  has  been assembled i n  terms of t a l e n t  
i n  t h e  h i s t o r y  of I l l i n o i s .  It was less p o l i t i c a l  than  any cab ine t  t h a t  
I had seen s i n c e  I had been i n  t h e  state, fewer p o l i t i c a l  f i g u r e s  i n  t h e  
cabine t .  They were men of e x p e r t i s e  i n  t h e i r  f i e l d s .  

Q: They were people who were not  p a r t i s a n  o r  . . . 
A: Well, they d i d n ' t  come out  of a p o l i t i c a l  system. They came out  of 
governmental o r  p r i v a t e  business .  



Q: And you d i d n ' t  c a r e  whether they  w e r e  Democrats or Republicans or  
what ? 

A: Oh s u r e  I cared  because aga in ,  a l l  t h i n g s  being equal  I wanted a 
Democrat. I ended up with some t h a t  were both and some t h a t  were 
n e i t h e r ,  s o  t o  speak, ambivalent on p o l i t i c s .  Most of them were 
ambivalent on p o l i t i c s .  Very few of t h e  campaign people d i d  I put  i n .  
Mary Lee Leahy, yes ,  d id  a f i n e  job; Tony Dean did a f i n e  job i n  
Conservation; Pud W i l l i a m s  w a s  a c t i v e  i n  t h e  campalgn but  had not  been 
t r a d i t i o n a l l y  a c t i v e  p o l i t i c a l l y .  But of course,  n e i t h e r  had Tony Dean, 
f o r  t h a t  matter .  Then t h e  o t h e r s ,  a s  I r e c a l l ,  were a l l  a s  I say,  
p ro fe s s iona l  people and execut ive  types.  I was proud of t h a t  cab ine t ,  
very  proud of it. 

Q: Did you f e e l  t h a t  you could o f f e r  them high  enough s a l a r i e s ?  

A: Real problem, particularly t h e  p o s i t i o n s  i n  Mental Health and Publ ic  
Health. Very, ve ry  hard and I go t  i n t o  a f i g h t  on t h a t  one, as I recall, 
because we worked out  an arrangement whereby they  continued t o  draw same 
pay from t h e  i n s t i t u t i o n s  they had worked f o r  be fo re  they became 
d i r e c t o r s ,  and I got  some criticism f o r  t h a t .  But you j u s t  c a n ' t  g e t  
people of t h a t  t a l e n t  i n  those f i e l d s .  And t h e r e  a r e  s t a t u t o r y  
requirements now; they  have t o  have had so many years  experience i n  t h a t  
p a r t i c u l a r  f i e l d .  You can ' t  j u s t  take somebody who hasn ' t  had t h a t  
experience. I brought i n  an outs tanding  d i r e c t o r  of t h e  Budget, Hal 
Hovey from over  In Ohio. Did an abso lu t e ly  superb job. Super guy. 

Q: What were t h e  c a b i n e t  meetings l i k e ?  

A: I d i d n ' t  have many. Cabinet meetings a r e  mostly a waste of t ime a t  
t h e  state governmental l eve l .  Each person i s  concerned about h i s  own 
domain. What's Pud Williams going t o  advise  wfth r e spec t  t o  so lv ing  t h e  
r e a l l y  d i f f i c u l t  problems of day c a r e  i n  t h e  Department of Welfare? What 
i s  a s e c r e t a r y  of Transpor ta t ion  going t o  o f f e r  Children and Family 
Services? Your problems a r e  no t  l i k e  they a r e  i n  t h e  f e d e r a l  government. 
Many of your problems a r e  very  bas ic .  Your problems a t  s t a t e  government 
l e v e l  a r e  much more loca l i zed  t o  t h e  ind iv idua l  department o r  agency and 
t h e r e f o r e  t h e  c ros s -po l l i n l za t ion  of a cab ine t  meeting i s  not  t h a t  
f r u i t f u l .  

Q: so  how d id  you dea l  wi th  cab ine t  members? 

A: I d e a l t  with them i n  a one-on-one and a what I c a l l  a c e l l u l a r  bas i s .  
I would take  t h e  human s e r v i c e  agencies  and br-lng them together-- 
subcabinet  groups, because t h e r e  t h e r e  i s  c ros s -po l l i n i za t ion .  Mental 
Heal th has  a d i r e c t  r e l a t i o n s h i p  t o  Welfare and Children and Family 
Services .  And so does Publ ic  Health. So, I brought those  d i r e c t o r s  
t oge the r  I n  what I c a l l e d  my h e a l t h  cabine t .  And then  I had a r egu la to ry  
cabine t :  sav ings  and loan i n s t i t u t i o n s ,  t h e  currency exchanges, t h e  
banks. That was another  subcabinet  group o r  subgroup of cab ine t  members, 
where they  had some of t h e  same kinds of problems and we would meet and 
t a c k l e  them on t h a t  bas i s .  A s  t ime went on, what happens is  t h e  t u r f  
problems overcome almost everything e l se .  Do you know what I mean by 
t u r f  problems? 



A: My domain, my empire. I am t h e  d i r e c t o r  of Mental Heal th and I don ' t  
want Children and Family Serv ices  t e l l i n g  me what t o  do o r  tak ing  some of 
my programs o r  In f r ing ing  on my authority over my programs. This  is  my 
t u r f .  And I t ' s  one of t h e  g r e a t e s t  problems t h a t  s t a n d s  f n  t h e  way of 
e f f e c t i v e  governance i n  ou r  system, t u r f  problems. 

Q: Did they  f e e l  t h a t  way about you too? 

A: Well, sure .  A s  they  g e t  t h a t  way more, then  you go back and you 
develop t h a t  "we/they syndrome." The governor 's  o f f i c e  is  t r y i n g  t o  run 
our  program. And my response w a s ,  "But, of course--I'm t h e  governor. 
Why shouldn ' t  we have an impact on your programs? I am t h e  e l ec t ed  
o f f i c i a l  t h a t ' s  r e spons ib l e  t o  people f o r  your programs." Well, t h a t  i s  
a very  d i f f i c u l t  problem. 

A t  t h e  end of h i s  f i r s t  term, Nixon decided t o  t r y  t o  do something about 
t h a t .  I wish t h a t  Watergate had no t  come along because he was going t o  
embark on some r e a l  experimentat ion i n  t h a t  a r e a  t o  see if he  couldn ' t  
get  away from t h a t  t e r r - ib le  problem. One of t h e  t h i n g s  he w a s  going t o  
do was move t h e  cab ine t  members i n t o  t h e  White House so  t h a t  they were 
not  surrounded by t h e  l i f e t i m e  bureaucra ts  and, t h e r e f o r e ,  co-opted by 
them. And I don ' t  mean t h a t  i n  a bad sense,  i t ' s  j u s t  i n  a  po l i cy  sense. 
Very hard t o  g e t  new d i r e c t i o n s  going when you've got  people t h e r e  
c o n t r o l l i n g  t h e  d i r e c t o r ,  t h e  head of t h e  department,  and say ing ,  "Hey, 
Walker's going t o  be gone i n  four  years  o r  e i g h t  years.  we're going t o  
be he re  forever." Tha t ' s  a hard th ing  t o  do. If you can g e t  t h a t  person 
out  of those  surroundings and i n t o  t h e  group where you're  working 
toge the r  t o  t r y  t o  make your imprint  on government, [it] could work, I 
don ' t  know. But i t ' s  something I would l i k e  t o  have seen him t ry .  I 
never thought of t h a t ,  un fo r tuna te ly ,  and d i d n ' t  l e a r n  about t h i s  u n t i l  
a f t e r  I had t h e  oppor tuni ty  t o  t r y  i t  out.  

Q: There w a s  a t i m e ,  I know--I guess  I know from reading--that d i r e c t o r s  
considered themselves appointed by t h e  governor and i f  they had a 
controversy wi th  t h e  governor they had i t  i n  p r i v a t e ,  and what came out  
i n  pub l i c  was support  of whatever t h e  governor 's  dec i s ion  was, and t h a t  
t h e  d i r e c t o r s  were t h e r e  t o  run t h e  department bu t  i t  was up t o  t h e  
governor t o  dec ide  what t h e  pol icy  w a s  i n  t h a t  department. 

A: That ' s  t h e  way i t  should be. One of t h e  reasons we've go t t en  away 
from t h a t  is  because of Watergate and t h e  media has c r ea t ed  t h i s  thought 
t h a t  cab ine t  members should be independent of t h e  p re s iden t  i n  
Washington. I t h i n k  i t 's  j u s t  a crazy  not ion.  I don' t  know of any 
o rgan iza t ion  t h a t  can work e f f e c t i v e l y  where t h e  ch ief  execut ive  does n o t  
cont inue t o  c o n t r o l  po l icy  and t h e  subard ina tes  owe a debt  of l o y a l t y  t o  
hlm. That word l o y a l t y  has become a swear word because of t h e  Nixon 
years ,  and y e t  I t h i n k  something t h a t  every ch ief  execut ive  is  e n t i t l e d  
t o  is t h e  l o y a l t y  of h i s  subordinates .  And i f  t h e y ' r e  no t  going t o  be 
l o y a l  t o  him, they  ought t o  q u i t  and go somewhere else. I don ' t  mean 
l o y a l  t o  t h e  po in t  of doing anything i l l e g e l .  I don ' t  mean t h a t ,  bu t  I 
mean wi th in  t h e  bounds of l e g a l i t y ,  they  should be loya l .  



Q: Were t h e r e  i n d i v i d u a l s  wi th in  departments,  bureaucra ts ,  people who 
had been t h e r e  f o r  yea r s ,  who could not  be l o y a l  t o  you and, t h e r e f o r e ,  
declded t h a t  they  would q u i t ?  

A: No, I don ' t  know of any t h a t  q u i t  t h a t  I r e c a l l .  I know t h e r e  were a 
number of i n s t a n c e s  where we couldn ' t  break through t h e  r e s i s t a n c e  of t h e  
middle l e v e l ,  and of course  they would sit t h e r e  and say  they were r i g h t  
and I w a s  wrong. And maybe they ' r e  r i g h t ,  but  t h e  middle l e v e l  is  t h e  
toughest  l e v e l  i n  any l a r g e  organiza t ion .  Most r e s i s t a n t  t o  change, most 
r e s i s t a n t  t o  modernization, most r e s i s t a n t  t o  new ways of doing th ings ,  
most concerned about t u r f .  

Q: Didn' t you g e t  r i d  of a l o t  of those  middle jobs? 

A: Tried to .  I n  Department of Children and Family Serv ices ,  w e  t o t a l l y  
e l imina ted  the  r eg iona l  organiza t ion  and l e f t  only t h e  d i s t r - i c t  and t h e  
top. We had a r e a l  problem i n  t h a t  department and, managerial ly ,  I blame 
myself f o r  t h a t .  We t r i e d  t o  do too  many t h i n g s  a t  once. W e  t r i e d  t o  
d e i n s t i t u t i o n a l i z e  t h e  young people. C lea r ly  needed t o  be done. Get 
them out  of the in s t - i t u t ions  i n t o  homes, p r i v a t e  homes. Number two, 
reorganize  a t  t h e  top l eve l .  Number t h r e e ,  g e t  r f d  of t h e  regfonal  
o f f i c e s  so  both from a management s tandpoin t ,  o rgan iza t ion  s tandpoin t ,  a 
pol icy  s t andpo in t ,  we were i n s t i t u t i n g  dramatic  changes. I worked very 
c l o s e l y  wi th  J e r r y  Mi l lo r  on doing t h i s .  I thought we could p u l l  it o f f .  
J e r r y  had done i t  i n  Massachusetts. Problem w a s  he was dea l ing  with a 
much smaller s t a t e ,  a much smaller department, and I learned t h a t  he j u s t  
couldn ' t  cope with as b i g  a department as we had, doing t h a t  many b i g  
changes a t  once, and so we f a i l e d .  The department came a p a r t  i n  terms of 
morale and o rgan iza t ion  and I had t o  a s k  J e r r y  t o  res ign .  

Q: Did i t  have an adverse  e f f e c t  on t h e  ch i ld ren?  

A: Well, t h e  programs weren't  a s  e f f e c t i v e  a s  they should be. I don' t  
t h i n k  i t  had an adverse  e f f e c t ;  i t  j u s t  was we couldn ' t  g e t  done t h a t  
which we wanted t o  do and i n t e r n a l l y  i t  became apparent  t h a t  we j u s t  had 
t o  have a change i n  l eade r sh ip  i n  o rde r  t o  b r ing  i t  around. But no, I 
don' t  t h i n k  it had an adverse  e f f e c t .  I t h i n k  w e  caught i t  i n  t i m e .  

Q: Did you f i n d  yourse l f  having t o  manage i n  d i f f e r e n t  ways d i f f e r e n t  
departments? 

A: Well, s u r e  you do. Ce r t a in  departments you can manage by exception. 
That is ,  do nothing u n t i l  a problem comes along and then  d e a l  wi th  t h e  
problem. The Department of Agr i cu l tu re  I could  do t h a t  way, t h e  
Department of Business and Economic Development. By and l a r g e  some 
o thers .  

Q: Was that because of t h e  d i r e c t o r ,  of who t h e  ind iv idua l  was. . . . 
A: Combination of a number of f a c t o r s .  Who was t h e  d i r e c t o r ,  t h e  
v o l a t i l i t y  of t h e  s u b j e c t  matter of the department,  s i z e  of t h e  
department,  t h e  degree t o  which i t ' s  i n  t h e  pub l i c  s p o t l i g h t ,  and a l l  of 
those  t h i n g s  a r e  bound t o  have an impact on it. See, I i n s t i t u t e d  e a r l y  
on something t h a t  caused problems too,  a l though I t h i n k  i t  helped i n  t h e  



end. I i n s t i t u t e d  both zero based budgeting and management by 
o b j e c t i v e s ,  working d i r e c t l y  with the  d i r e c t o r s  and the  Bureau of t h e  
Budget on those programs. I t h i n k  they were good programs. 

Q: Would you expand on t h a t ?  

A: Yes. Management by o b j e c t i v e s  is a system where you quan t i fy  
o b j e c t i v e s  and then hold t h e  subord ina te ' s  nose t o  t he  path of meeting 
those  ob jec t ives .  For example, Department of Publ ic  Health. You' r e  
g iv ing  immunization s h o t s  t o  f i v e  hundred thousand people i n  t h e  s t a t e  
a g a i n s t  a p a r t i c u l a r  d i sease .  Your goa l  is  quan t i f i ed  t h a t  i n  t h e  next  
s i x  months you w i l l  double t h e  number of immunization shots .  That ' s  t h e  
goal .  You n e g o t i a t e  with t h e  d i r e c t o r ,  t h e  d i r e c t o r  says,  "My God, I 
c a n ' t  do a mi l l i on  more." And you say ,  "Got t o  do a l o t  more than you 
are now," You go back and f o r t h ,  nego t i a t e ,  and f i n a l l y  t h e  d i r e c t o r  
s ays ,  l l O k a y ,  I be l i eve  1 can accomplish t h a t .  I'll commit t o  it." 

Then you s e t  up progress  s t a g e s  over t h e  next  s i x  months. You meet with 
t h e  d i r e c t o r  on a r e g u l a r  b a s i s  and say,  "How a r e  you doing?" You look 
a t  t h e  f igu res .  You don' t  l i s t e n  t o  an explanat ion,  you look a t  t h e  
f i g u r e s  and i f  h e ' s  no t  on t a r g e t  you say,  "Flop," And i f  he c a n ' t  g ive  
a good reason you say,  "Okay, you go out  t h e r e  and you meet the  t a r g e t  o r  
e l s e  you're not  going t o  have t h a t  job." If he does g ive  you a good 
reason,  something has in te rvened ,  then  you a d j u s t  t he  goal.  As  you can 
t e l l ,  this r e q u i r e s  a tremendous amount of time i n  meeting with 
ind iv idua l  d i r e c t o r s .  

The temptation--and t h i s  is what Jimmy Car t e r  did--is t o  have the  Of f i ce  
of Management and Budget do t h i s  f o r  you and h i r e  people t o  check with 
them, It doesn ' t  work because t h e  only person who can nego t i a t e  with a 
cab ine t  l e v e l  guy is  t h e  governor,  t h e  chief  execut ive;  a budgeteer c a n ' t  
n e g o t i a t e  e f f e c t i v e l y  wi th  t h e  d i r e c t o r  of t h e  department,  Impossible. 
Number one, t h e  d i r e c t o r  of a department r e s e n t s  t h e  money guy, t h e  
budget guy, having any impact on program and po l i cy ,  and r i g h t f u l l y  so ,  
so  i t  j u s t  doesn ' t  work. 

And we made g r e a t  progress  wi th  MBO, a l though I cou ldn ' t  take on a l l  t he  
departments.  There just wasn't  enough t i m e  t o  do it u n t i l  t h e  l a t t e r  
1975 when 1 go t  so  involved i n  so many o the r  t h ings ,  I j u s t  couldn ' t  put 
t h e  time i n  on i t ,  and so t h e  program j u s t  kind of succeeded only where 
t h e  d i r e c t o r s  were a b l e  and mature enough t o  do i t  on t h e i r  own, and 
t h e r e  were some who d i d  very  well. Joyce Lashof i n  t h e  Department of 
Publ ic  Heal th,  Tony Dean i n  t he  Department of conservat ion and J o e  
P i s c i o t t e  i n  BED were no tab le  examples of making t h e  system work. The 
same th ing  with zero based budgeting. Do I need t o  expla in  zero based 
budgeting? 

Q: Yes. 

A: Zero based budgeting c o n s i s t s  of depar t ing  from t h e  age-old p r a c t i c e  
of s i t t i n g  down with the  head of t h e  department and saying,  "You got  an 
appropr i a t ion  of f i v e  m i l l i o n  d o l l a r s  t o  run your department f o r  t h e  
cu r r en t  year ,  Now, what do you want f o r  next  year?" H e  says ,  "1 want 
s i x  mi l l ion ."  You say ,  "No, no, no, no, t h a t ' s  too much." And you go 
back and f o r t h  and you end up g iv ing  him a 10 percent  i nc rease  so he goes 



away with  f i v e  m i l l i o n  f i v e  hundred thousand o r  whatever. This  system 
depa r t s  t o t a l l y  from t h a t .  You r e q u i r e  t h e  d i r e c t o r  t o  a r range  a l l  of 
t h e  programs of h i s  department on a bui ld ing  block b a s i s  wi th  t h e  most 
important program a t  t h e  bottom of t h e  p i l e  and t h e  l e a s t  important a t  
t h e  top of t h e  p i l e ,  and d o l l a r s  on each one of those  programs so  t h a t  
you can v i s u a l i z e  it. Once you have done t h a t  then  t h e  governor can sit  
t h e r e  and do t rade-offs .  He can decide,  "I can only fund t h i s  department 
up t o  t h i s  level ."  A l l  t h e  programs t h a t  a r e  above t h a t  l e v e l  then w i l l  
f a l l  out  and i f  t h e  p i l e  has  been cons t ruc ted  proper ly ,  t h e y ' r e  t h e  
lowest p r i o r i t y  programs t h a t  should f a l l  ou t .  

He can a l s o  do t rade-offs .  He can say  t o  t h e  d i r e c t o r ,  "Now l i s t e n ,  I 
d i sag ree  with you. I ' m  going t o  draw t h e  l i n e  r i g h t  here ,  but  t h i s  
program you've g o t  down h e r e  below t h e  l i n e ,  I th ink ,  i s  not  a s  important 
as one you've g o t  up h e r e  above t h e  l ine."  So you p u l l  t h i s  one out  down 
h e r e  and put  i t  up t h e r e  and put t h e  o t h e r  one up he re ,  down here.  That 
way t h e  ch ief  execut ive  can make i n t e l l i g e n t  programmatic dec i s ions  on 
what h e ' s  going t o  g e t  f o r  t he  money he g ives  t h a t  department. It's a 
real va luab le  managerial  t oo l .  But aga in ,  i t  only succeeds when t h e  
governor does i t  i n  a one-on-one, w i th  t h e  a s s i s t a n c e  of h i s  s t a f f  and 
e x p e r t s  dea l ing  with t h e  d i r e c t o r .  

I f  you t u r n  t h a t  over t o  the Bureau of t h e  Budget, i t  doesn ' t  work 
because t h e  ope ra t ing  departments perceive t h e  Bureau of t h e  Budget then  
a s  c o n t r o l l i n g  program and pol icy.  And they say ,  "No, t h a t ' s  n o t  what 
budget people e x i s t  for , "  and they don' t .  And so  they g e t  i n t o  f i g h t s  
and a l l  i t  does is  j u s t  genera te  a tremendous amount of paperwork back 
and f o r t h ,  and noth ing  is  accomplished. And t h a t ' s  what happened t o  zero 
based budgeting a t  t h e  f e d e r a l  lwel under Jimmy Car t e r ,  a l though he made 
i t  succeed when he was t h e  governor i n  Georgia. He was t h e  f i r s t  
governor t o  use  i t  and because he had t h e  t i m e  t o  do i t ,  it worked. In 
Washington he d i d n ' t  have time t o  spend on i t  and i t  f e l l  a p a r t .  

Q: Obviously you couldn ' t  be t h e  only person dea l ing  wi th  d i r e c t o r s .  

A: That ' s  r i g h t .  

Q: Did you work out  a l i a i s o n  system? 

A: Yes. l t t s  been commonplace i n  Sp r ing f i e ld  t o  have l i a i s o n  people on 
t h e  governor 's  s t a f f ,  each one of which w i l l  have r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  f o r  a 
group of departments o r  agencies.  Under t h e  Ogi lv ie  administration--and 
t h i s  is  one th ing  I w a s  c r i t i c a l  of--he gave t h e  l i a i s o n  person, t oge the r  
with t h e  person i n  t h e  Bureau of t h e  Budget r e spons ib l e  f o r  t h a t  
department, a l o t  of power over program and pol icy  w i t h i n  t h e  department. 
And they  could a c t u a l l y  v e t o ,  they  could a c t u a l l y  t e l l  t h e  d i r e c t o r  what 
t o  do. I pu t  an end t o  t h a t  and s a i d ,  "No, we w i l l  no t  have t h a t  system. 
I w i l l  have l i a i s o n  people but  they a r e  t h e r e  t o  l i a i s o n .  They a r e  t h e r e  
t o  help. They a r e  t h e r e  t o  advise  and they are t h e r e  t o  problem solve. 
I f  a t  any t i m e  t h e  l i a i s o n  people and t h e  d i r e c t o r  a r e  not  a b l e  t o  come 
i n t o  agreement on what ought t o  be done, then  t h e  d i r e c t o r  comes r i g h t  
he re  t o  my o f f i c e  and sits down and t a l k s  with me.  I w i l l  no t  t o l e r a t e  
t h e  l i a i s o n  people speaking f o r  m e  and t e l l i n g  t h e  d i r e c t o r  t o  do 
something he doesn ' t  want t o  do.'' And I observed t h a t ,  I t h i n k  very ,  



very  wel l .  There were sometimes, very few, when I was campaigning, 
t o t a l l y  unavai lab le ,  when, on l e s s e r  important ma t t e r s ,  I ' m  s u r e  t h a t  we 
f e l l  out  of bed on t h a t .  But I don ' t  know of any i n s t a n c e  where t h a t  
occurred on any important  matter. 

Q: What w a s  Vic doing i n  r e l a t i o n  t o  t h e  agencies? 

A: Very l i t t l e .  Vic d id  no t  g e t  involved i n  ope ra t ions  of agencies  t o  
anywhere near  t h e  degree t h a t  some of t h e  commentators thought t h a t  he 
did.  B i l l  was much more involved i n  t h a t  than  Vic. Vic was a t rouble-  
shooter  is  what V i c  was. And Vic t r i e d  t o  keep an o v e r a l l  eye going; he 
was concerned about see ing  i f  my programs were followed out with r e spec t  
t o  t h e  reduct ion  and the  s i z e  of s t a t e  government, g e t t i n g  r i d  of 
employees, problem so lv ing  i n  personal  s i t u a t i o n s ,  dea l ing  with t h e  whole 
patronage a r e a  which w a s  h i s  primary r e s p o n s i b i l i t y ,  and I g o t  very  
l i t t l e  involved in .  A l l  p o l i t i c a l  matters came t o  Vic 's  o f f i c e .  Those 
were t h e  k inds  of t h ings  t h a t  Vic d e a l t  with.  Not programs and p o l i c i e s  
un le s s  i t  rose  t o  a major l e v e l ,  and then  I would have Vic s i t  i n  t h e  
meeting t o  g e t  t h e  b e n e f i t  of h i s  recommendations and advice. H e  a l s o  
handled a l l  r e l a t i o n s h i p s  with t h e  l e g i s l a t u r e  which i s  a major time- 
consuming job. 

Q: You mentioned t h a t  t h e r e  was r e a l l y  a c r i s i s  w i th in  Children and 
Family Services .  Can you t h i n k  of o t h e r  c r i s e s  t h a t  you had t o  s t e p  i n t o  
i n  agencies? 

A: Oh s u r e ,  we had t h e  d e i n s t i t u t l o n a l i z a t i o n  c r i s i s  i n  t h e  Department 
of Mental Health where I had t o  move i n  and ensure t h a t  we continued t h e  
program i n  a vlgorous way of g e t t i n g  away from i n s t i t u t i o n a l i z a t i o n .  
There were o the r s .  In  t h e  Department of Transpor ta t ion  . . . g r e a t  
d i f f i c u l t y  i n  g e t t i n g  them t o  come down i n  terms of excess  bodies  and I 
had t o  work hard on t h a t .  The road program is something t h a t  demanded a 
major po r t ion  of my t ime t r y i n g  t o  so lve  t h e  problems of t he  supplemental 
freeway system. There 's  j u s t  a never ending s t ream of them t h a t  come up 
i n  t h e  course of being governor, and I j u s t  c a n ' t  r e c a l l  a l l  of them. 

Q: Did you f e e l  t h a t  most of t h e  t i m e  you were managing c r i s e s ?  

A: Oh yes. I never  had any f e e l i n g  t h a t  t h ings  go t  ou t  of c o n t r o l ,  
never did.  Now, I may no t  have been happy t h a t  I cou ldn ' t  g e t  t h ings  
done t h e  way I r e a l l y  wanted t o ,  bu t  I always f e l t  t h a t  I w a s  on top of 
t h e  c r i s e s .  I never  f e l t  any got  out  of con t ro l .  

Tape 5, Side 2 

A: I ' l l  t e l l  you the  t i m e  t h a t  every governor i n  t h e  United S t a t e s  
brea thes  t h e  hugest  s i g n  of relief--when t h e  l e g i s l a t u r e  leaves  town. 

Q: And y e t  you have s a i d  t h a t  you f e e l  too  much emphasis is  placed on 
t h e  governor g e t t i n g  h i s  l e g i s l a t i v e  package through. 

A: Sure, I ' v e  always f e l t  t h a t  way. It j u s t  i s n ' t  a l l  t h a t  important i n  
most ins tances .  There a r e  except ions.  G e n e r a l i t i e s  a r e  always dangerous, 



as you know. But, by and l a r g e ,  except  f o r  t h e  b i g  th ings ,  people,  a s  I 
have s a i d  r epea t ed ly ,  a r e  much more a f f e c t e d  i n s o f a r  a s  s t a t e  government 
i s  concerned by what t h e  opera t ing  departments do than  they a r e  by t h e  
l e g i s l a t i o n  t h a t  goes through t h e  General Assembly. Most of t h e  b i l l s  
have very  l i t t l e  e f f e c t  on people genera l ly .  Most b i l l s  have e f f e c t s  on 
cadres  of people and s p e c i a l  i n t e r e s t s  around t h e  state. I have s a i d  
r epea t ed ly  t h a t  w e  have too  much preoccupation wi th  t h e  l e g i s l a t u r e  and, 
you know, people know t h a t .  The ord inary  guy knows t h a t  very ,  very  w e l l .  
One of my b e s t  applause l i n e s  o u t s i d e  t h e  p o l i t i c a l  c f r c l e s  i n  speeches 
was, "We ought t o  have a s e s s ion  every few years  t h a t  i s  devoted 
exc lus ive ly  t o  r epea l ing  laws Ins tead  of passlng laws ." 
Q: When d id  t h e  Sunset l a w s  begin? 

A: They began during t h a t  time. A s  they o r i g i n a l l y  s t a r t e d  out I 
re fused  t o  g e t  caught up i n  t h e  f u r o r  over them. It i s n ' t  agencies  t h a t  
need t o  be sunse t t ed ,  i f  I can co in  a verb;  i t  i s  programs t h a t  need t o  
be sunse t ted .  And how i n  t h e  world can you w r i t e  l e g i s l a t i o n  t h a t  w i l l  
cause a sunse t  wi th  r e spec t  t o  a program? That caught on because of t h e  
name and a l o t  of mystique a s soc i a t ed  wi th  it ,  I t h i n k  same of t h e  
accounts  I ' v e  read i n d i c a t e  t h a t  i t  hasn ' t  been anywhere near  as 
meaningful i n  a c t u a l i t y  a s  i t  w a s  i n  t h e  promise. 

Q: wasn't  t h e  i n t e n t  a good one? 

A: Oh, t h e  i n t e n t ' s  a f i n e  one, absolu te ly .  

Q: Is t h e r e  any way t o  sys t ema t i ca l ly  accomplish t h e  doing away . . . 
A: Absolutely. 

Q: . . . with  r u l e s  and regula t ions .  

A: That ' s  a different problem. We're t a l k i n g  about programs now. With 
r e spec t  t o  programs t h e  way t o  do i t  i s  zero  base budgeting. S i f t  ou t  
t h e  nonessen t i a l  ones,  put them above t h e  l i n e  and don ' t  fund them, is 
t h e  b e s t  way t o  do it. Tha t ' s  a management problem, n o t  a l e g i s l a t i v e  
problem. 

With r e spec t  t o  r u l e s  and r egu la t ions  t h a t ' s  a d i f f e r e n t  problem. That ' s  
t h e  problem, t h a t  bureaucra ts  and lawyers i n  government tend t o  spend too 
much time w r i t i n g  r u l e s  and regula t ions .  And t h e r e  needs t o  be a more 
e f f e c t i v e  mechanism t o  g e t  r i d  of t h e  ones t h a t  a r e  no t  needed o r  go 
beyond t h e  i n t e n t  of t h e  l a w  from which they a r e  der ived.  And t h a t ' s  an  
a r e a  t h a t  I d i d n ' t  spend a l o t  of t i m e  on. You don ' t  have t h a t  many 
r u l e s  and r egu la t ions  i n  s t a t e  government a s  you do i n  f e d e r a l  
government. It's one t h a t  I should have done more on but i t ' s  not  a s  
pervas ive  a problem a t  t h e  state l e v e l  a s  i t  is a t  t h e  f e d e r a l  l e v e l .  I f  
you s t o p  and t h i n k  about it ,  what r egu la to ry  agencies  can you do away 
wi th  i n  s t a t e  government? The r e g u l a t i o n  of banks? No. Regulation of 
sav ings  and loan a s soc i a t ions?  Currency Exchanges? Insurance? There 
just a r e n ' t  t h a t  many. 

Q: You have s a i d  that--I t h i n k  t h i s  i s  what you said--if you had i t  t o  
do over aga in  you would have chosen a f e w  a r e a s  t o  concen t r a t e  on and you 
f e l t  you could have come ou t  having accomplished more. 



A: Correc t .  I f e e l  t h a t  very  s t rongly .  

Q: What would you have done? 

A: Well, I t h i n k  t h a t  I would have concentrated much more time on the  
Department of Publ ic  Welfare. I r e c a l l  one occasion when I s a t  t h e r e  i n  
my o f f i c e  wi th  Vic and Dave and B i l l  [Goldberg] and Hal Hovey, t he  
d i r e c t o r  of t h e  Bureau of t h e  Budget and I s a i d ,   here's only one answer 
f o r  t he  Department of Publ ic  Welfare and t h a t  is  f o r  me t o  a sk  t h e  
d i r e c t o r  t o  r e s i g n  and become t h e  d i r e c t o r  myself and run t h e  
department," f hat's the  only answer I could see .  And everybody laughed 
and went on t o  something e l s e .  You j u s t  wouldn't have t h e  time t o  do i t .  
But, i t  requi red  a s p e c i a l  kind of e f f o r t  and 1 have no t  seen anybody do 
it. An i nd iv idua l  whom I s a w  t r y  t o  do i t  a t  t h e  f e d e r a l  l e v e l  was 
Caspar Weinberger [Sec re t a ry  of Defense], by the  way, and he w a s  under 
Nixon, Super guy. 

Q: Why a r e  t h e  problems i n  Welfare so insurmountable? 

A: Because of t h e  combination of f a c t o r s  t h a t  e x i s t .  You have despera te  
human need, so you have a compassionate f a c t o r  t h a t  i s  very,  ve ry  g r e a t .  
You have s o c i a l  workers who are very  mindful of t h e  compassionate 
f a c t o r s ,  and they a r e  t h e  ones t h a t ,  on t h e  b a t t l e  l i n e s ,  a r e  c o n t r o l l i n g  
who g e t s  and who doesn ' t  g e t  and how much they ge t .  You have massive 
numbers and very complicated systems, and a department t h a t  was not  
adequately computerized t o  handle t h e  systems. You have massive numbers 
of r egu la t ions  which a r e  mandated by the  f e d e r a l  government, and you 
c a n ' t  g e t  r i d  o f  [them]. 

You have an i n t e r r e l a t i o n s h i p  between t h e  bureaucra ts  a t  t h e  s t a t e  l e v e l  
and the  f e d e r a l  l e v e l  who l i v e  toge the r  and work toge ther ,  and i f  you 
move i n  on yours a t  t h e  s t a t e  l e v e l ,  then the  feds  a r e  going t o  cu t  you 
of E and make s u r e  t h a t  you can'  t do t h a t  which you want t o  do, Because 
t h e  state guy c a l l s  up t h e  f e d e r a l  guy and says ,  "Hey, you know what t h a t  
governor 's  t r y i n g  t o  do?" So the  f e d e r a l  guy i s s u e s  some damn regu la t ion  
t h a t  keeps you from doing t h a t  which you want t o  do. I t 's  a massive 
i n t e r l o c k i n g  p r i v a t e  i n t e r e s t .  

There ' s  a g r e a t  ves ted  i n t e r e s t  i n  what goes on i n  t h i s  department. The 
unions,  t h e  s o c i a l  work mot i f ,  t h e  f e d e r a l  system which is  h o r r i b l y ,  
h o r r i b l y  complicated, and t h e  massive amounts of money t h a t  a r e  from 
people t h a t  a r e  involved. It needs t o  be t o r n  down and the  whole th ing  
s t a r t e d  over again.  

Q: Can t h a t  ever  be done? 

A: Very, very  hard. I ' v e  s a i d  t h a t  t h e  department,  i n  t he  sense of 
a c t u a l l y  doing it i n  t o t a l l y  good fash ion  is unmanageable. Now you can 
problem so lve  and keep t h e  r i c k e t y  machine moving along and t h a t ' s  what 
we've done, but we c e r t a i n l y  have no t  had g r e a t  success .  

Q: Has i t  become more and more impossible a s  t h e  f e d e r a l  government has  
become more and more involved? 



A: Absolutely.  No ques t ion  about it. The major problem i n  wel fare  is  
t h e  f e d e r a l  government. I th ink  Ronald Reagan understands t h a t .  Whether 
he can t ake  the  t i m e  and have t h e  a b i l i t y  t o  move t h e  l e v e r s  t o  cause 
changes is  q u i t e  another  problem. I learned e a r l y  on t h a t  t h e  b igges t  
problem a governor has  i s  time, and management of time. Where do you put  
your time? It j u s t  i s n ' t  enough, and what proved t o  be a devas t a t ing  
problem, so  f a r  as I was concerned, was t h a t  my only  power base was the  
publ ic .  I d i d n ' t  have a power base made up of t h e  Chicago machine o r  i n  
t h e  bus iness  community o r  any o ther .  It w a s  j u s t  t h e  genera l  publ ic .  
When t h a t ' s  your power base you have t o  go t o  t h a t  base cons t an t ly  i n  
o rde r  t o  keep them i n t e r e s t e d  and wi th  you. That t a k e s  a tremendous 
amount of time. 

That meant t h a t  I had t o  do t h e  f l y  arounds, cons t an t  p re s s  conferences,  
out  t h e r e  a l l  t h e  t i m e ,  personal  campaigning, even when I wasn't 
campaigning, a l l  over t h e  s t a t e .  And t h a t  w a s  j u s t  so time-consuming a s  
compared t o  spendlng t h a t  t ime on say ,  s i t t i n g  t h e r e  and r ece iv ing  a 
s t ream of l e g i s l a t o r s ,  o r  pursuing my zero  based budgeting and management 
by o b j e c t i v e s  o r  spending hours and hours and hours  on problems l i k e  t h e  
Department of Pub l i c  Welfare. Very wearing. 

Q: Well, I ' m  no t  s u r e  I ' m  c l e a r  on what you're say ing ,  but i t  seems t o  
me you're  going t o  t h e  people i n  o rde r  t o  g e t  t h e i r  suppor t ,  b u t  t h e i r  
support  has  t o  be t r a n s l a t e d  i n t o  letters t o  t h e i r  l e g i s l a t o r s .  

A: Oh, n o t  neces sa r i l y .  I don ' t  t h i n k  t h a t ' s  a b ig  f a c t o r .  It's more a 
matter of keeping i t  t h e r e  i n  r e se rve  so t h a t  t h e  l e g i s l a t o r s  know you've 
go t  it. Psychological  thing.  I f  I ' m  no t  ou t  t h e r e  wi th  people t h e  
l e g i s l a t o r s  say ,  ''Oh w e l l ,  t h a t  guy, you know we don ' t  have a campaign 
coming up f o r  another  year;  we don ' t  have t o  worry." But i f  ~ ' m  ou t  
t h e r e  and they ' r e  i n  Sp r ing f i e ld ,  they  j u s t  g e t  nervous. 

Q: we've mentioned t h e  RTA problem and I wonder i f  you can go back t e n  
years  and t r a c e  f o r  m e  how w e  go t  where we a r e  now. 

A: I n  t h e  year  t h a t  t h a t  came up, Blair t h e  Republican was t h e  Speaker 
of t h e  House; t h e  p re s iden t  of t h e  sena te  by then  I t h i n k  w a s  Cecil 
Par tee .  Maybe I ' m  wrong, maybe i t  was sti l l  i n  Republican con t ro l .  The 
key f i g u r e s  were Blair, Daley, and myself. B l a i r  s a i d  e a r l y  on i n  t h e  
session t h a t  t h i s  was going t o  be t h e  s e s s i o n  f o r  a Regional T r a n s i t  
Authori ty  f o r  t h e  Chicago met ropol i tan  area.  Publ ic  t r a n s p o r t a t i o n  w a s  
going t o  be t h e  th ing  i n  t h e  sess ion .  I wasn't  s u r e  t h a t  I agreed with - 
them a t  t h e  o u t s e t  but  f o r c e s  beyond my c o n t r o l  made i t  apparent  t h a t  i t  
w a s  going t o  be the th ing  in  t h e  sess ion .  Blair advanced a program that  
I found t o t a l l y  accep tab le  and anyway, f o r  a v a r i e t y  of reasons,  it went 
i n t o  a t o t a l  deadlock i n  t h e  l e g i s l a t u r e .  I had s tayed p r e t t y  much out  
of i t  personal ly ,  a l though my s t a f f  had been very  much involved i n  i t .  

Q: You found i t  t o t a l l y  accep tab le  o r  unacceptable? 

A: Unacceptable. I don ' t  remember t h e  d e t a i l s  bu t  i t  was a p l an t  t h a t  
Daley found unacceptable  f o r  h i s  reasons,  I found unacceptable  f o r  my 
reasons. I t h i n k  i t  requi red  too  much s t a t e  money o r  something l i k e  
t h a t .  Anyway, I decided t h a t  t he  only way we were going t o  r e so lve  t h i s  
was t o  g e t  personal ly  involved, and s o  I convened a s e r i e s  of meetings 



wi th  Blair and t h e  Republican l eade r s  i n  t he  seante .  And I d e a l t  
personal ly  with Daley; he d i d n ' t  p a r t i c i p a t e .  But I d e a l t  with him, 
d iscussed  i t  wi th  him cons t an t ly  on t h e  te lephone,  because I knew t h a t  we 
had t o  be i n  agreement i n  order  t o  p r e v a i l  i n  t h e  house and t h e  sena te .  

We f i n a l l y  hammered out  a p lan  a f t e r  a series of meetings t h a t  went 
through t h e  l e g i s l a t u r e  and was adopted. It w a s  no t  pe r f ec t .  I d i d n ' t  
l i k e  many a s p e c t s  of i t  a t  t h a t  t ime but  i t  w a s  a l l  we could do. The 
board w a s  no t  proper ly  constructed.  The suburbs f e l t  inadequately 
represented.  But Daley c e r t a i n l y  would not  s e t t l e  f o r  anything o t h e r  
than what we ended up with. And t h e  suburban/c i ty  d i f f e r e n c e s  have 
continued t o  be exacerbated ever  s i n c e  t h a t  t ime, and were r e a l l y  a very  
heavi ly  c o n t r i b u t i n g  f a c t o r  t o  t h e  present  s i t u a t i o n .  

But t h e  RTA i s  an  example. People s a i d ,  "Why d i d n ' t  you ever  work wi th  
Daley?" Of course  my f i r s t  response t o  t h a t  was, "Why don' t  people a s k  
t h e  ques t ion ,  why doesn ' t  Daley work with t h e  governor?" My second 
answer w a s ,  "Look a t  RTA." I worked wlth Daley and we compromised and we 
g o t  an  e f f e c t i v e  package. 

It r e a l l y  commenced i n  terms of i s s u e s  i n  t h e  f i r s t  l e g i s l a t i v e  se s s ion ,  
i n t e r e s t i n g l y  [ i t ]  a l s o  involved pub l i c  t r a n s p o r t a t i o n ,  CTA; t h i s  was 
long be fo re  RTA. Daley proposed a  d i f f e r e n c e  i n  t h e  subsidy funding by 
t h e  s t a t e  government of CTA. And I don ' t  understand some of t h e  comments 
I ' ve  seen i n  t h e  p re s s  r e c e n t l y  about the s t a t e  not  subs id iz ing  t h e  CTA. 
The state d id  subs id i ze  t h e  CTA long be fo re  RTA came along. 

What Daley wanted t o  do was go from a one-to-one matching, one d o l l a r  t o  
one d o l l a r ,  up t o  a two t o  one with t h e  s t a t e  p u t t i n g  up two d o l l a r s  f o r  
every d o l l a r  of t h e  c i t y .  I s a i d ,  "Absolutely not ,"  f o r  two reasons. 
Number one, t h i s  w a s  t h e  f i r s t  l e g i s l a t i v e  i s s u e ,  as opposed t o  cab ine t  
s e l e c t i o n  i s s u e ,  t h a t  Daley had chosen t o  throw down t h e  g a u n t l e t  on, and 
he threw i t  down. I f  we had j u s t  s a i d ,  " Y e s ,  Mayor," then t h a t  would 
have been t h e  end of t h e  b a l l  game i n  terms of my having any real power 
with r e spec t  t o  what w a s  going t o  happen on t h e  Democratic s i d e  of t h e  
a is le  i n  t h e  l e g i s l a t u r e .  Daley would have had t h e  b a l l  game. 

We had t o  f i g h t ,  from a p o l i t i c a l ,  p r a c t i c a l  s tandpoin t ,  we had t o  f i g h t .  
Even i f  w e  l o s t  w e  had t o  f i g h t .  We had t o  show them t h a t  we were 
w i l l i n g  t o  f i g h t .  It was a  good i s s u e  t o  f i g h t  on, I thought,  because 
s u b s t a n t i v e l y  we were r i g h t ,  and what he was proposing, a very dangerous 
precedent f o r  s tate government, because once you go t o  a two t o  one match 
on one program you ' re  going t o  g e t  s tuck  wi th  a two t o  one match on 
another  program and so  on down t h e  l i n e .  

Mayor Daley had played a  mas ter fu l  game over t h e  years  of s h i f t i n g  c o s t s  
of c i t y  t o  state government. Exact ly t h e  oppos i te  of t h e  game t h a t  
Rockefe l le r  played i n  New York s t a t e  where he kept  programs funded by t h e  
c i t y  of New York as opposed t o  t h e  s t a t e .  Both master  p o l i t i c i a n s  and a t  
oppos i te  ends of t h e  power s i t u a t i o n .  For example, i n  New York Ci ty  a  
l a r g e  hunk of  wel fa re  i s  paid f o r  by the c i t y .  I n  I l l i n o i s ,  Chicago i s  
a l l  paid f o r  by t h e  s t a t e .  Community c o l l e g e  programs: I n  New York City  
i t ' s  paid f o r  by t h e  c i t y  and i n  I l l i n o i s  i t ' s  paid f o r  by t h e  s t a t e ,  
t o t a l l y .  Publ ic  educat ion:  i n  New York whi le  I was governor t h e  s t a t e  
pa id  30 percent .  I n  I l l i n o i s  t h e  s t a t e  pa id  45 percent  of t h e  c o s t  of 
publ ic  educat ion i n  Chicago. Those a r e  very  dramatic  d o l l a r s  there.  



And h e r e ' s  Daley t r y i n g  t o  move i n  on publ ic  t r a n s p o r t a t i o n  i n  t h e  same 
way. I n t e r e s t i n g l y ,  a l though I s a i d  i t  a hundred t i m e s ,  I was never a b l e  
t o  g e t  t h e  s u b s t a n t i v e  p a r t  of t h a t  i s s u e  ac ros s  t o  anybody of 
consequence. It a l l  became portrayed,  a s  i t  was i n  p a r t ,  a s  a p o l i t i c a l  
b a t t l e  between Daley and me, with Daley wanting t o  e s t a b l i s h  t h e  same 
r o l e  i n  Sp r ing f i e ld  with me t h a t  he'd had wi th  Kerner. And I was drawing 
t h e  l i n e  and saying ,  "You might a s  we l l  r e a l i z e  early on, Mayor, I want 
t o  work with you and 1'11 work with you a s  a governor should with t h e  
mayor of t h e  b igges t  c i t y  i n  t h e  s t a t e ,  bu t  I ' m  no t  going t o  l e t  you run 
s t a t e  government. I ' m  j u s t  no t  going t o  do it." And i f  1'd r o l l e d  over 
he would have run  s t a t e  government i n  t h e  sense  t h a t  he r an  i t  under 
Kerner. Not t o t a l l y  but  anything having t o  do with t h e  c i t y  of Chicago. 

Well, t h a t  is  one of t h e  fundamental problems t h a t  I was confronted wi th  
throughout t h e  fou r  years .  I could never get--and I know, you say  I use  
t h i s  t o o  much and i t  sounds l i k e  I ' m  anti-media, I don ' t  r e a l l y  t h ink  I 
=--I could never g e t  t h a t  over t o  t h e  media, t h e  importance of t h a t  
d i v i s i o n  of governmental power between t h e  Democratfc governor and t h e  
Democratic mayor of t h e  c i t y  of Chicago. It's j u s t  a  v i t a l  t h lng  and y e t  
i t  became played a s  pure p o l i t i c s  without  governmental aver tones ,  whereas 
looked a t  through my g l a s s e s  it had tremendous governmental overtones i n  
terms of s u b s t a n t i v e  po l i cy  a f f e c t i n g  everybody i n  t h e  s t a t e .  My speech. 
( l augh te r )  

J u l y  28, 1981, Tape 6, Side 1 

Q: What do you t h i n k  of as t h e  accomplishments of your f i r s t  year  i n  
o f f  i c e ?  

A: I can't r e a l l y  r e c a l l  what we ta lked  about before  wi th  r e spec t  t o  t h e  
f i r s t  year.  There was t h e  s e l e c t i o n  of t h e  cab ine t  and g e t t i n g  t h a t  i n  
p lace ,  and I ' v e  always been proud of t h e  cabine t .  I t h i n k  i t ' s  one of 
t h e  b e s t  t h a t ' s  ever  been put  t oge the r  i n  t h e  s t a t e ,  a s  I ' m  s u r e  I ' v e  
s a id .  And f o r  t h e  f i r s t  year  t h ings  went along p r e t t y  wel l .  There w a s  
t h e  problem of g e t t i n g  t h e  i d e n t i t y  s e t t l e d  wi th  t h e  l e g i s l a t u r e  and I 
t h i n k  I covered t h a t  l a s t  t i m e ,  and towards t h e  end of t h e  f i r s t  year  I 
had t h e  hope t h a t  t h a t  was s e t t l i n g  down a l i t t l e  b i t .  I learned t o  t h e  
con t r a ry  from t ime t o  t i m e  t h e r e a f t e r ,  bu t  o v e r a l l  I had t h e  f e e l i n g  t h a t  
we were s e t t l i n g  i n t o  p lace ,  t h a t  some of t h e  reforms t h a t  I wanted t o  
make i n s i d e  of s t a t e  government were tak ing  p l ace  and t h a t  we were of f  
and running. I felt good about t h e  f i r s t  year;  I r e a l l y  d i d ,  recognizing 
t h a t  t h e r e  were some d i f f i c u l t  po in ts .  

Q: Among t h e  t h i n g s  t h a t  you accomplished i n  t h e  f i r s t  year was t h e  
Of f i ce  of Spec ia l  Inves t iga t ion .  How d id  t h a t  come about? 

A: That came about  because I remember very w e l l  t h a t  Adlai  Stevenson had 
something very l i k e  t h a t  i n  p l ace  when he was governor. And t o  my 
knowledge nobody has done it s i n c e  then. H e  brought i n ,  as I r e c a l l ,  a 
former FBI man and gave him a l o t  of power t o  i n v e s t i g a t e  and t o  f e r r e t  
ou t  wrongdoing i n  t h e  admin i s t r a t i on  i n  t h e  execut ive  branch. And I had 
made up my mind t o  do t h e  same th ing ,  and t h a t ' s  how we go t  t h e  OSI 
s t a r t e d .  It was d i f f e r e n t .  



I never w a s  a b l e  t o  understand,  and t o  t h i s  day I don ' t  understand why 
t h e  Chicago Tribune d i s l i k e d  t h a t  o f f i c e  so  much. They took a f t e r  i t  
aga in  and aga in  when I would th ink  t h a t  any media would want t h a t  kind of 
t h ing  i n  s tate government. The l e g i s l a t u r e  d i d n ' t  l i k e  i t ,  and I can 
sometimes understand t h a t  on the  grounds t h a t  they  thought t h a t  h e r e ' s  
t h e  governor s e t t i n g  up a l i t t l e  agency t h a t  they  d i d n ' t  c r e a t e .  But I 
would t h i n k  aga in  any s tuden t  of government, any observer  of government-- 
and having i n  mind p a r t i c u l a r l y  t h e  danger of scandals--would welcome 
t h a t  kind of a u n i t .  I n  any w e n t  they d idn ' t .  We never got  much c r e d i t  
f o r  t h a t  but  i t  d id  a r e a l l y  f i n e  job i n  my opinion.  

Q :  What kinds of t h ings  d id  i t  do? 

A: Well, whenever any charge was made, e f t h e r  w i th in  o r  without t h e  
admin i s t r a t i on ,  of malfeasance by anybody in  t h e  execut ive  branch, it was 
au tomat ica l ly  turned aver t o  t h a t  o f f i c e  and they  conducted an 
i n v e s t i g a t i o n  and made recommendations with r e spec t  t o  ac t ion .  And I 
don ' t  recall a s i n g l e  i n s t a n c e  [where I d id  no t  fol low] t h e i r  
recommendation. 

Q: Was t h e  c r i t i c i s m  because f t  was as i f  t h e  execut ive  department were 
i n v e s t i g a t i n g  i t s e l f ?  

A: Well, I suppose; I don ' t  r e c a l l  a l l  t h e  d e t a i l s  of t h e  c r i t i c i s m .  I 
suppose t h e r e  w a s  some of t h a t ,  bu t  i s n ' t  t h a t  b e t t e r  than having no 
inves t iga t ion?  I j u s t  don ' t  understand it; I r e a l l y  don ' t .  It was 
c a l l e d  a t  one po in t  by t h e  Tribune and o t h e r s  one of my "pet" agencies.  
And I never  understood t h a t  terminology e i t h e r .  The o f f i c e s  t h a t  we set 
up--the governor 's  a c t i o n  o f f i c e s  designed t o  be p laces  where people 
could go t o  c u t  through t h e  bureaucracy, t h e  OSI, t h e  one t h a t  we j u s t  
t a lked  about ,  and t h e  c o l l e c t i v e  bargaining which I put i n t o  e f f e c t  by 
execut ive  order--the same th ing  t h a t  Jack  Kennedy had done as p re s iden t ,  
by t h e  way, f o r  t h e  execut ive  branch i n  t h e  f e d e r a l  l eve l .  And I th ink  
t h e r e  was one o t h e r  t h a t  I c a n ' t  r e c a l l .  A l l  of t h e s e  were r e f e r r ed  t o  
a s  my "pet" agencies ,  and t h a t  w a s  used i n  a  p e j o r a t i v e  sense ,  and I 
s t i l l  don' t  understand it. 

Q: The branch o f f i c e s  were never funded, i s  t h a t  r i g h t ,  o r  t h e  
app ropr i a t ions  were c u t  or . . . 
A: Yes, they were cu t .  Well, I don ' t  remember whether they  were ever  
o r i g i n a l l y  funded by t h e  l e g i s l a t u r e .  What we d id  was, a s  I r e c a l l ,  t o  
fund them out  of funds from t h e  departments t h a t  t h e  problems were 
involved with.  

Q: By t h e  time March of 1974 came around and another  budget, t h e r e  was 
an a r t i c l e  i n  t h e  newspaper, be l i eve  it o r  n o t ,  t h a t  s a i d  i t  looked l i ke  
you were doing what you set out  t o  do. You were curbing spending and 
t h a t  you had c u t  t h e  bureaucracy. Did you f e e l  t h a t  you got  c r e d i t  f o r  
t h a t ?  You apparent ly  f e l t  good about i t .  - 
A: Yes, I d id .  I thought t h a t  was r e a l  progress  and, yes ,  t h e r e  were 
some s i g n s  of t h a t  type. I don ' t  ever  want t o  t r y  t o  pa in t  wi th  too  
broad a brush t h a t  we d i d n ' t  g e t  c r e d i t  fo r  some of t h e  good t h i n g s  w e  
d id ;  we d id .  No ques t ion  about i t .  But t h e r e  were j u s t  a l o t  of 
except ions t o  t h a t .  



A: That ' s  r i g h t .  

Q: That w a s  t h e  year  of t h e  c r e a t i o n  of t h e  Independent Democrat's Fund, 
i s n ' t  t h a t  r i g h t ?  

A: I t h i n k  t h a t ' s  r i g h t .  The IDF, t h e  Independent Democratic Fund. I 
t h i n k  t h a t ' s  r i g h t ,  and we set t h a t  up i n  o rde r  t o  r a i s e  funds f o r  
Democratic candida tes  around t h e  state t h a t  we wanted t o  r a i s e  money f o r ,  
and as I r e c a l l  most of i t  went t o  candida tes  f o r  t h e  l e g i s l a t u r e .  
Actua l ly  i n  t h e  e l e c t i o n  of 1974, thanks I t h i n k  i n  cons iderable  p a r t  t o  
our efforts--money, he lp ,  my going around t h e  state and leading  t h e  
battle--we e l ec t ed  more Democrats downstate t o  county o f f i c e  than  ever  
before,  t o  my knowledge, i n  t h e  h i s t o r y  of t h e  s t a t e  s i n c e  t h e  
depression.  And c e r t a i n l y  s i n c e  then  t h e r e  have never been i n  an  o f f  
year as many Democrats e l ec t ed  t o  county o f f i c e  as t h e r e  were i n  1974. 
So aga in ,  when I am accused, as I am repea ted ly ,  of engaging -in 
con f ron ta t ion  p o l i t i c s ,  w e l l ,  one of the good by-products of t h a t ,  i n  
p a r t  a t  least, was genera t ing  enough excitement and i n t e r e s t  t o  e l e c t  a 
l o t  of Democrats a t  t h e  l o c a l  l e v e l .  

Q: That was a p a r t  of one of your main goa l s  i n  being governor w a s  
r e v i t a l i z i n g  downstate t h e  Democratic par ty .  

A: Absolutely,  and I t h i n k  i n  g r e a t  p a r t  we succeeded. Not as much as I 
would l i k e  t o  have but we c e r t a i n l y  made progress .  

Q: I n  1974 did you s t i l l  owe money from t h e  1972 campaign and were you 
a b l e  t o  pay t h a t ?  

A: Yes, w e  st i l l  owed money and I don ' t  r e c a l l  t he  sequence the re ;  I 
r e a l l y  do not.  And when a l l  of t h a t  was pald off-- i t  w a s  p r a c t i c a l l y  a l l  
paid of f  a t  one po in t  inc luding  money t h a t  I had loaned t o  t h e  campaign. 
When t h a t  was accomplished, I j u s t  couldn ' t  t e l l  you; I don' t  remember 
t h a t  sequence. I t r i e d  t o  s t a y  away from t h a t  area, as I mentioned t o  
you before ,  personal ly  as much a s  I could. So t h e  f i g u r e s  I d i d n ' t  know 
a t  t h e  t ime and do no t ,  c e r t a i n l y ,  know now, 

Q: I n  J u l y  of 1974 t h e r e  was a b i g  controversy.  You and t h e  a t t o r n e y  
genera l  were arguing who should appoint  t h e  t echn ica l  a s s i s t a n t s ,  t h e  
lawyers,  t o  t h e  agencies  . . . 
A: Yes, yes. 

Q: . . . and he was determined t h a t  i t  was h i s  r i g h t  t o  do t h a t  and you 
bel ieved t h a t  as execut ive  you should, Can you t e l l  me about t h a t ?  

A: That w a s  a long s tanding  b a t t l e  i n  s t a t e  government; i t  c e r t a i n l y  d id  
no t  start wi th  me. For yea r s  it had been a bone of conten t ion  between 
t h e  a t t o r n e y  gene ra l  ' s off  i c e  and t h e  governor' s o f f  ice--who h a s  t h e  
power over t h e  a t t o r n e y s  i n  t h e  va r ious  agencies  under t h e  governor? To 
m e  i t  makes a b s o l u t e l y  no sense t o  have t h e  a t t o r n e y  gene ra l ,  who i s  a 
s epa ra t e ly  e l ec t ed  o f f i c i a l ,  f r equen t ly  of t h e  o the r  pa r ty ,  have t h a t  
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much con t ro l  over t he  agencies  t h a t  r e p o r t  t o  t h e  governor,  and I 
r e s i s t e d  t h a t  very  s t r o n g l y  a l l  t h e  way. And t h e r e  was f i n a l l y  a  cou r t  
d e c i s i o n  on i t ,  but  as I r e c a l l  i t  ended up a s  kind of a  draw. But 
t h a t ' s  my r e c o l l e c t i o n .  The d e t a i l s  of i t  escape me but ,  yea, t h a t  was a 
bone of conten t ion ,  and, yes,  M r .  Sco t t  and I d i d  no t  g e t  along. 

Q: On t h a t  o r  any o t h e r  th ing?  

A: Well, I wouldnt t say  on any o t h e r  th ing .  S c o t t  played p o l i t i c s  a l l  
t h e  t i m e  with every i s s u e  involving state government. I would c a l l  him 
up and say--when I could g e t  him--"Bill, l e t ' s  s i t  down and t a l k  about 
t h i s  i s s u e , "  and i t  always ended up p o l i t i c a l ;  t h e  only progress  we made 
t h e r e  was when Bill Goldberg developed a very  good l e g a l  r e l a t i o n s h i p  
with some of t h e  top  lawyers i n  S c o t t ' s  o f f i c e  and I j u s t  delegated i t  t o  
B i l l  and we were a b l e  t o  work a  number of t h i n g s  out .  But t o  B i l l  S c o t t  
everything was p o l i t i c s .  

Q: Do you th ink  he w a s  threatened by your l e g a l  background; did you f e e l  
l i k e  he wasn't on your . . . 
A: I don ' t  t h i n k  i t  was t h a t  a t  a l l .  I t h i n k  t h a t  h e ' s  j u s t  t h a t  kind 
of a  person i n  pub l i c  o f f i c e .  H e  was very much of a  loner .  H e  r a r e l y  
came t o  governmental o r  o t h e r  kinds of a f f a i r s  around t h e  s t a t e ;  he went 
t o  t h ings  t h a t  were h i s  own and t h a t  was about it. Very much of a  loner  
and as I say ,  a  very  p o l i t i c a l  man. 

Q: I n  September of 1974 t h e  f u l l  campaign d i s c l o s u r e  b i l l  was signed. 

A: Yes, and you may r e c a l l  t h a t  I fought very  hard t o  g e t  t h a t  b i l l  
through. I t h i n k  f t  w a s  once o r  twice t h a t  I c a l l e d  t h e  l e g i s l a t u r e  back 
i n t o  s p e c i a l  s e s s i o n  to d e a l  with t h a t  s p e c i f i c  i s s u e ,  and t h a t ' s  
something t h a t  I s a i d  throughout t h e  campaign t h a t  I would do i f  
necessary: c a l l  them back i n t o  a s p e c i a l  s e s s i o n  again and again u n t f l  
we go t  an  e t h i c s  law, a campaign d i s c l o s u r e  l a w .  And we go t  one, t h e  
f i r s t  i n  t h e  h i s t o r y  of t h e  s t a t e .  

Q: And you've never had second thoughts  about t h e  va lue  of t h a t ?  

A: Oh, a b s o l u t e l y  not.  A s  a matter of f a c t  I would have gone much 
f u r t h e r  and you may recall some of t h e  s ta tements  t h a t  I made, o r  may 
have seen them; I wanted a  much, much s t ronge r  l aw .  I w a s  very 
disappointed t h a t  my execut ive  o rde r  was s t r u c k  down. I t h i n k  we've 
d iscussed  t h a t  one. I t h i n k  t h a t  a  l o t  more can be done i n  t h a t  a r e a  
than has  been. 

Q: The execut ive  o rde r  t o  demand . . . 
A: This  is  t h e  one t h a t  would r e q u i r e  t h e  d i s c l o s u r e ,  by corpora t ions  
regula ted  by o r  doing bus iness  wi th  t h e  s t a t e ,  of any con t r lbu t ions  t o  
s t a t e  candida tes  f o r  s t a t e  o f f i c e  by persons who are o f f i c e r s ,  d i r e c t o r s  
o r  owners o f ,  I th ink ,  10 percent  o r  more of the s t o c k  of t h a t  p a r t i c u l a r  
company. The problem now i s  t h a t ,  s u r e ,  campaign committees a r e  requi red  
t o  list t h e  names, bu t  suppose you go down t h e  list and you see John 
Jones. You have no way of knowing whether t h a t  John Jones is a  d i r e c t o r  
o r  an  o f f i c e r  of t h e  "ABC Paving Company," t h a t  does a l l  k inds  of 
bus iness  with t h e  s t a t e ,  un le s s  you j u s t  happen t o  run ac ros s  t h a t  



information.  There 's  no c e n t r a l  p l ace  you can go t o  f i n d  t h a t  out.  But 
i f  you r e q u i r e  those  companies doing business  with t h e  state t o  pub l i c ly  
d i s c l o s e  t h a t  information f o r  each of t h e i r  o f f i c e r s  and d i r e c t o r s  and 
major s tockholders ,  then  you would know i t  r i g h t  away. 

Q: There was ano the r  execut ive  o rde r  t h a t  requi red  admin i s t r a to r s  making 
over a c e r t a i n  amount . . . 
A: That ' s  r i g h t .  

Q: . . . t o  d i s c l o s e ,  and t h a t  was challenged and was upheld, as I 
recall. 

A: Yes, t h a t  one was challenged and upheld and went a l l  t h e  way t o  t h e  
supreme cour t .  It requi red  d i s c l o s u r e  of income, a s s e t s ,  l i a b i l i t i e s ,  
and t a x  r e tu rns .  That execut ive  order ,  by the way, was s u b s t a n t i a l l y  
weakened by Thompson when t o  took out  t h e  tax r e t u r n  d i s c l o s u r e  pa r t .  

Q: In t h a t  campaign of 1974, t h e r e  were sugges t ions  i n  t h e  p re s s  t h a t  i t  
w a s  very  important f o r  you t o  deny Simon a r e t u r n  t o  p o l i t i c a l  l i f e .  

A: Nonsense. Absolute nonsense. 

Q: Was t h a t  ever  a concern of yours? 

A: Absolutely not .  

Q: W e l l  . . . 
A: Nei ther  I no r  any of my people did anything,  t h a t  I ' m  aware o f ,  t o  
he lp  d e f e a t  Paul  Simon. 

Q: Well, i t  was suggested t h a t  you had not  been s t rong  enough t o  d e f e a t  
him, but  i f  you d i d n ' t  t r y ,  then  I guess  i t ' s  a moot quest ion.  

A: No, no, w e  d i d n ' t  even make t h e  e f f o r t .  What would be t h e  reason f o r  
i t ?  That aga in  . . . and I have no h e s i t a t i o n  i n  saying t h i s  and t o  this 
day y o u ' l l  see i t  r i g h t  now--Paul Simon f o r  reasons I ' v e  n w e r  understood 
is  a t o t a l  pe t  of t h e  media. They love  him. I t o l d  him before ,  a l o t  of 
them sa id  t o  m e ,  Wha t  a r e  you doing tak ing  t h e  gube rna to r i a l  nomination 
away from Paul Simon? That was h i s  r i g h t ;  t h a t  belonged t o  him." I 
don ' t  understand i t  a t  a l l .  And they nurtured t h e  suspic ion ,  the 
Spr ing f i e ld  p re s s  corps p a r t i c u l a r l y ,  throughout t h e  t ime t h a t  I was 
governor, t h a t  I was going t o  do something, always do something, t o  h u r t  
poor l i t t l e  o ld  Paul  Simon. Absolute u t t e r  nonsense. 

Q: H e ' s  n o t  one of t h e  d r iv ing  f o r c e s  i n  your l i f e ?  

A: (laughs) Well, I was never worried about him a f t e r  I beat him, 
never. 

Q: You've ta lked  about your r e l a t i o n s h i p  wi th  B i l l  S c o t t ,  and i n  1975 
you r a n  i n t o  a l o t  of problems wi th  George Llndberg. There was the b i g  
controversy over whether o r  no t  t h e  s t a t e  was near  bankruptcy o r  not.  
Can you t a l k  about  t h a t  per iod of t ime? 



A: Sure. I had g r e a t  problems wi th  George. He  c o r r e c t l y  s a w  t h e  
comptro l le r ' s  o f f i c e  a s  being a dead end un le s s  you could f i n d  a way t o  
g e t  i n t o  t h e  newspapers. And so he embarked on being a kind of f i s c a l  
ha t che t  man f o r  t h e  Republican party.  There 's  no ques t ion  about t h e  f a c t  
t h a t  I n  1975, we had some f i s c a l  problems. We ran  i n t o  t h e  r eces s ion  
head on and i t  was a p rec ip i tous  drop i n  s t a t e  revenues. Exact ly t h e  
same th ing  t h a t  Thompson i s  now confronted wi th  t h i s  year ,  f o r  t h e  f i r s t  
time i n  h i s  time i n  pub l i c  o f f i c e .  The state of t h e  economy Is d i r e c t l y  
r e f l e c t e d  i n ,  p a r t i c u l a r l y ,  t h e  sales t a x  revenues, and it j u s t  went down 
l i k e  t h a t  (motioning).  And we had some d i f f i c u l t i e s  i n  having a carry-  
wer of enough funds from month t o  month t o  m e e t  b i l l s  because of t h e  way 
money would come i n  and go out.  There w a s  never any time though, from an 
a c t u a l  f i n a n c i a l  a n a l y s i s  s tandpoin t ,  t h a t  t h e  s t a t e  was c l o s e  t o  
bankruptcy. 

And I used t o  say  t o  George, "George, I don ' t  mind your playing some 
p o l i t i c s .  That ' s  p a r t  of t h i s  whole business .  And you can c r i t i c i z e  u s  
f o r  being s h o r t  on cash and postponing thfngs  and b i l l s  and t h a t  kind of 
t h ing ,  but  you use  t h l s  word 'bankruptcy'  with sheer  exaggeration. A l l  
you ' re  doing is  h u r t i n g  t h e  s t a t e ' s  c r e d i t  s tanding.  It does u s  no good 
whatsoever." Well, he kept doing i t  and t h e  Chicago Tribune kept 
repea t ing  i t  over and over again. But t h e  s t a t e  was never near  
bankruptcy, and, p lease ,  i f  you - ever want t o  pursue t h l s  po in t ,  don' t 
h e s i t a t e .  You can t a l k  wi th  any of t h e  people who r e a l l y  c l o s e l y  fo l low 
s t a t e  f i nances ,  and t h e y ' l l  t e l l  you t h a t  t h a t  was a wild exaggeration. 

Q: Was i t  a ques t ibn  of where t h e  money was? Did t h e  bank account look 
l i k e  i t  was low? 

A: Well, t h a t  is  a very complicated bus iness ,  and I ' m  s u r e  t h a t ,  aga in ,  
i f  you t a l k  with some of t h e  people i n  t h e  Bureau of t h e  Budget, t h e y ' l l  
go through i t  i n  d e r a i l .  1t's a ques t ion  of money coming i n  and money 
going ou t ,  and having i t  i n  t h e  r i g h t  fund a t  t h e  r i g h t  t i m e  t o  meet t h i s  
b i l l  o r  t h a t  b i l l .  There 's  s o  many d i f f e r e n t  funds t h a t  you have t o  pay 
th ings  out  of and i t ' s  very ,  very  complicated, extremely complicated. 
But aga in ,  d i f f i c u l t y  i n  meeting p a r t i c u l a r  app ropr i a t ion  requirements,  
yes. Near bankruptcy, no. 

Q: Also i n  t h e  summer of 1975 you were i n t e r e s t e d  i n  t h e  passing of t h e  
Accelerated Building Program. 

A:  hat's co r rec t .  

Q: Can you t e l l  m e  about t h a t ?  

A: Y e s ,  I can r e c a l l ,  I t h i n k  i t  was i n  t h e  spr-lng of 1975, t h a t  t h e  
r eces s ion  f i r s t  r e a l l y  began t o  h i t ,  i f  my memory se rves  m e  c o r r e c t l y .  
And we  developed t h a t  program because Washington w a s  saying t h a t  a way t o  
meet t h e  r eces s ion  would be t o  g e t  money out  t h e r e  i n t o  c a p i t a l  p r o j e c t s  
t h a t  would s t i m u l a t e  jobs. And you may remember, and I found t h i s  very 
i n t e r e s t i n g ,  t h a t  when t h e  pres ident  announced a massive f e d e r a l  program 
along t h i s  l i n e ,  t h e  f i r a t  person t o  applaud it was Mayor Daley, "Oh 
t h a t ' s  g rea t , "  you know, " t h a t ' s  what the Democratic pa r ty  ought t o  be 
doing," e t c ,  e t c ,  e t c .  Then I announced t h e  Accelerated Building Program 
which he promptly put  down, although i t  was exac t ly ,  exac t ly  t h e  same 
concept . 



It was, I th ink ,  a very  good program. It would have generated a l o t  of 
jobs,  and I r e g r e t t e d  i t  then,  and I r e g r e t  now, t h a t  i t  wasn't passed. 
We go t  a l o t  of t h e  p r o j e c t s  through. What happened i n  g r e a t  p a r t  w a s  
t h a t  t h e  l e g i s l a t u r e  r e j e c t e d  t h e  program i n  name but ,  because so  many 
of those  p r o j e c t s  were near  and dear  t o  t h e i r  own d i s t r i c t ' s  h e a r t ,  they  
put  i n  t h e  app ropr i a t ions  f o r  t h e  s p e c i f i c  p ro j ec t s .  So we got  a l o t  of 
t h e  p r o j e c t s  approved t h a t  were a p a r t  of t h e  o v e r a l l  program even though 
t h e  o v e r a l l  program w a s ,  i n  t h a t  l e g i s l a t i v e  form, defeated.  

Q: Was i t  t h e  Daley group t h a t  defeated i t ?  

A: Daley was a g a i n s t  i t  and, of course ,  t h e  Republican party.  

Q: But a s  you s a i d ,  t h e r e  must have been l o t s  of people,  l o t s  of 
communities, l o t s  of r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s  who . . . 
A: Those ones t h a t  r e a l l y  had g r e a t  s o l i d  l o c a l  support  went through on 
t h e  b a s i s  of i nd iv idua l  app ropr i a t ion  b i l l s  t h a t  w e r e  introduced by those  
p a r t i c u l a r  l e g i s l a t o r s  and adopted. So they  g o t  t h e i r  cake and a t e  i t  
too. In many r e s p e c t s ,  n o t  a l l .  

Q: By June of t h a t  year  you must have been very  aware of t h e  r e a l i t y  of 
t h a t  r eces s ion ,  and t h a t  was when you asked f o r  a 6 percent  ac ros s  t h e  
board c u t  i n  budgets.  

A: I r e c a l l  10 percent  bu t  whatever i t  was. 

Q: Yes. 

A: It w a s  a percentage c u t  because t h e r e  simply wasn't  t i m e  t o  t ake  i t  
program by program and do t h a t  which a number of people s a i d  I should do, 
and what I would l i k e  t o  have done; t h a t  is, reassemble t h e  bui ld ing  
blocks and a s s e s s  p r i o r i t i e s ,  el-iminate old programs o r  c u t  c e r t a i n  
programs. There wasn't  t ime f o r  t h a t ,  i n  my opinion,  and t h e  only th ing  
t h a t  we could do, t h a t  I thought had any chance of succeeding, was t h e  
ac ros s  t h e  board c u t  which was r e f e r r e d  t o  by some people a s  meat-ax. 
And t h e r e ' s  j u s t i c e  t o  t h e  c r i t i c i s m ;  I g ran t  them t h a t ,  except  what 's  
t h e  a l t e r n a t i v e  a t  t h i s  time? I d i d n ' t  s e e  any. 

Q: But you were f e e l i n g  t h e  pinch of the r eces s ion  . . . 
A: Oh yes,  q u i t e  so. 

Q: . . . and looking f o r  c r e a t i v e  ways t o  keep from r a i s i n g  t axes  o r  
reducing se rv i ces .  

A: That w a s  t h e  whole ob jec t ive ,  and i t ' s  i n t e r e s t i n g  t h a t  Thompson, who 
has  had a l i t t l e  more t i m e  h e r e  t o  d e a l  with i t ,  has a l s o  recognized t h a t  
when you have t h a t  t e r r i f i c  drop i n  revenues you've j u s t  go t  t o  go out  
t h e r e  and c u t  t h e  budget ac ros s  t h e  board. And he ' s  been doing i t  too. 
And my h a t ' s  o f f  t o  him. 

Q: Was t h a t  successfu l?  Did you g e t  good cooperat ion? 



A: Yes, we go t  t h e  job done ove ra l l .  

Q: Was t h e r e  ever  a d e a l  between you and Daley t h a t  t E  you would s i g n  
t h e  Congressional Reapportionment B i l l  t h a t  he wanted, he would no t  
oppose you i n  t h e  primary i n  1976? 

A: No. 

Q: That was n w e r ,  never  ta lked  about? 

A: I don ' t  r e c a l l  any such d iscuss ion .  I do r e c a l l  a meeting with t h e  
mayor i n  1975, and I do no t  remember a l l  of it. Anyway he came away from 
t h a t  meeting wi th  t h e  f e e l i n g ,  I found out  later ,  t h a t  I w a s  n o t  going t o  
support  any candida tes  a t  a l l  aga ins t  t h e  r egu la r  o rgan iza t ion  candida tes  
i n  Cook County i n  t h e  primary, inc luding  l e g i s l a t i v e .  And t h a t  w a s  no t  
my understanding of our  d iscuss ion .  My understanding was t h a t  I would 
no t  f i e l d  a county t i c k e t ,  which we were then  cons ider ing  doing. But I 
had always intended to--and I r e g r e t t e d  i t  a f t e rwards  t h a t  apparent ly  I 
d i d n ' t  make i t  c l e a r  t o  him--that I always intended t o  support  some 
independent candida tes  f o r  t h e  l e g i s l a t u r e  because t h a t ' s  been a p a r t  of 
my whole record a l l  t h e  way along t o  e l e c t  some independents t o  t h e  
l e g i s l a t u r e .  But apparent ly  he  f e l t  t h a t  I had gone back on a commitment 
i n  t h a t  regard which I d i d n ' t  be l i eve  t h a t  I had. 

1t's funny how we used t o  meet, f o r  those  meetings. 

Q: How you and Daley met? 

A: Yes. We never m e t  i n  h i s  governmental o f f i c e .  For two reasons: one, 
because our  d i scuss ions  were a t  l e a s t  i n  p a r t  p o l i t i c a l  and, t h e r e f o r e ,  
a s  he l i ked  t o  put i t ,  wi th  him as chairman of t h e  County Cent ra l  
Committee i n s t e a d  of a s  mayor and second, because of t h e  p re s s  being a l l  
over  u s  i f  we did meet i n  h i s  o f f i c e  as mayor, we would meet i n  t h e  
LaSal le  Hotel which then was where t h e  Cook County Cent ra l  Committee had 
its o f f i c e ,  H i s  s e c u r i t y  people would call  my s e c u r i t y  people and g ive  
them a s u i t e  number, and I would go t o  t h a t  s u i t e  i n  t h e  LaSal le  Hotel 
and e i t h e r  he would a l r eady  be t h e r e  or  he  would come i n ,  and our  
s e c u r i t y  people would s tand  ou t s ide  t h e  door c h i t c h a t t i n g ,  and h e r e ' s  
t h i s  g r e a t  b ig  s u i t e ,  and he and I s i t t i n g  i n  t h e  l i v i n g  room having a 
conference. 

Q: Did he eve r  come t o  you? Did you ever meet wi th  him i n  Sp r ing f i e ld?  

A: Y e s ,  yes. I m e t  with him i n  Sp r ing f i e ld  and then  I m e t  with him once 
a t  my home up i n  Dee r f i e ld  and I was reminded of t h a t  j u s t  t h e  o t h e r  day 
by my former sec re t a ry .  And t h a t ' s  a kind of dramatic  t h ing ,  bu t  do you 
know, I do no t  have t h e  s l i g h t e s t  r e c o l l e c t i o n  of what t h a t  meeting was 
about. But I remembered when my s e c r e t a r y  reminded m e ,  he came up t o  t h e  
house. I remember my, then ,  wife l e f t  t h e  l i v i n g  room and he and I s a t  
t h e r e  and t a lked  f o r  an hour o r  so  but what w e  t a lked  about . . . It must 
have been an important  meeting. It had t o  be. 

Q: What meetings do you remember? What s t a n d s  out  i n  your mind when you 
t h i n k  about him? 



A: Oh, t h a t  meeting t h a t  I r e f e r r e d  t o  earlier s t a n d s  out i n  my mind. 
And then  I d id  have a meeting I t h i n k  with him i n  h i s  office--was i t  t n  
h i s  o f f i c e ?  I t h i n k  so ,  about t h e  nego t i a t i ons  over t h e  c r e a t i o n  of t h e  
Regional T rans i t  Authori ty ,  which was a long s e r i e s  of nego t i a t i ons  i n  
which I was i n  cons t an t  communication wi th  him. And we hammered out  all 
of t h e  f i n a l  plan t h a t ' s  been very  much t h e  sub jec t  of t h e  events  of t h e  
last couple of months, 

Q: Could you t a l k  about t h a t  i n  more d e t a i l ?  

A: Y e s ,  but  aga in  d e t a i l s  escape me. A s  I remember, then  Speaker 
Blair-the Republicans had t h e  house, Democrats had t h e  senate--Blair 
came up with a plan which f o r  reasons  I don ' t  remember, I found t o t a l l y  
unacceptable  and I r e j e c t e d  i t  out  of hand. It almost got  through t h e  
sena te  but  a t  t h e  last moment, as I r e c a l l ,  w e  stopped t h a t  plan and 
c rea t ed  a deadlock. I was convinced t h a t  a r eg iona l  t r a n s p o r t a t i o n  plan 
of some kind was a v i t a l  neces s i ty .  

I c a l l e d  t h e  l e a d e r s  t oge the r  i n  t h e  conference room--Democratic and 
Republican l e g i s l a t i v e  leaders--and we had a long meeting, and i t  r e a l l y  
came down t o  a s e r i e s  of nego t i a t i ons  between me and Bob B la i r .  And we 
met t h e r e  and then  we continued t h e  nego t i a t i ons ,  f o r  some reason  I don ' t  
remember now, up i n  Chicago i n  t h e  s t a t e  o f f i c e  bu i ld ing ,  a marathon 
sess ion .  I remember being out  of t h e  room t a l k l n g  with Mayor Daley back 
and f o r t h  about t h e  composition of t h e  board, t h e  d i v i s i o n  of t axes ,  t h e  
concept t h a t  as much would go back t o  t h e  "co l la r t '  coun t i e s  as they put 
i t ,  etc., and a t  l e a s t  one meeting wi th  Mayor Daley i n  person. And a l l  I 
can t e l l  you i s  t h a t  it f i n a l l y  f e l l  i n t o  place.  Anyway, we f i n a l l y  
hammered i t  toge the r  and go t  t h e  support  of t h e  l e a d e r s ,  and i t  went 
through t h e  General Assembly. 

A key p a r t  of t h a t  package was t h e  state subsidy. It was a given 
percentage of t h e  s a l e s  t a x  c o l l e c t e d  i n  t h e  Chicago met ropol i tan  a r e a ,  
and I thought  a t  t h e  t ime and s t i l l  b e l i e v e  t h a t  i t  w a s  a bad mistake 
when Thompson negot ia ted  with t h e  c i t y  t o  g ive  up t h a t  s t a t e  subsidy i n  
1978 o r  1979, a t  t h e  t ime of t h e  nego t i a t i ons  over t h e  Crosstown 
Expressway. And s i n c e  t h a t  t i m e  t h e r e ' s  been no s t a t e  subsidy. If  t h a t  
state subsidy had remained i n  p l ace  t h e  RTA would no t  have had t h e  very 
severe  f i n a n c i a l  problem t h a t  i t  had, and we probably would no t  have had 
t h i s  last c r i s i s .  

Q: What about t h e  o t h e r  s t e p s  t h a t  you took t o  t r y  t o  cope wi th  t h e  
recess ion ,  t o  hold t h e  l i n e ?  Did you a t  one poin t  s e r i o u s l y  cons ider  
combining agencies? 

A: Not very  se r ious ly .  I gave some a t t e n t i o n  t o  it. I remember seve ra l  
meetings with t h e  Bureau of t h e  Budget I n  which we discussed putt-ing 
toge the r  some of t h e  housekeeping agencies ,  but 1 've  never been a r e a l  
f a n  of governmental reorgantza t ion .  I don ' t  r e c a l l  whether w e  discussed 
t h i s  s u b j e c t  matter be fo re  o r  not.  Although I served on t h e  s t a f f  of t h e  
I l l i n o i s  " L i t t l e  Hoovert' Commission which presented a complete plan of 
r eo rgan iza t ion ,  my own s t u d i e s  convinced me  t h a t  i f  you reorganize  
agencies ,  you l o s e  time because func t ions  are no t  being adequately 
performed whi le  a r eo rgan iza t ion  is  being c a r r i e d  ou t ;  t h e  performance of 
s e r v i c e s  i s  l a r g e l y  a r e s u l t  of i nd iv idua l s  doing a good job, no t  t h e  



s t r u c t u r e  i n  which they work. It doesn ' t  make much d i f f e r e n c e ,  i f  you 
t ake  a p a r t i c u l a r  program, whether t h a t  program i s  administered by t h e  
Department of Community A f f a i r s  o r  t h e  Department of Natural  Resources o r  
t h e  Department of " ~ i l m ,  Flam, Flo." What counts  i s  whether ~ o u ' v e  got  
( a )  a good program and (b) good people adminis te r ing  it. Usually 
governmental r eo rgan iza t ion  plans g e t  g r e a t  headl ines  and t h e  publ ic  
loves  them and t h e  media loves  them, and when everything s e t t l e s  down, 
j u s t  a s h u f f l i n g  of bureaucrac ies  is what i t  amounts to. 

Look a t  t h e  g r e a t  reorganiza t ions  of t h e  f e d e r a l  government. Does 
anybody r e a l l y  t h i n k  t h a t  t h e  ind iv idua l  programs i n  t h e  human s e r v i c e s  
area are b e t t e r  administered by t h e  Department of Housing and Urban 
Development, o r  t h e  Department of Health,  Education, and Welfare? Well, 
they took a l o t  of small agencies  and put  them toge the r  i n  two b ig  
umbrella departments.  Is i t  workfng any b e t t e r  than  i t  d id  when we had 
them more fragmented? I don ' t  s e e  any evidence of t h a t ;  a s  a ma t t e r  of 
f a c t  I can make out  a ca se  t h a t  i t ' s  worse. 

9:  How e l s e  d id  you t r y  t o  cope wi th  t h e  r eces s ion  without  . . . 
A: Not much you can do. W e  t r i e d  t o  do a job on unemployment 
compensation which developed i n t o  one t e r r i b l e  headache, a s  I ' m  s u r e  
you 're  aware. 

Q: No, I don ' t  know about t h a t .  

A: Oh, t h a t  was a t e r r i b l e  headache. We t r i e d  t o  g e t  them t o  expedi te .  
W e  had some bad people a t  t h e  head of t h a t  agency, had t o  r ep l ace  them, 
and i t  j u s t  turned i n t o  a t o t a l  s n a r l  I n  terms of people g e t t i n g  t h e i r  
unemployment compensation when they should be. That was an outgrowth of 
t h e  recess ion ,  c e r t a i n l y .  Not one of my s t e l l a r  achievements i n  terms of 
managing s t a t e  government, and I ' m  q u i t e  f r e e  t o  poin t  out  where th ings  
went wrong there .  

On copfng wi th  t h e  recess ion ,  t h e  Accelerated Building Program i s  one 
th ing  t h a t  we've t a lked  about. Other than a r e a s  l i k e  t h a t ,  t h e r e ' s  j u s t  
n o t  much t h a t  a governor can do t o  dea l  wi th  th ings  l i k e  r eces s ion  o r  
i n f l a t i o n .  Those t h i n g s  have t o  be m e t  by t h e  f e d e r a l  government r a t h e r  
than by t h e  s t a t e  government. Take housing: realistically what can a 
governor do about housing except ,  r e a l l y ,  t a l k  about i t ?  Publ ic  housfng 
o r  what you need i n  t h a t  a rea?  It just i s n ' t  much. So, i t ' s  l i k e  the 
w a r  on crime. How can a governor wage a r e a l l y  meaningful b a t t l e  i n  t h a t  
w a r  on crime? What resources  does he have a t  h i s  d i sposa l ?  H e  j u s t  
doesn' t . 
Q: What about t h e  educa t ion  funding; i n  t h e  f a l l  of 1975, I b e l i e v e ,  was 
when t h e  General Assembly was t a l k i n g  about ove r r id ing  your v e t o  of t h e  
increase?  

A: I t h i n k  they  d id  ove r r ide  my v e t o ,  d i d n ' t  they  i n  19751 I b e l i e v e  
they did.  We c u t  educat ion a t  t h e  same time we c u t  everything else f o r  
t h a t  10 percent  l e v e l ,  and t h e  f i g u r e  n ine ty  m i l l i o n  d o l l a r s  comes t o  my 
mind of t h e  over r ide .  Wasn't t h a t  t h e  ove r r ide  se s s ion  when Mayor Daley 
came down and spoke t o  a joint: s e s s i o n  of t h e  General Assembly and Bob 
Aboud of t h e  F i r s t  Nat ional  Bank came down and de l ive red  h i s  speech. 



T o t a l l y  i r r e s p o n s i b l e ,  I thought ,  f o r  t h e  head of a  bank t o  g ive  a speech 
which s a i d ,  i n  e f f e c t ,  "disregard t h e  state's f-inances and do what 's  
r i g h t  f o r  t h e  school  kids" kind of approach. I n t e r e s t i n g l y ,  I wrote hfm 
a long letter a f t e r  t h a t  speech and s a i d ,  "Dear Bob, can you imagine what 
your board of d i r e c t o r s  would say a t  t h e  bank i f  you took t h a t  kind of a  
pos ture  wi th  r e s p e c t  t o  t h e  ope ra t ion  of your bank?" 

Q: That whole f lap  over  educat ion i n  1975, wasn't t h a t  t h e  t i m e  when you 
t r i e d  t o  go t o  t h e  ~ e o p l e  on TV t o  exp la in  t h e  c u t  and t h e  Chicago 
s t a t i o n a  wouldn't a l low i t ?  

A: I don ' t  remember t h e  t i m e  sequence bu t ,  yes ,  t h a t  d id  occur. That 
was when t h e  media around t h e  s t a t e  p e r s i s t e d  i n  saying over and over 
aga in  t h a t  I had c u t  educa t iona l  funding by 10 percent ,  g iv ing  t h e  people 
t h e  impression t h a t  t h e  amount t h a t  t h e  state was providing f o r  pub l i c  
educa t ion  w a s  10 percent  l e s s  than  i t  had been t h e  p r i o r  year.  And 
t h a t ' s  t h e  c l e a r  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  of t h a t  t h a t  most people had. That was 
t o t a l l y  untrue.  The 10 percent  was 10 percent  of f  of t h e  increased 
funding t h a t  waa i n  t h e  o r i g i n a l  budget. And so  was a reduct ion  of a 
r eques t ,  n o t  a reduct ion  of an  a c t u a l  amount of money t h a t  was funded f o r  
t h e  schools.  And so ,  we found out  t h e  depth of t h e  pub l i c  f e e l i n g  about 
t h i s  and decided t h a t  w e  would buy commercials, which was something 
unheard of in s t a t e  government; I t h i n k  i t ' s  t h e  f i r s t  time t h a t  it had 
ever  been done i n  t h e  h i s t o r y  of t h e  state. 

W e  r a i s e d  t h e  money t o  pay f o r  t h e  t e l e v i s i o n  commercials t o  exp la in  t h i s  
e r r o r  on t h e  part--or t h e  misleading s ta tements  I should say--on the  p a r t  
of t h e  media. Those commercial were run a l l  over t h e  s t a t e  except i n  
t h e  Chicago met ropol i tan  a r e a  where two-thirds of t h e  s t a t e  populat ion 
is. The d i f f e r e n c e  is t h a t  t h e  t e l e v i s i o n  s t a t i o n s  up he re  i n  t h e  
Chicago met ropol i tan  a r e a  a r e  owned by t h e  networks. But downstate 
they ' re  owned l o c a l l y  and f ranchised ,  i f  you w i l l ,  by t h e  networks. Up 
h e r e  t h e  dec i s ions  a r e  a l l  made i n  New York Ci ty  by t h e  lawyers f o r  t h e  
networks and they  adopted a very  conserva t ive  approach, and d i d n ' t  even 
r e a l l y  understand t h e  problem out h e r e  in I l l i n o i s  t h a t  we were t ry ing  t o  
d e a l  with.  And i t ' s  a governmental problem. It wasn't  a  p o l i t i c a l  
problem; i t  was a governmental problem. It w a s  having an impact on t h e  
l e g i s l a t u r e .  Anyway, we f a i l e d ;  we took i t  t o  t h e  FCC and l o s t .  I d id  
no te  a  recent  r u l i n g  by t h e  FCC t h a t  moved t h e  law more I n  our  d i r e c t i o n .  
No, i t  wasn't by t h e  FCC; i t  w a s  by t h e  c o u r t s  r eve r s ing  t h e  FCC. 

Q: Do you t h i n k  t h a t  t h a t  had an e f f e c t  . . . 
A: Oh, no ques t ion  about it. 

Q: . . . on your primary campaign? 

A: The 1976 campaign? Oh, no ques t ion  about it. Sure i t  had an  impact. 
I would hear t h a t  over and over aga in  up he re  t h a t ,  "You c u t  t h e  pub l i c  
schools." One of t h e  th ings  t h a t  was happening then  t h a t  we were aware 
o f ,  and any thought fu l  observer ,  was t h a t  enrol lment  w a s  going down 
s ta tewide ,  enrol lment  i n  t h e  publ ic  school system. The baby boom surge  
i n  publ ic  educat ion had gone through t h e  system, and i t  was apparent  t h a t  
i n  a few more yea r s  we were going t o  have t o  be c los ing  schools  because 
of declines i n  enrollment.  My argument over and over aga in  was t h a t  t h e  



people i n  pub l i c  educa t ion  ought t o  s t a r t  f ac ing  up t o  t h a t  and s t a r t  
c u t t i n g  back, which they  have now r e a l l z e d  they 've had t o  do. 

And I f i n d  i t  s i g n i f i c a n t  t h a t  t h e  same kind of a c t i o n  has  been taken 
every year  s i n c e  I w a s  governor,  with r e spec t  t o  slowing down t h e  funding 
f o r  publ ic  educat ion,  bu t  t he  f l a k  has  not  been t h e r e  and, of course,  I 
understand t h a t .  t h e  f i r s t  t i m e  i t ' s  done, t h e  f i r s t  t i m e  t h e  t rend i s  
reversed ,  t h e  con t inua l ,  every year  i nc rease ,  i nc rease ,  i nc rease ,  almost 
unl imited funding f o r  pub l i c  educat ion,  whoever does t h a t  t h e  f- i rs t  t i m e  
i s  going t o  g e t  t h e  most f l a k  and I g o t  t h e  most f l a k  f o r  it; i t ' s  
understandable.  

Q: Where's the whole problem going? It seems a s  i f  pub l i c  educat ion has 
become a bot tomless  p i t .  

A: Well, i t  i s  for a l o t  of reasons and one of t h e  reasons,  of course,  
is  t h e  educa t iona l  bureaucracy i n  t h e  b ig  c i t i e s ;  another  reason i s  t h e  
teachers '  s a l a r i e s  which have increased tremendously, and no t  without  
mer i t ,  [and a l s o ]  i nc reases  i n  s a l a r i e s  f o r  everybody e l s e  i n  t h e  school 
system. A l a r g e  p a r t  of i t  though has  been faced up t o ,  and I t h i n k  
around t h e  s t a t e  a l o t  of school  d i s t r i c t s  have c u t  back. 

I n  1972, Ogi lv ie  appointed a b lue  r ibbon commiss~on t o  s tudy  publ ic  
education. It made a l o t  of recommendations as t o  how t o  save  money. 
Most of them were ignored by t h e  Chicago Board of Education. In  1975, 
wasn't  it, I appointed a t a s k  f o r c e  headed up by B i l l y  Singer  t o  go a f t e r  
t h e  Chicago Board of Education. And they came i n  with a l o t  of 
recommendations, most of which were ignored by t h e  Board of Education. 
You w i l l  f i n d  when i t  f i n a l l y  h i t  t he  f an  r e c e n t l y  and t h e  system almost 
co l lapsed  and J e r r y  Van Gorkum went Iln t h e r e  t h e  last couple of yea r s ,  
and they sa id  e x a c t l y  t h e  same th ing  a l l  over aga in  a s  though they  had 
rediscovered t h e  wheel. 

Q: So t h e r e  i s n ' t  any . . . you don' t  see any immediate so lu t ion?  

A: They have s t a r t e d  making some of the  changes, and very  good f r i e n d s  
of mine l i k e  Jack  Fos ter ,  who w a s  chairman of t h e  C i v i l  Serv ice  
Commission while  I was governor,  a long-time f r i e n d  of mine and a r e a l  
expe r t  i n  organiza t ion ,  i s  on the  school board now. P h i l  L i f s c h u l t z  was 
another  execut ive  a t  Montgomery Ward who i s  providing some very  good 
f i n a n c i a l  advice  t o  t h e  board of education. So some changes, yes ,  a r e  
f i n a l l y  being made. They're long, long, long overdue. 

Q: It's hard t o  t h i n k  of you a s  a p a r t  of a s l a t e  bu t  you were t h a t  i n  
1975. How d id  t h a t  independent slate, how w a s  t h a t  c r ea t ed?  

A: Fast .  

Q: How do you go about doing t h a t ?  

A: Talking t o  people and encouraging them t o  run. 

Q: Were there many people who wanted t o  be a p a r t  of t h a t ,  was i t  hard 
t o  f i n d  people w i l l i n g  t o  run? 



A: Some of t h e  o f f i c e s ,  a s  I r e c a l l ,  i t  was hard. On t h e  o t h e r  hand, 
f o r  o t h e r s ,  t h e r e  w a s ,  you know, an  ind iv idua l  you knew w a s  good. 

What about Roland Burris? 

I don ' t  r e c a l l  whether i t  was hard t o  persuade him. 

How d id  you come ac ros s  Joanne Alter t o  run  f o r  l i e u t e n a n t  governor? 

I ' v e  known Joanne f o r  a long t i m e .  

Did she come t o  you o r  d id  you go t o  h e r  and a sk  h e r  t o  run? 

I have no idea.  Maybe Joanne would remember t h a t  b e t t e r  than I. 

How about S t a c k l e r  f o r  a t t o r n e y  general?  

My common sense  te l ls  m e ,  although I don' t  have a s p e c i f i c  
r e c o l l e c t i o n ,  t h a t  he was asked t o  run. Didn ' t  Joanne announce t h a t  she  
was i n t e r e s t e d  i n  running f o r  o f f i c e ?  I don ' t  know. I j u s t  c a n ' t  
remember. This  was i n  19741 

Q: Nineteen seventy-five. December of 1975 when you announced t h a t  you 
were running. 

A: Oh yes. But d i d n ' t  we have some tha t  ran  i n  1974 f o r  s ta tewide  
o f f  ices? 

Q: I don' t know; I don ' t  t h i n k  so. 

A: I t h i n k  w e  d id .  We had t h e  off-year e l e c t i o n s .  Didn't  we support  
some s t a t ewide  candida tes  o r  was t h a t  only i n  1976? 

Q: I t h i n k  j u s t  1976. Nineteen seventy-four w a s  when you were t r a v e l i n g  
a l l  over.  

A: But, you know, some s t a t e  o f f i c e s  w e r e  up then. Well, I j u s t  don ' t  
remember. Anyway, w e  f e l t ,  with r e spec t  t o  those  t h a t  we asked, I ' m  
s u r e ,  t h a t  i t  would be a  good idea  t o  f i e l d  a  t i c k e t .  You n o t i c e  I don ' t  
u se  t h e  word "slate." "Slate" has  a t echn ica l  kind of meaning. "Slate" 
i s  what the machine does,  and " t i cke t "  i s  somethhg e n t i r e l y  d i f f e r e n t .  
A t  least i n  my mind t h e r e  i s  a s u b s t a n t i a l  shade of d i f f e r e n c e  between 
t h e  two. 

Q: S l a t i n g  i s  . . . 
A: S l a t i n g  is  a whole process.  It's a process  whereby you have people 
came i n  and they w i l l  have t o  go through c e r t a i n  procedures,  make c e r t a i n  
commitments, g ive  l o y a l t y  oaths--all  t h a t  kind of thing--promise t h a t  
they w i l l  no t  run  i f  they a r e  not  s l a t e d ,  i f  you w i l l .  That word s l a t e  
h a s  come, t o  m e  a t  least and I t h i n k  t o  thoughful obsenrers  of t he  
I l l i n o i s  p o l i t i c a l  system, t o  mean a l l  of slatemaking. Everything t h a t  
goes with it. In almost every s t a t e  i n  t h e  union you have t h e  process  of 
p u t t i n g  toge the r  t i c k e t s ,  where t h e  incumbent o r  some o t h e r  group w i l l  
put  t oge the r  a group of people who w i l l  run e i t h e r  very  cohesively o r  



context  of t h e  t o t a l  p o l i t i c a l  

it of specula  

l oose ly  a s  a t i c k e t .  And those a r e  two e n t i r e l y  d i f f e r e n t  concepts. 
That 's  why, t o  me,  t hose  t w o  words do n o t  have t h e  same meaning. 
Although i t ' s  been pointed out  i n  t he  p re s s ,  some of t h i s  is  semantics,  
"Well, what 's  with Walker c r i t i c i z i n g  slatemaking when he put toge ther  
h i s  own s l a t e , "  you know. There 's  some v a l l d i t y  t o  t h a t ,  bu t  i n  t h e  

s t r u c t u r e ,  t h e r e ' s  a d i f f e r e n c e  t o  me. 

Tape 6,  Side 2 

Q: There w a s  a l o  t i o n  i n  t h e  p r e s s  during t h a t  summer and 
f a l l  of 1975 t h a t  you might no t  run f o r  r e e l e c t i o n .  That you might run  
Tor pres ident .  T e l l  m e  how s e r i o u s  t h a t  was. 

A: It was ser ious .  We--by we I mean myself and my advisors--had given 
s e r i o u s  cons ide ra t ion  i n  t h e  f a l l  of 1975 t o  t h e  p r e s i d e n t i a l  campaign of 
1976. And a t  one po in t  Dave Green s e r i o u s l y  proposed a t  one of t h e s e  
meetings t h a t  I should no t  run  f o r  r e e l e c t i o n  a s  governor,  bu t  r a t h e r  
that. I should go t o  New Hampsh-Lre and d e c l a r e  my candidacy f o r  t h e  
presidency. That proposal  w a s  discussed a t  g r e a t  l eng th  and we f i n a l l y  
r e j e c t e d  it. We decided t h a t  I would run aga in  f o r  governor,  and i f  i t  
was s t i l l  poss ib l e ,  a l though we r e a l l y  d i d n ' t  t h ink  i t  would be, 
cons ide ra t ion  could be given, i f  I won t h e  primary, t o  going i n t o  t h e  
la te  p r e s i d e n t i a l  pr imaries .  But we recognized t h a t  would be awful ly 
l a t e  and very  un l ike ly .  In t h e  summer of 1975, independently of t h e  
presidency and having nothing t o  do wi th  t h a t ,  I gave very  s e r i o u s  
cons ide ra t ion  t o  no t  running aga in  f o r  governor a t  a l l .  

Q: That ' s  what I was going t o  ask. T e l l  m e  about t h a t .  

A: Well, I w a s  turned o f f .  I w a s  turned off by a l o t  of t h ings  t h a t  had 
happened, and I guess  I was t i r e d .  I know I was t i r e d .  I was r e a l l y  
s i c k  and t i r e d  of picking up t h e  newspaper every morning and see ing  
carp ing  about t h i s  and carp ing  about t h a t  and so I j u s t  s a i d  t o  my top  
people, "1've j u s t  had enough of th i s . "  And they  t a lked  me out  of it. 

Q: Was i t  j u s t  a low po in t  t h a t  you reached? Did you . . . 
A: D i s p i r i t e d ,  t o t a l l y  d i s p i r i t e d .  

Q: . . . d i d  your enthusiasm come back? 

A: Yes, I was having m a r i t a l  problems too. 

Q: That campaign i n  1976 w i t h  Howlett, who apparent ly  d i d n ' t  ever want 
t o  run aga ins t  you, had t o  have been a d i f f i c u l t  one because he wouldn't 
deba te  and he wouldn't d e a l  w i th  t h e  i s s u e s ,  and you couldn' t g e t  ahold 
of him t o  campaign. T e l l  me  about t h i s .  

A: It was a very hard campaign. Well, I wasn't--for reasons aga in  I 
don ' t  f u l l y  understand except being t i r e d  o r  whatever a f t e r  four  years  of 
what seemed l i k e  cons tan t  fighting--as much a s  I s t i l l  be l i eve  pushed 
upon m e  as I pushed upon o t h e r  people. Not more. But i t ' s  hard f o r  m e  
t o  w a l u a t e  t h a t .  In any event ,  I was t i r e d  when t h a t  campaign s t a r t e d  



and i t  go t  worse as i t  went on. And t h e  weather was bad. The 
campaigning was d i f f i c u l t  from t h e  s tandpoin t  t h a t  you mentioned. And i t  
became apparent  a  number of t h ings  happened t h a t  had an impact on t h e  
outcome of t h a t  primary t h a t  were not  s a t i s f a c t o r y .  

Our o rgan iza t iona l  e f f o r t s  were not  t h a t  good; I t h i n k  we've covered t h i s  
before.  The s p i r i t  w a s  no t  t h e r e  on t h e  p a r t  of t h e  volunteers .  
Probably some of t h a t  my f a u l t ,  some of i t ,  aga in ,  t i r e d n e s s ,  e tc . ;  some 
burnout. The te lev-is ion commercials were no t  good, i n  my opinion a t  t h e  
t ime, and we've specula ted  a l o t  s i n c e  then  as t o  why t h a t  turned out .  
Anyway they  d id  n o t  have t h e  impact t h a t  they should have. There was t h e  
problem of dea l ing  wi th  Mike Howlett. 

But I s t i l l  thought I w a s  going t o  win. I r e a l l y  did.  I w a s  r e a l l y  
su rp r i s ed  a t  t h e  outcome. I d i d n ' t  r e a l l y  expect i t .  And what happened 
obviously was t h a t ,  a l though we c a r r i e d  downstate over e igh ty  coun t i e s ,  
almost 70 percent  of t h e  vo te ,  t h e  percentage spread i n  many high 
populace coun t i e s  was not  g r e a t  enough. I n  o t h e r  words, w e  d i d n ' t  g e t  
enough of our  people out  t o  b u i l d  up huge margins as we  d id  i n  1972 i n  
p a r t i c u l a r  areas. And then  i n  t h e  Chicago a r e a  our v o t e r s  j u s t  d i d n ' t  
come out  and Daley got  h i s  v o t e r s  ou t ,  and t h a t  w a s  t h e  b a l l  game. 

Q: Did t h e  numbers show, do you remember, whether i t  was more a  ques t ion  
of h i s  g e t t i n g  out  v o t e r s  he hadn' t  g o t t e n  out  i n  1972 . . . 

I A: Oh, no ques t ion  about t h a t .  

I Q: . . . o r  was i t  more your people no t  g e t t i n g  out?  

A: Oh, I t h i n k  it was more of t h e  former. For t h e  f i r s t  t i m e  t h a t  we 
could r e c a l l ,  Daley had workers out  i n  t h e  Cook county suburbs t h a t  he 
s e n t  out  from t h e  wards i n  Chicago t o  g e t  ou t  t h e r e  t o  do t h e  get-out- 
the-vote b i t .  But don ' t  put a l l  t h i s  down t o  j u s t  organization. It a l s o  
w a s  t h a t  whi le  I had support  ou t  t h e r e  on t h e  p a r t  of people who would 
have voted f o r  me, i f  they  had come t o  t h e  p o l l s ,  t h e  p l a i n  f a c t  of t h e  
matter is t h a t  I hadn ' t  turned them on enough t o  g e t  them exc i t ed  enough 
t o  want t o  go out .  So i n  p a r t  I t ' s  a r e f l e c t i o n  on me.  Like educat ion 
f o r  example, somebody who i f  he'd come t o  t h e  p o l l s  would have s a i d ,  
"Well, I don ' t  l i k e  what he d id  on educat ion but  on balance,  I l i k e  him 
b e t t e r  t han  Howlett s o  I' 11 give  him a vote." That person j u s t  s tayed 
home. And then  t h e r e  were o t h e r  f a c t o r s  i n  t h a t  primary too  t h a t  were 
very  unfor tuna te .  

The a r e a  where I s u f f e r e d  t h e  most w a s  t h e  southwest s i d e  of Chicago. 
And while  you w i l l  hear  over and over aga in ,  which I don' t  g r e a t l y  
believe--have I touched on t h i s  before?--that i t  was Republican crossover  
v o t e s  t h a t  enabled me  t o  win i n  1972. There was some of t h a t ,  but  i t  
c e r t a i n l y  wasn't  determinat ive.  There s u r e  was a  Republican crossover  
vo te  f o r  Howlett i n  1976 i n  t h e  southwest s i d e  of t h e  c i t y  of Chicago i n  
heavi ly  Cathol ic  Republican wards. 

Q: Because he was Cathol ic  o r  because of abo r t ion  i s s u e s  and t h a t  s o r t  
of th ing?  



A: Well those  two go toge ther .  

Q: Well, but  they  could have voted f o r  him simply because he w a s  
Cathol ic .  

A: Oh, su re ,  sure .  But you know, both,  l e t  me put  i t  t h a t  way. I 
mention both p a r t i c u l a r l y  because I know i n  my former wi fe ' s  own church 
up i n  Dee r f i e ld  and i n  o t h e r  Cathol ic  churches throughout t he  
met ropol i tan  area, not  a l l ,  t h e  min i s t e r  permit ted t h e  Right t o  L i f e  
people t o  pass  out  l i t t l e  green p ieces  of paper saying,  "Vote f o r  Howlett 
over Walker because of t h e  abo r t ion  issue, ' '  a l though a c t u a l l y  t h e r e  
wasn't  any d i f f e r e n c e  a t  a l l  between Howlett 's  p o s i t i o n  on abor t ion  and 
my position--exactly t h e  same, word f o r  word p r a c t i c a l l y ,  and y e t  t h e  
Right t o  L i f e  people passed these  out  and t h e  church le t  them be passed 
out.  We d i d n ' t  l e a r n  of t h a t  u n t i l  too  late. It w a s  on t h e  Sunday 
be fo re  t h e  e l e c t i o n  on Tuesday, and by t h e  time we learned of i t  on 
Sunday af te rnoon it was too  l a t e  t o  do anything about it. I ' m  no t  saying 
i t  w a s  de te rmina t ive ,  bu t  i t  w a s  c e r t a i n l y  a s u b s t a n t i a l  f a c t o r  i n  a l o t  
of heavi ly  Cathol ic  a reas .  

Q: Were t h e r e  o t h e r  f a c t o r s  bes ides  t h e  educat ion thing? 

A: Oh sure .  Education, abo r t ion ,  and undoubtedly my f a u l t ,  I f  you w i l l ,  
t h e  genera l  media image of m e  a s  f i g h t i n g  a l l  t h e  time-people t i r e d  of 
f i g h t s  and t h a t  kind of thing.  Sure,  a l l  of t h e s e  th ings  had an impact, 
no quea t ion  about it. And I ' m  no t  a t  a l l  saying t h a t  they  weren ' t ,  many 
of them, my f a u l t ;  some of them - no t  my f a u l t  l i k e  t h i s  abo r t ion  th ing .  
I t 's  r id i cu lous .  And t h e  educat ion th ing  I d o n ' t  t h i n k  my f a u l t ,  bu t  
o t h e r  t h ings ,  su re ,  I d i d  some wrong th ings  i n  t h e  sense of mistakes,  
t h a t  i f  I ' d  had i t  t o  do over aga in  I might have been a b l e  t o  r epa i r .  
So, I have t o  blame myself a cons iderable  p a r t  f o r  t h a t  defea t .  I 
c e r t a i n l y  don ' t  blame i t  on t h e  media. 

Q: But you say t h a t  you r e a l l y  bel ieved you were going t o  win. I assume 
t h a t  i f  you had be l ieved  t h a t  i t  was ques t ionable ,  you would have done 
something e l s e ,  o t h e r  t h ings ,  t o  keep from los ing .  

A: Well, by t h e  t i m e  you 're  i n t o  a campaign i n  terms of t h e  k inds  of 
t h ings  t h a t  I ' m  t a l k i n g  about--that 's  t h e  whole four-year sweep as being 
governor--you c a n ' t  r eve r se  a l l  of t h a t ,  so  t h e r e ' s  no t  much you can do 
a t  t h a t  point.  Sure,  t h e  commercials 'could have been b e t t e r ,  but by then 
t h e  d i e  had been cast. Daley made up h i s  mind he was going t o  g e t m e ,  
and p o l i t i c a l  people i n  t h e  machine had t o l d  me t h a t  they 'd never seen 
Daley go so a l l  out. " G e t  him, get  him, g e t  him" were Daley's 
i n s t r u c t i o n s  t o  t h e  p rec inc t  cap ta ins .  "If you have t o  g ive  away a v o t e  
f o r  any o t h e r  o f f i c e ,  you g ive  i t  away, bu t  d e f e a t  Walker." That w a s  
Daley's message. 

Q: I f  Vic had been on t h e  ou t s ide  a t  t h a t  po in t  during t h a t  campaign, do 
you t h i n k  t h e  o rgan iza t ion  would have been s t rong  enough fo r  you t o  win? 

A: No, I don ' t  t h i n k  i t  would have been. 



Q: It wouldn't have made t h a t  much di f ference?  

A: No, no. I don ' t  t h ink  so ,  does Vic? 

Q: I don ' t  know. I don ' t  (laughs) . . . 
A: I thought maybe you asked him. I don't  ever r e c a l l  asking t h a t  
question. 

Q: No, I j u s t  wondered because you have made it c l e a r  t h a t  he was r e a l l y  
t h e  dr iv ing fo rce  i n  t h a t  1972 campaign. 

A: But remember t h a t  even i n  1972 t h e  ex ten t  of our organizat ion i n  the 
c i t y  of Chicago was not  a s  g rea t  as we hoped i t  would be, If you want t o  
look a t  the  suburbs, t h a t ' s  where we should be point ing t o  here. Our 
organiza t ional  e f f o r t  was not a s  good i n  1976 as it was i n  1972, I think,  
f o r  the  reasons I gave. But, no, I don' t  th ink  Vic could have turned i t  
around. 

Q: Bob Weidrich of the  Tribune sa id  t h a t  primary between you and Howlett 
was the d i r t i e s t  campaign i n  I l l i n o i s  h i s to ry .  

A: One of the poorest observers on the  p o l i t i c a l  scene is  Bob Weidrich. 
That 's nonsense and I t r u s t  you r e a l i z e  tha t .  Compared t o  an ordinary 
toughly waged p o l i t i c a l  campaign . . . no di f ference .  I heard him use 
t h a t  word "dir ty" and I never saw anything t o  back i t  up. What was d i r t y  
about i t ?  

Q: I don' t know; I thought you might know. (laughs) 

A: Well, t h a t  was a hypothet ica l  question. 

Q: Well, I assume h e ' s  t a lk ing  about your a t t a c k s  on Howlett because of 
t h e  Sun Stee l .  . . . 
A: Legitimate c r i t i c i s m ,  i n  my opinion. 

Q: . . . and the  home i n  Ind-iana and racet rack stock. 

A: I t h i n k  those a r e  a l l  l eg i t ima te  i ssues .  I don' t  understand why 
t h a t ' s  d i r t y .  

Q: Did you th ink Howlett fought d i r t y  i n  t h a t  one? 

A: Only twice, only twice. There was something I would never do; he 
used some very bad language, t e r r i b l e  language, c a l l i n g  me a son of a 
b i t ch  and t h a t  kind of thing. 

Q: In public? 

A: Yes. I t h ink  t h a t  is  gotug beyond the  pale. Thought, sure ,  t h a t ' s  - 
okay. I mean, gee whiz, he was tough with me and I was tough with him. 
I s e e  nothing wrong with t h a t ,  absolute ly  nothing. I can r e c a l l  some-- 
well, you're too young t o  remember t h e  Humphrey/Kennedy primary campaign 
i n  1960. Very tough i n  West Virginia and Wisconsin, extremely tough. 



I don ' t  t h i n k  t h a t  was a d i r t y  campaign. I d o n ' t  t h i n k  i t  was d i r t y  on 
Mike's p a r t ,  A couple of t imes he s l ipped .  I don' t  t h i n k  i t  had any 
e f f e c t  on the  campaign. 

Q: You t o l d  m e  t h a t  i t  d i d n ' t  t ake  you very  long t o  a d j u s t  t o  being 
governor. How long d i d  i t  t ake  you t o  make t h e  adjustment a f t e r  l o s ing  
t h e  primary? 

A: ( laughs)  I j u s t  g o t  a l e t t e r  from one of my sons t h t s  week i n  which 
he  s a i d  I never  d id .  

Q: Oh ( laughs) .  He's heard about t h e  new p o s s i b i l i t y ? *  

A: Y e s ,  i t ' s  a very  f a s c i n a t i n g  l e t t e r .  He has a remarkable way with 
words, t h a t  son of mine does. Do you want me t o  read po r t ions  of i t  f o r  
you? 

Q: Sure, sure .  

A: You' l l  f i n d  it,  I t h i n k  . . . I loved it. H e  hasn ' t  w r i t t e n  me, i n  
some time f o r  a v a r i e t y  of reasons. H e  wrote: ''MY f i r s t  words t o  paper 
so  t o  speak began with t h e  premise t h a t  you needed a new p r o j e c t ,  a new 
goa l ,  l i k e  r e e n l i s t i n g  i n  t h e  United S t a t e s  Navy and a t tempt ing  t o  become 
t h e  o l d e s t  admiral  ever.  Something t h a t  would occupy you f o r  years  t o  
come. Something t h a t  would make you dr iven  insane  wi th  monomania as t h e  
navy i s  wont t o  do. A s  t h e  d r a f t s  were completed, I abandoned t h e  navy 
no t ion  and a f t e r  g r e a t  d i f f i c u l t y  and ex tens ive  d i scuss ions  wi th  God, I 
concluded what you needed t o  do was something t o  g e t  you out  of t h e  
house. Af te r  a l l ,  Roberta is  awful ly t i r e d  of you hanging around. It's 
tacky you know and bes ides  a body needs some t ime alone.  So, I came up 
with t h i s  marvelously cons t ruc ted  plan t o  run you f o r  a p o l i t i c a l  o f f i c e ,  
l i k e  maybe governor." Is t h a t  too  much t o  put  i n t o  t h i s ?  

Q: No, I t h i n k  i t ' s  marvelous. 

A: (cont inuing  t o  read from l e t t e r )  "So, yes. I s t and  100 percent  
behind your dec i s ion  t o  seek t h e  governorship. I be l i eve  you need t o  
chase i t ,  t h a t  e l u s i v e  something out  t h e r e  which has  been lacking  from 
your l i f e  f o r  s e v e r a l  years.  It i s n ' t  marital bl-Lss. It r e a l l y  i s n ' t  
even power. Perhaps i t  could be summarized as  part ic ipat ion. ' '  

Q: That's wonderful. 

A: I s n ' t  t h a t  amazing. 

Q: Yes. Now which son is  t h i s ?  

A: Charles.  

Q: It s u r p r i s e s  me  t h a t  he says h e ' s  never seen you contemplat ive,  
because he was with you through t h e  "Walk." ( r e f e r r i n g  t o  another  
po r t ion  of t h e  l e t t e r )  

*Walkerv s 1981 campaign f o r  t h e  Democratic nomination f o r  governor. 



A: Y e s ,  and t h a t ' s  one of t h e  th ings  I want t o  say  t o  him, amongst o the r  
things.  J u s t  because I read i t  ( h i s  l e t t e r )  doesn ' t  mean I agree  with i t  
a l l .  I was contemplat ive on l a r g e  po r t ions  of t h e  "Walk" and i t  gave m e  
a r e a l  oppor tuni ty  t o  acqu i r e  some perspec t ive ,  which 1 ' m  s u r e  he w i l l  
admit when he th inks  about it. But o t h e r  than  t h a t  i n t e r l u d e ,  h e ' s  
r i g h t .  I ' v e  never been one t o  sit back and contemplate my navel ;  1 ' v e  
always been d r i v i n g ,  d r i v i n g ,  d r iv ing .  And h e ' s  r i g h t  t oo  t h a t  I need 
something now. I r e a l l y  have been kind of bored. I need something t o  
do. 

Q: So, back t o  my o r i g i n a l  quest ion.  You n w e r  r e a l l y  g o t  used t o  no t  
being governor. 

A: That I t h i n k  i s  t r u e ;  yes ,  I t h i n k  t h a t ' s  t u re .  I ' m  t o l d  by some of 
my contemporaries i n  pub l i c  l i f e  t h a t  i t  t akes  f i v e  years .  Don't ask  me 
why but  I ' v e  had a number of people come up wi th  t h a t  per iod of time, 
f i v e  years .  

Q: It t a k e s  f i v e  years t o  g e t  used t o  i t ?  

A: Ta g e t  used t o  being out of it. 

Q: 1t's been f i v e  years .  ( laughs)  

A: I don ' t  know what t h a t  proves. ( laughs)  

Q: You mentioned one t i m e  t h a t  you thought t h a t  t h a t  nine-month period 
a f t e r  t h e  primary and before  you l e f t  o f f i c e  would be a good t i m e ,  and 
then  you became ill. I wasn't  aware of t h a t .  Tell m e  what happened. 

A: Yes, a f t e r  t h e  primary--that was i n  March--I had some phys ica l  
problems and then  t h e  doc tor  t o l d  m e  t h a t  I had t o  have a ga l lb l adde r  
opera t ion .  I remember i t  was Charles graduat ing from Brown Univers i ty ;  I 
went t o  h i s  graduat ion  i n  e a r l y  June, came back, went I n t o  t h e  h o s p i t a l  
and had t h e  ope ra t ion  . . . l o t s  of complicat ions,  and I don ' t  t h ink  I 
went back t o  work u n t i l  almost September. It w a s  a long period of time. 
Then t h e r e  was a s p e c i a l  s e s s ion  of t h e  General Assembly, I t h i n k  i n  
September o r  October,  and by then i t  w a s  almost over. So I d i d n ' t  get  
t h a t  n ine  months t h a t  I wanted. 

Q: I n  October, Daley was quoted a s  saying t h a t  he would support  you i n  a 
Senate r a c e  a g a i n s t  Percy. Why d id  he say t h a t ,  do you know? 

A: To g e t  m e  ou t  of t h e  governor 's o f f i ce .  

Q: But you were out.  That was October of 1976. you'd a l r eady  been 
defea ted  i n  t h e  primary. 

A: Oh, I ' m  s o r r y ,  I thought t h a t  was October 1975 you were t a l k i n g  
about. Nineteen seventy-six? I j u s t  don ' t  remember i t ;  I r e a l l y  don ' t  
remember t h a t .  

Q: Would you have considered t h a t ,  running f o r  t h e  Senate? 



A: I d id  cons ider  it. 

Q: And what happened? 

A: I decided I d i d n ' t  want t o  do it. It was a t i m e  of d i f f i c u l t  m a r i t a l  
problems; I had no d e s i r e  t o  be a United S t a t e s  s ena to r  and t h a t  doesn ' t  
put down t h e  o f f i c e  a t  a l l .  I j u s t  am not  a l e g i s l a t i v e  type. It's 
g r e a t  being a sena to r  f o r  some people but  no t  f o r  me;  r e l a t e d  t o  t h a t ,  I 
d id  not  l i k e  t h e  i d e a  of running back and f o r t h  on t h e  a i r p l a n e  t o  
Washington, between Washington and I l l i n o i s .  I h a t e  f l y i n g  with a 
passion. That had been a very  d i f f i c u l t  year  becauae of t h e  i l l n e s s  and 
t h e  primary and every th ing  and I j u s t  s a i d ,  " I ' m  going t o  g e t  away from 
i t  a l l . "  I d o n ' t  know what would have happened i f  I ' d  run,  I r e a l l y  
don ' t .  Anyway, I d i d n ' t  f o r  t h e  reasons  I gave. 

Q: How much did you p a r t i c i p a t e  i n  t h e  campaign a f t e r  you l o s t  i n  t h e  
primary? 

A: A cons ide rab le  amount, as I r e c a l l .  Mostly for--in the f a l l  now 
a f t e r  I got  over t h e  operation--for i nd iv idua l  candida tes  f o r  t h e  
l e g i s l a t u r e  and f o r  Jimmy Carter and c e r t a i n l y  some f o r  Mike Howlett, 
a l though i t  was apparent  by then  t h a t  it was a l o s t  cause. I supported 
Jimmy-when w a s  i t ?  It was w e l l  be fo re  t h e  convention and wel l  be fo re  
t h e  time when Daley came out  f o r  Jimmy Carter, I announced my support  f o r  
him. That had t o  be i n  something l i k e  Apr l l ,  May, somewhere along i n  
t h e r e  of 1976. 

Q: I want t o  go back a minute; when you were th inking  of running f o r  
p re s iden t ,  Jimmy Car t e r  had a l r eady  announced, I mean everybody knew he 
was a candida te  a t  t h a t  po in t ,  d i d n ' t  they? And you had known him as a 
governor . . . 
A: I t h i n k s o .  

Q: . . . wasn't he s t i l l  governor when you f i r s t  came in?  

A: Y e s ,  yes he was. 

Q: Did your d e c i s i o n  n o t  t o  run f o r  p re s iden t  have anything t o  do with 
your knowledge t h a t  he was a candidate? 

A: Not a t  a l l ,  nothing.  

Q: You r e a l l y  weren ' t  t h a t  aware of him? 

A: Nobody gave him a chance. 

Q: Were you as succes s fu l  i n  1976 i n  e l e c t i n g  Democrats a s  you had been 
i n  1974? 

A: Oh, a b s o l u t e l y  n o t  because i n  1976 w e  had t h e  whole debacle  of t h e  
state ticket. With Thompson j u s t  overwhelming Howlett. And t h a t  debac le  
of t h e  state t i c k e t ,  i t  h u r t  Democrats a l l  over t he  state. I had warned 
Daley, as a matter of f a c t ,  i n  1975 i n  a meeting; I had pointed out  t h e  
consequences: I f  we had a primary f i g h t  and I l o s t  t h e  primary f i g h t ,  



and i f  t h e  Democrat running aga ins t  m e  l o s t  t he  genera l  e l e c t i o n ,  we 
s tood a very  r e a l  chance of l o s ing  one o r  both houses of t h e  General 
Assembly and, wl th  reapportionment coming up, i t  could t ake  a long time 
f o r  t h e  Democratic pa r ty  t o  came back from t h a t  kind of a series of 
events .  And a c t u a l l y  h i s t o r y  turned out t h a t  way i n  g r e a t  p a r t .  But, 
you h o w ,  p a r t  of t h a t  i s  our own f a u l t  t oo  because we wanted a primary 
con te s t .  I dared Daley t o  run  somebody a g a i n s t  me. Actua l ly  dared him. 

Q: Would i t  have gone d i f f e r e n t l y  had he run anyone e l s e ?  

A: Well, au re  i t  would have gone d i f f e r e n t l y .  What would have made t h e  
d i f f e r e n c e ,  I c a n ' t  t e l l  you, but  no ques t ion  about t h e  f a c t  t h a t  Mike 
Howlett, g iven  h i s  p o s i t i o n  f n  t h e  pa r ty ,  a t t r a c t e d  tremendous support  
from t h e  pa r ty  r e g u l a r s  i n  Cook County who were l ed  on by Daley t o  j u s t  
do me in .  

Q: Was i t  a personal  disappointment t o  l o s e  t o  Mike Howlett? 

A: A personal  disappointment? 

Q: Yes. 

A: I wouldn't  say  " to  l o s e  t o  Mike Howlett" b ecause  I nev con 
t h a t  I l o s t  t o  f i k e  Howlett. I l o s t  t o  Richard J. Daley; I didn 
t o  Howlett. 

.sidered 

.' t l o s e  

Q: You considered Daley more the  adversary . . . 
A: Absolutely.  The system embodied i n  Richard J. Daley. And Jane  Byrne 
s a i d  when I s a w  h e r  yes te rday ,  "Nobody has  any idea  how many problems 
came out  of t h e  woodwork." This  is  t h e  c i t y  t h a t  works. Nonsense, t h i s  
was t h e  c i t y  t h a t  works. It worked by p l a s t e r i n g  w e r  a l l  of t h e  major 
problems and they a l l  came out  and heaped a l l  over h e r ,  and s h e ' s  had 
them. Transpor ta t ion ,  schools ,  O'Hare Airpor t ,  t h e  highway system: you 
name it and s h e ' s  go t  it. The whole i n t r a s t r u c t u r e  of Chicago. It 's 
l i k e  having an  automobile t h a t  you haven ' t  had r e a l l y  repa i red  i n s i d e  but  
have fixed up on t h e  o u t s i d e  f o r  a period of t e n  yea r s ,  and a l l  of a 
sudden t h e  damn th ing  f a l l s  a p a r t  because you haven ' t  spent  t h e  money t o  
t ake  c a r e  of t h e  ins fde .  And t h a t ' s  what 's  happened t o  Chicago. 

Q: What about t h e  t r a n s i t i o n ?  I know t h a t  t h e  t r a n s i t i o n  from Ogflvie  
t o  your admin i s t r a t i on  w a s  no t  a p a r t i c u l a r l y  easy time. 

A: Correct.  

Q: What happened when . . . 
A: I th ink ,  as f a r  a s  I know, we had a good t r a n s i t i o n .  I c e r t a i n l y  
worked a t  making i t  good. 

Q: Is t h a t  r e a l l y  a s i g n i f i c a n t  per iod of time? Are yau r e a l l y  a b l e  t o  
g e t  anything from i t  as someone new comlng i n ?  

A: Oh sure.  I t h i n k  i t ' s  p a r t i c u l a r l y  important i n  pu t t i ng  toge the r  t h e  
f i r s t  budget. If you g e t  i n t o  t h a t  e a r l y  enough a f t e r  t h e  November 



e l e c t i o n  you can have more of an impact than i f  you have t o  w a i t  u n t i l  
January t o  g e t  in .  That three-month period t h e r e  o r  twomonth, I should 
say,  i s  very ,  very ,  c r i t i c a l .  And I d i d n ' t  have t h a t  much. I t r i e d  t o  
g ive  t h a t  time t o  Thompson and I th ink  i t  d id  make a d i f f e r ence .  

Q: What 1s your r e l a t i o n s h i p  l i k e  wi th  Thompson? 

A: Oh f r i e n d l y ,  I presume. We were very  f r i e n d l y  . . . back when I was 
e l e c t e d ,  I remember meeting wi th  him when he was United S t a t e s  a t t o r n e y  
and w e  s a i d  we would coopera te  on ma t t e r s  involv ing  l a w  enforcement, and 
we d id .  1, of course,  d id  not  l i k e  h i s  con t inua l  r e f e rences  t o  near  
bankruptcy when he took over ,  which was nonsense, and h i s  e f f o r t  t o  t ake  
t h e  problems of t h e  e a r l y  days of admin i s t r a t i on  and every time something 
would come up j u s t  say ,  "It's no t  my f a u l t ;  i t  was Walker's f a u l t , "  you 
know. "He l e f t  m e  wi th  t h i s , "  l i k e  t h e  p r i son  system, f o r  example. I 
t r i e d  very  hard i n  t h e  f i r s t  year  a s  governor no t  t o  do t h a t  t o  Ogilvie .  
I t h i n k  I succeeded i n  accomplishing i t  a b i t  d i f f e r e n t l y .  I ' l l  have 
some fun with him (Thompson) next  year  though if I run a g a i n s t  him. 

Q: What about t h e  day Thompson was inaugurated? Do you remember t h a t ?  
What were you f e e l i n g ?  

A: Well, I t h i n k  t h a t  i t ' s  a d i f f i c u l t  day. It was a d i f f i c u l t  day f o r  
Ogi lv ie ,  d i f f i c u l t  day f o r  me. Mostly you j u s t  put your mind t o  it and 
go through t h e  day. It's no t  a happy day, no ques t ion  about i t ,  because 
t h e  c u r t a i n  is  coming down r i g h t  t h e r e  before  your eyes on one of t h e  
g r e a t e s t  experiences of your l i f e ,  so  you can ' t  e x a c t l y  f e e l  happy about 
it. The day go t  over.  

Q: Did you ever  t h i n k  t h a t  day t h a t  you might ever  recons ider  and run  
again? 

A: No, no. 

Q: It w a s  j u s t  over.  

A: Over. The chap te r  was ended and a s  I sa id  many a t i m e  t h e r e a f t e r ,  I 
climbed t h a t  mountain. I don ' t  have t o  climb i t  again. And he re  I a m  
s t a r t i n g  out  again.  ( l augh te r )  

Q: ( l aughs)  Oh w e l l ,  i t ' s  been f i v e  years .  

A: Well, I t h i n k  f i v e  years ,  and I t h i n k  a l s o  I made some bad mistakes 
i n  terms of s t r u c t u r i n g  my l i f e ,  i n  t h e  p ro fe s s iona l  l i f e  a f t e r  I l e f t  
t h e  governor 's  o f f i c e .  I f  I had i t  t o  do over aga in ,  I c e r t a i n l y  would 
have done i t  d i f f e r e n t l y .  

Q: For example. 

A: Well I should have done b e t t e r  planning as t o  what I w a s  going t o  do 
a f t e r  I l e f t  o f f i c e .  I assumed t h a t  I could go out  and do t h i s  t h ing  
t h a t  I wanted t o  do wi th  r e spec t  t o  a s t a t ewide  law f i rm,  and t h a t  j u s t  
d i d n ' t  work. It j u s t  d i d n ' t  work. I assumed, wrongfully,  t h a t  I would 
g e t  ( f o r  t h e  f i rm)  a good dea l  of bus iness ,  l e g a l  work, and I d idn ' t .  



Q: Why? 

A: I t h i n k  i n  r e t r o s p e c t  t h e r e  were s e v e r a l  reasons. Number one, a 
mul t i -c i ty  l a w  f inn w a s  an e n t i r e l y  new concept and people d idnf  t q u i t e  
know what t o  make of it. There was some t a l k  i n  t h e  p r e s s  about i t  being 
a f r anch i se  ope ra t ion  l i k e  t h e  f a s t  food bus iness ,  which of course  it  was 
not .  But t h a t  p u b l i c i t y  d i d n t t  he lp ,  p a r t i c u l a r l y .  Second, I t h i n k  t h a t  
undoubtedly a l o t  of corporations--and I wanted t o  b r ing  i n  co rpo ra t e  
clients--had f o r g o t t e n ,  i f  they ever  knew, t h a t  I was a p a r t n e r  i n  a 
major Chicago l a w  f i rm be fo re  I became governor. And they  assumed t h a t  
t h e  kind of law t h a t  I would be p r a c t i c i n g  a s  former governor would be 
"influence" l a w ,  having t o  do with government. And they knew t h a t  t h e  
Republican admin i s t r a t i on  was t h e r e  i n  Sp r ing f i e ld ,  and why should they 
t u r n  t o  m e  t o  g e t  l e g a l  t h i n g s  handled i n  Sp r ing f i e ld?  

A t h i r d  f a c t o r  was a very  i n t a n g i b l e  one, t h a t  I had come t o  be regarded 
i n  t h e  Chicago me t ropo l i t an  a r e a  as being persona non g r a t a  t o  c i t y  h a l l ,  
and t h e r e f o r e  bus inesses  t h a t  were very  conscious of t h e i r  r e l a t i o n s h i p s  
wi th  t h e  c i t y  o f f i c i a l s  would no t  want t o  t a k e  m e  on as an a t t o r n e y  f o r  
f e a r  t h a t  t h e r e  would be adverse repercussions.  Next f a c t o r  is  somewhat 
s imi l a r :  I developed a n  image while  I was governor as being a 
c o n f r o n t a t i o n i s t  and a l s o  as being ant i -establ ishment .  The bus iness  
community is  very  much pro-establishment and t h e r e f o r e  t h i s  
c o n f r o n t a t i o n i s t ,  ant i -establ ishment  image d i d  not  he lp  a t  a l l .  Anyway 
t h e r e  were a l a r g e  number of f a c t o r s .  

Another one I want t o  mention is t h e  f a c t  t h a t ,  repea ted ly ,  when I l e f t  
o f f i c e  as governor t h e r e  were a r t i c l e s  i n  t h e  columns and news a r t i c l e s  
about i n v e s t i g a t i o n s  i n t o  my campaign fundra is ing .  That went on 
cons tan t ly .  And I know t h a t  t h a t  h u r t  severe ly .  I can r e c a l l  t h r e e  
s p e c i f i c  good c l i e n t s  t h a t  I l o s t  because of t h a t  kind of pub l i c i t y .  I 
r e a l l y  got  q u i t e  b i t t e r  about t h a t  because t h e r e  was nothing t o  i t  as 
even t s  have turned out.  While t h r e e  i n d i v i d u a l s  were ind ic t ed ,  t h e  
ind ic tments  were dismissed. I don ' t  t h i n k  t h e r e ' s  anything t o  i t ,  and 
c e r t a i n l y  nobody has  come up wi th  anything suggest ing t h a t  I d i d  anything 
t h a t  v i o l a t e d  t h e  law. And y e t  t h e  clear imp l i ca t ion  of many of t h e s e  
news a r t i c l e s  w a s  t h a t  I was personal ly  involved,  which I was not .  So 
those  are t h e  problems. And I t h i n k  t h e  image one c e r t a i n l y  was a p a r t  
of i t  a l so .  

Q: How would you desc r ibe  t h e  image t h e  p re s s  had of you? 

A: The image? Confrontat ion,  f i g h t e r .  You can s e e  i t  r i g h t  now; you've 
read t h e  columns 1 ' m  au re  s i n c e  I ' v e  s a i d  t h a t  I ' l l  t h i n k  about running. 
"Helll,tear Thompson apart." How d i d  Basil Ta lbo t t  put it  on t h e  program 
today? Almost as a g l a d i a t o r  gaing i n t o  t h e  p i t  and tak ing  a sword and 
j u s t  hacking people up. That ' s  t h e  image t h a t  comes through. Maybe 1 ' m  
t o o  sensitive. 

Q: Well, I t h i n k  you are recognized t o  be a formidable adversary i n  a 
deba te ,  bu t  t h e r e  is  a d i f f e r e n c e  between saying t h a t  and saying t h a t  you 
w i l l  t e a r  somebody a p a r t .  

*Basil T a l b o t t ,  p o l i t i c a l  e d i t o r ,  Chicago Sun-Times, questioned Walker on 
Lee P h i l l i p ' s  noon TV show (7128181) .  



A: ( l augh te r )  Tha t ' s  what I th ink .  But, no ques t ion  about t h e  f a c t  
t h a t ' s  my image, but  i t ' s  not  t r u e ,  not  t rue .  And a l s o  c o n t r o v e r s i a l .  
Cont rovers ia l .  Cont rovers ia l .  It has s l i pped  over i n t o  t h a t  i n  the  
minds of many people. And I evoke s t rong  responses.  I don ' t  mean--I 
t h i n k  I ' v e  s a i d  t h i s  t o  you before--I don ' t  mean t o  put  myself on the  
same l e v e l  as Jack  Kennedy, but he evoked s t rong  responses.  You l i k e d  
the  guy a l o t  o r  you hated the  guy . . . Franklin D. Roosevelt t he  same. 
On t h e  o the r  hand you t ake  a n  Eisenhower, nobody hated Eisenhower, nobody 
loved Eisenhower. Thompson. Nobody h a t e s  Thompson. Nobody loves  
Thompson. I ' m  exaggerat ing,  bu t  I th ink  t h a t  p a i n t s  t he  p i c tu re .  I am 
of the  p o l a r i z a t i o n  school .  I p o l a r i z e  people,  no ques t ion  about i t .  

Q: Tha t ' s  t rue .  1'vs never ta lked  with anybody who is lukewarm about 
you. 

A: Oh, t h e r e  are some, I ' m  su re .  But you're r i g h t ;  t h e r e  a r e  an awful 
l o t  t h a t  a r e  not  lukewarm. I am very  in t ense  . . . " H e ' s  a bas t a rd , "  o r  
I 1  He's a g r e a t  guy!" 

Q: Your r e l a t i o n s h i p  wi th  the  l e g i s l a t u r e  was . . , 
A: Tempestuous. 

Q: Yes. 

A: P a r t l y  my f a u l t .  P a r t l y  j u s t i f i e d .  

Q: Okay. Who were the  p e r s o n a l i t i e s  i n  t he  l e g i s l a t u r e  t h a t  you 
remember as important i n  t h a t  confronta t ion ,  e i t h e r  good o r  bad? 

A: Oh, I can only answer t h a t  kind of a t  random. Some of t h i s  i s  
responsive and some of i t  I ' m  s u r e  is  not .  One of t he  mistakes I made 
was tu rn ing  l e g i s l a t i v e  r e l a t i o n s h i p s  over t o t a l l y  t o  my s t a f f  and having 
very  l i t t l e  t o  do wi th  it. I r e g r e t  t ha t .  And I should have taken more 
of a  hand i n  i t .  I should have met more o f t e n  with them; I should have 
s o c i a l i z e d  more o f t e n  wi th  them. I should have relaxed more o f t e n  with 
them. 

Yes. J u s t  a s  I t h i n k  I ' v e  learned a lesson  wi th  r e spec t  t o  t h e  p re s s ,  
but  a  c e r t a i n  p a r t  of t h a t  is  the  kind of person you are. I ' m  a  more 
reserved person i n  those kinds of r e l a t i o n s h i p s  than,  say ,  a J i m  
Thompson, bu t  I recognize t h a t  pa r t  of t h a t  was my f a u l t ,  I n  terms of 
t h e  p e r s o n a l i t i e s ,  most of t h e  l e g i s l a t o r s  viewed me a s  t he  new kid on 
t h e  block. "What t h e  h e l l  does he know about s t a t e  government?" kind of 
th ing ,  "We know a l o t  more than he does," And most of them a r e  
p a r t i c i p a n t s  i n  what I have c a l l e d  t o  you the  club system of p o l i t i c s  and 
t hey ' r e  accustomed t o  i t .  And I was not  a  member of t he  c lub ,  
d e l i b e r a t e l y ,  and t h a t  offended them. Some of them f e l t  t h a t  I looked 
down on them, which I d i d n ' t  a t  a l l .  

Individuals--very hard t o  pick out i nd iv idua l s .  The independents t h a t  I 
thought should have been more with me than they were, p a r t i c u l a r l y  i n  t h e  
f i r s t  two years ,  d i sappoin ted  me. But then they f e l t  t h a t  I disappointed 
them because they  d i d n ' t  have immediate access  t o  my o f f i c e  and [weren ' t ]  
consul ted on everything and so f o r t h .  They thought t h a t ' s  t h e  way i t  was 



going t o  be. R e a l i s t i c a l l y ,  i t  could no t  be t h a t  way with the  
independent l e g i s l a t o r s  because they d i d n ' t  have the  power, b u t  I should 
have he ld  hands more. I should have ta lked  with them more. So t h e  
r e l a t i o n s h i p ,  t h e  personal  r e l a t i o n s h i p  th ing ,  i n  g r e a t  p a r t  was my 
f a u l t .  In  g r e a t  part .  So f a r  a s  the  i s s u e s  were concerned, much of t h a t  
w a s  d i c t a t e d  by t h e  government and p o l i t i c a l  r e a l i t i e s  of t h e  time. 

Q: If you had t o  come up wi th  a percentage,  how g r e a t  a  percentage do 
you th ink  of t h e  l e g i s l a t i v e  c o n f l i c t s  were a r e s u l t  of Daley 's  
support ing one s i d e  and you support ing the  o the r  r e l a t i o n ?  

A: A percentage? 

Q: Well, do you t h i n k  a  l o t  of t he  problems were because . . . 
A: A s i g n i f i c a n t  amount, yes. But a  p a r t  of t h a t  w a s  because they  ( t h e  
Chicago regu2ars)  played hard b a l l .  On everything.  I don ' t  mean 
n e c e s s a r i l y  wi th  me .  On a l l  l e g i s l a t i o n .  To t h e  Chicago organiza t ion  a t  
t h a t  time, t h i s  l i t t l e  o ld  b i l l  down here,  t o  do some l i t t l e  t h ing ,  was a  
matter  of "The Par ty ,"  you know, and you went a l l  out f o r  it. And s o  
when I say  t o  a  high degree,  even on t h e  i n s i g n i f i c a n t  t h ings  i t  was very 
much i n  evidence, 

Q: What about B l a i r ,  your r e l a t i o n s h i p  wi th  him? 

A: It was  a t  t imes good and times obviously tempestuous. But a  very  
r e s p e c t f u l  kind of r e l a t i o n s h i p .  H e  was a  b r i l l i a n t  guy and I t h i n k  he 
had r e spec t  f o r  my mind and my a b i l i t y  t o  d e a l  with r e a l l y  s u b s t a n t i v e  
governmental i s sues .  I pa id  a  l o t  of a t t e n t i o n  t o  substance. I t h i n k  I 
can s a f e l y  say t h a t  i n  c e r t a i n l y  l e s s  than  10 percent  of t h e  b i l l s  t h a t  I 
had vetoed o r  s igned,  a  major cons idera t ion  was p o l i t i c s ,  and [never]  on 
any l e g i s l a t i o n  of substance.  1 can say t h a t  with a c l e a r  conscience. 
That ' s  very t rue .  

Q: What about J e r r y  Shea? Was he important? 

A: J e r r y  Shea. Oh, very important.  

Q: Was t h a t  an important connection? 

A: It depended. J e r r y  Shea has g r e a t  l oya l ty .  And he was l o y a l  t o  
Daley and the  machine. And when my course of a c t i o n  w a s  con t r a ry  t o  t h e  
mayor's, he was t o t a l l y  on t h e  mayor's s i d e ,  Tota l ly .  When t h a t  wasn't 
involved, then I had no problem w i t h  J e r r y  Shea. He was a b r i l l i a n t  man 
and d id  h i s  homework; you could hard ly  name a b i l l  t h a t  he wouldn't know 
t h e  content  o f .  1 'd  have a l e g i s l a t i v e  conference with t h e  l eade r s ,  and 
be t a l k i n g  with men t h a t  had h igher  p o s i t i o n s  than he, and I could t e l l  
a f t e r  f i v e  minutes they d i d n ' t  know what was i n  t he  b i l l .  But J e r r y  Shea 
always knew. Bright  man, very b r igh t .  
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Q: How about your r e l a t i o n s h i p  with C e c i l  Pa r t ee?  

A: A ve ry  s t r ange  one. I l i k e d  C e c i l  and I t h i n k  Cec i l  l i k e d  me. But 
again,  you could never have a completely s a t i s f a c t o r y  r e l a t i o n s h i p  wi th  
any of the  Democratic l e a d e r s  out  of Chicago because t h e i r  f i r s t  l o y a l t y  
w a s  t o  Daley. I w i l l  no t  soon f o r g e t  t h e  time when I had a b reak fas t  
meeting wi th  the  l e g i s l a t i v e  l eade r s  of my own par ty ;  a t  t he  conclusion 
of t h e  b reak fas t  I s a i d  t o  them--I t h ink  I t o l d  you t h i s  s t o r y .  "Do T 
have any f u r t h e r  problems today i n  t h e  senate?" "None." "In t h e  house?" 
11 None." And it  was one hour l a t e r  t h a t  t he  l eade r s  of my own pa r ty  i n  
t h e  sena te  s t a r t e d  tubing,  one a f t e r  t he  o the r ,  my nominees f o r  t h e  
cabine t .  So, t h e r e  was t h a t .  

Q: You were around s t a t e  p o l i t i c s  years  before  you came t o  be governor. 

A: To some degree. 

Q: To a c e r t a i n  ex t en t .  I g e t  a sense t h a t  t h a t  wouldn't have happened 
i n  t h e  19501s, i n  essence  they were ly ing  t o  you, and I have a f e e l i n g  
t h a t  t he  r u l e s  of t h e  game were d i f f e r e n t  twenty years  ago. 

A: No, I don' t  t h ink  t h e  r u l e s  of t h e  game were d i f f e r e n t ;  j u s t  t h a t  t h e  
s i t u a t i o n ' w a s  t o t a l l y  d i f f e r e n t .  Before me t h e r e  was never a Democratic 
governor t h a t  a s s e r t e d  from t h e  o u t s e t  h i s  independence from t h e  mayor of 
t h e  c i t y  of Chicago. It never had happened before.  And the  Democratic 
l eade r s  were t o t a l l y  unaccustomed t o  t h i s  kind of s i t u a t i o n .  What do you 
do? It w a s  a f i r s t .  

Q: And they f e l t  t h a t  i n  o rde r  t o  be l o y a l  t o  Daley they could never be 
l o y a l  t o  you? 

A: Oh, abso lu t e ly .  

Q: Never be honest with you? 

A: Oh, I ' m  s u r e  they were honest when i t  d i d n ' t  g e t  i n  t he  way of doing 
t h a t  which Daley wanted them t o  do. It was t o t a l l y  an outgrowth of t h a t  
s t r ange  kind of s i t u a t i o n  where I s a i d  from day one of my admin i s t r a t i on ,  
"I am going t o  run s t a t e  government. And even i n  a r e a s  where i t  impinges 
on Cook County, I ' m  going t o  run it.  I w i l l  accommodate Cook County. I 
w i l l  accommodate t h e  mayor j u s t  l i k e  I would accommodate any o the r  mayor 
i n  the  s t a t e ,  bu t  no d i f f e r e n c e ,  abso lu t e ly  no d i f f e r ence , "  and I made 
t h a t  loud and c l e a r  from day one. And you add t h a t  toge ther  with t h e  
f e e l i n g  i n  t he  l e g i s l a t u r e  t h a t  I was an o u t s i d e r  and d id  no t  understand 

. or  know anything about s t a t e  government 20 speak o f ,  You put those two 
th ings  toge ther  and you had a11 t h e  ing red ien t s  f o r  a very  d i f f i c u l t  
s i t u a t i o n .  Plus ,  my own mistakes,  okay, of no t  s i t t i n g  down with them 
and t r y i n g  t o  work ou t ,  myself,  a b e t t e r  kind of an arrangement. I 
thought t h a t  i t  would work t h e  o t h e r  way. It d i d n ' t ,  and I blame myself. 



Q: How about your appearances before  t he  House Democratic Caucus? 

A: That happened r a r e l y ,  r a r e l y ,  and some of those  were succes s fu l  and 
some were not  successfu l .  

Q: Successful  i n  long-term b e t t e r  r e l a t i o n s ?  

A: No, I was th inking  i n  terms of t he  immediate p r o j e c t  a t  hand, 
whatever t h a t  was. But i n  terms of r e l a t i o n s h i p ,  I don ' t  t h i n k  
appearance a t  a  caucus has anything t o  do wi th  the  r e l a t i o n s h i p  between 
t h e  governor and t h e  l e g i s l a t u r e .  No, you can ' t  do i t  very o f t e n  and 
both s i d e s  recognize t h a t  i n  any adminis t ra t ion .  I f  t he  governor t r i e s  
t o  do more of i t ,  i t  becomes i n t e r f e r e n c e  of t he  execut ive  with t h e  
l e g i s l a t i v e  branch and t h a t ' s  no t  good f o r  e i t h e r  s ide .  But when I say, 
working with them b e t t e r ,  I mean no t  i n  caucuses but  i n  having 
ind iv idua l s  and groups i n t o  t h e  o f f i c e ,  t a l k i n g  th ings  through, r e l ax ing  
with them a t  t h e  mansion, t h a t  kind of th ing;  I d id  no t  do enough of i t .  

Q: You were always campaigning; d id  you use the  mansion f o r  campaigning 
and f o r  those  p o l i t i c a l  . . . 
A: Oh, t o  some degree. I t h i n k  any time you have a  ga ther ing  of people 
i n  t he  execut ive  mansion i t  has p o l i t i c a l  overtones and you're using i t  
i n  t h a t  sense. Obviously you can misuse it. I don' t  t h ink  I misused it.  
A s  a  matter  of f a c t ,  I th ink  we  t o t a l l y  underused i t  i n  terms of using 
t h e  s o c i a l  ameni t ies  of l i f e  as a  way t o  grease  the  wheels of government 
i n  a  good sense. I don ' t  mean i n  a  bad sense,  but i n  a good sense. We 
d i d n ' t  do enough of t h a t  and I blame myself f o r  t h a t .  There was no t  a 
good r e l a t i o n s h i p  a t  a l l  between t h e  mansion s t a f f  and my s t a f f .  There 
was cont inua l  f r i c t i o n .  

Q: Edgar Crane, a w r i t e r  on s t a t e  government, says i n  h i s  new book, 
I l l i n o i s :  P o l i t i c a l  Processes  and Governmental Performance, t h a t  your 
very  d i r e c t n e s s  hampered your a b i l i t y  t o  func t ion  i n  a  p o l i t i c a l  system 
t h a t  is so very i n d i r e c t .  

A: Correct .  

Q: Do you f e e l  t h a t  t h i s  . . . 
A: Oh yes,  I don ' t  t h ink  t h e r e ' s  any doubt about t h a t .  But I a m  what I 
am. I t h i n k  t h a t  i n  many, many in s t ances  I would be b e t t e r  of f  i f  I were 
n o t  so b lun t  and so  d i r e c t .  But I don ' t  know of any o t h e r  way t o  t a l k  t o  
people,  and one of t h e  t h i n g s  I ' m  convinced of i s  t h a t  you cannot be t h a t  
which you a r e n ' t ,  succes s fu l ly .  And I am what I am. I ' m  d i r e c t  and I ' m  
going t o  be d i r e c t ,  and I hope not  undiplomatical ly  d i r e c t ,  but  i n  a 
conversa t ion  about a problem I ' m  going t o  go from A t o  B t o  C t o  D. 
Tha t ' s  t he  way my mind works and t h a t ' s  t he  way 1 work, 

Q: One a r e a  t h a t  we haven ' t  touched on a t  a l l  i s  your r e l a t i o n s h i p  t o  
t h e  jud ic i a ry .  Some governors have a  very  c l o s e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  with 
ind iv idua l s  on t h e  supreme cour t .  

A: No, I never d id  because I f e l t  very s t rong ly  about t h a t .  I f e e l  very 
s t rong ly  t h e  d i v i s i o n  of t h e  t h r e e  branches of government and t h e  r e spec t  



each must have f o r  t h e  o the r .  I remember t h a t  p i c t u r e  of J i m  Thompson 
d r ink ing  a  can of beer  while  pres id ing  over t he  s t a t e  s ena te  and I 
thought t h a t  was h o r r i b l e .  I would never i n  a mi l l i on  yea r s  do t h a t .  I 
th ink  i t  j u s t  is  wrong. I t h i n k  t h a t  with r e spec t  t o  t h e  j u d i c i a r y  
p a r t i c u l a r l y  t h e r e  should be a  sharp d iv i s ion .  

And I guess t h e  b e s t  way t o  desc r ibe  i t ,  although i t ' s  a  small  t h ing ,  is 
t h a t  I never  c a l l e d  t h e  ch ief  j u s t i c e  anything e l s e  o t h e r  than M r .  Chief 
J u s t i c e .  Never by f i r s t  name. It was always, M r .  Chief J u s t i c e .  And I 
th ink  I had, though, a  good r e l a t i o n s h i p  with t he  j ud ic i a ry .  Probably i n  
g r e a t  p a r t  a s  a  r e s u l t  of t he  f a c t  t h a t  I refused t o  l e t  p o l i t i c s  g e t  
i n t o  t h a t  a rea .  

Another one--this is  t h e  smal l  one; take the  s t a t e  pol ice .  I a b s o l u t e l y  
re fused  t o  l e t  any p o l i t i c s  g e t  i n t o  t h e  s t a t e  po l i ce ,  and I t o l d  t h i s  t o  
t h e  superintendent  of s t a t e  po l i ce ,  whom I had se l ec t ed  on a b lue  r ibbon 
b a s i s  by a b lue  r ibbon panel.  I t o l d  the  publ ic  i n  advance t h a t  I would 
p ick  someone who was on t h e  l ist  t h a t  t h a t  b lue  r ibbon panel  came up 
with.  And I was hopeful  t h a t  i t  would be somebody from wi th in  t h e  
department and i t  turned out  t h a t  it was. One of them made the  l ist  and 
I appointed him. 

I c a l l e d  him i n  my o f f i c e  and s a i d ,  "Look, i f  anyone comes t o  you wi th  
r e spec t  t o  a p o l i t i c a l  recommendation f o r  assignment,  enrol lment  o r  
promotion of a s t a t e  policeman, I want you t o  k ick  him out  of your o f f i c e  
no matter  who i t  is even i f  i t ' s  my number one a s s i s t a n t ,  and i f  they  
p e r s i s t  I want you t o  p ick  up t h e  telephone and c a l l  me and t e l l  me." 
And I had two occasions where he d id  t h a t .  He was a  member of my s t a f f ,  
and I j u s t  refused t o  put up wi th  it.  

I ' ve  been t o l d  t h a t  I ' m  t h e  only governor i n  t h e  h i s t o r y  of t h e  s t a t e  t o  
have such a  s t r i c t  pol icy.  Maybe a more relaxed guy would, without  ever  
hu r t ing  s t a t e  government o r  doing anything e v i l ,  would do some l i t t l e  
t h ings  t h a t  he lp  grease  t h e  wheels a s  I say ,  i n  a  decent  way i n  t h e  s t a t e  
p o l i c e  force .  Maybe I w a s  too up t igh t  about t h ings  l i k e  t h a t  and too 
u p t i g h t  about r e l a t i o n s h i p s  and s i t u a t i o n s ,  bu t  a t  l e a s t  I could look i n  
t h e  mirror  every n i g h t  when I went home. 

Q: I know you have mentioned t h a t  t h e r e  were problems i n  t h e  marriage 
dur ing  t h a t  time bu t  I wonder about a family l i f e  while  you're governor 
of t he  s t a t e  of I l l i n o i s .  Is i t  poss ib l e  t o  have a  family l i f e ,  and 
what 's  i t  l i k e  f o r  your k i d s ?  

A: Very hard. I t h i n k  i t  is poss ib le ,  bu t  of course a  very ,  very  
unusual s i t u a t i o n  f o r  i t  t o  happen. I f  you work a t  being governor,  you 
don ' t  have much time f o r  a family. The pres ident  has  more time wi th  h i s  
family than t h e  governor does.  

Q: He has Camp David on weekends. 

A: Well, yes,  bu t  almost every n i g h t  t he  p re s iden t  has d inner  wi th  h i s  
family o r  can if he wants to .  How many n i g h t s  is t h e  p re s iden t  out  
g iv ing  a speech? Except dur ing  campaign time, hard ly  ever .  The governor 
is  o r  can be out  every s i n g l e  n igh t  of t h e  week going t o  some event  
somewhere around the  s t a t e .  And I d id  an awful l o t  of t h a t  f o r  t he  



reason I ind ica t ed  t o  you e a r l i e r ,  I thought t h a t  I had t o  i n  order  t o  
p r o t e c t  my base and t h a t  plays havoc with a family r e l a t i o n s h i p ,  
p a r t i c u l a r l y .  But i t  j u s t  d i d n ' t  work ou t ,  a11  the  way around, i t  j u s t  
d i d n ' t ,  and I r e g r e t  t h a t  i t  d idn '  t. 

Q: Do your c h i l d r e n  have fond memories of t h a t  time i n  t h e  mansion? 

A: Oh yes,  I th ink  the  ones p a r t i c u l a r l y  who--well I th ink  they  a l l  do. 
The ones who v i s i t e d ,  i t  w a s  always a  ga l a  occasion wi th  l o t s  of panoply, 
and s t a t e  policemen p ick ing  them up, you know, and b u t l e r s  and maids and, 
you know, (laughs) I mean t h a t ' s  bound t o  be e x c i t i n g ,  and I t h i n k  i t  was 
f o r  them. I th ink  they  enjoyed it. And then Margaret and W i l l ,  they got  
spo i l ed ,  t he  two t h a t  l i v e d  the re .  They could r i n g  t h e  k i tchen  and t h e  
pantry and have th ings  s e n t  up t o  them and they had a ball, they r e a l l y  
d i d ,  those four  years .  

Tha t ' s  no t  t o  say t h e r e  weren ' t  some r e a l  s t r a i n s  on them. And it 
c e r t a i n l y  is t o  say  t h a t  I d i d n ' t  spend a s  much time with them i n  those  
d i f f i c u l t  years  a s  I should have, nor  did t h e i r  mother. So they got  a 
l i t t l e  spoi led  and a  l i t t l e  out  of shape a s  a r e s u l t  of it. And i t ' s  
taken them awhile t o  come around. But no, I th ink ,  t o  answer your 
quest ion,  I th ink  the  k ids  had a  b a l l  while  we l i v e d  i n  t h e  mansion. 

Q: Did you have a b a l l ?  Was i t  ever  fun f o r  . . . 
A: Very l i t t l e ,  Tha t ' s  one of t h e  th ings  I ' v e  s a id  t o  Roberta. I f  I 
should run aga in  and i f  I do g e t  e l ec t ed ,  I ' m  going t o  t u r n  i t  i n t o  more 
of a fun thing.  Have more p leasure  out  of i t  a s  opposed t o  j u s t  d r i v i n g  
a l l  t he  time. 

Q: How could you do t h a t ?  

A: Well number one, i f  I do i t  t h i s  time I won't come i n  t h e  same way. 
I won't have t h e  same p re s su res ,  I won't have the  same dynamics, There 
won't be a Daley. Hopefully 1'1.1 have b e t t e r  r e l a t i o n s h i p s  wi th  the  
l e g i s l a t u r e .  I f  I do my job and wi th  Daley gone, and i t ' l l  j u s t  be a  
t o t a l l y  d i f f e r e n t  b a l l  game. I won't have t o  do a s  much running around 
t h e  s t a t e  a s  I d id .  Ce r t a in ly ,  t a k e  Thompson now, we l l  he doesn ' t .  ~ o s t  
governors don ' t  do it. So, I ' l l  have more time and, t he re fo re ,  
hopeful ly,  be a b l e  t o  enjoy i t  more. That ' s  no t  t o  say i t  won't be 
d i f f i c u l t  t o  f i n d  the  t i m e .  

Q: People who w r i t e  about t h e  Walker admin i s t r a t i on  and t h e  accomplish- 
ments, list th ings  l i k e  e t h i c s  l e g i s l a t i o n  and roads and any number of 
t a n g i b l e  th ings  l i k e  t h a t .  Do you look a t  i t  more broadly than t h a t ?  

A: Oh, s u r e  I do. 

Q: What do you t h i n k  o f ?  

A: The t o t a l  of s t a t e  government. I r e a l l y  t h ink  t h a t  we d id  something 
i n  t h a t  department. Ethics--gee, an e l eva to r  opera tor  a f t e r  t h e  f i r s t  
Christmas sa id  t o  me up i n  Chicago, he s a i d ,  "Hey Governor, you r e a l l y  
changed th ings  around here. ' '  And I s a i d ,  "What do you mean?" He s a i d ,  
'hiou'd be amazed. There 's  j u s t  p r a c t i c a l l y  nobody going up and down 



t he se  e l e v a t o r s  ca r ry ing  p re sen t s  and b o t t l e s  of l i q u o r  and boxes t o  take 
t o  people i n  t h e  d i f f e r e n t  agencies." I took t h a t  a s  one of t h e  n i c e s t  
compliments t h a t  I rece ived  while  I w a s  governor. 

The whole s p i r i t  and tone  t h a t  I t r i e d  t o  c r e a t e ,  and t o  some degree d i d  
c r e a t e ,  was a h igher  s tandard  of e t h i c s ,  more a t t e n t i o n  t o  g e t t i n g  the  
job done and br inging  s t a t e  government more i n  touch with t h e  r e a l  day t o  
day problems of people. And I t h i n k  i n  many a r e a s  of s t a t e  government we 
achieved t h a t ,  Nowhere near  as much a s  I would l i k e  b u t  I t h i n k  we d id ;  
I c e r t a i n l y  worked hard f o r  i t  and I l i k e  t o  be l i eve  we achieved some of 
it. I ' v e  sometimes compared s t a t e  government with a b a t t l e s h i p  which 
you, of course,  have never been on. But I remember t h e  f i r s t  time t h a t  I 
w a s  o f f i c e r  of t h e  deck on t h e  br idge  of a b a t t l e s h i p  and you say t o  t h e  
helmsman, "Right hard rudder." And he t akes  t h a t  huge wheel on the  
br idge  and j u s t  s p i n s  i t  l i k e  t h a t  t o  make t h e  sh ip  turn .  And it seems 
l i k e  an interminable time before  t he  s h i p  even s t a r t s  t o  come around. 
It 's t h e  momentum, the  p re s su re  of t he  water aga ins t  a huge h u l l  expanse. 
S t a t e  government is  very  much l i k e  t h a t ,  The momentum i s  f i e r c e .  The 
pressures  of p o l i t i c s  a s  u sua l ,  government as usua l ,  t h e  bureaucracy, a r e  
f i e r c e .  So, I can never say t h a t  I achieved, i n  t he  a r e a s  t h a t  I 
mentioned, c e r t a i n l y  n o t  n i n e t y  degrees,  no t  fo r ty - f ive  degrees ,  n o t  
twenty degrees no t ,  oh gee whiz, i f  it was f i v e  degrees o r  four  degrees 
of change, then  I ' d  be proud of i t  but  i t  was a s  l i t t l e  a s  t h a t .  

Q: Did you th ink  i t  would be t h a t  d i f f i c u l t ?  

A: No, abso lu t e ly  no t ,  a b s o l u t e l y  not .  I thought i t  would be a l o t  
e a s i e r  t o  b r ing  about changes i n  those a r e a s  than I learned.  It just--  
t h a t  r e a l l y  su rp r i s ed  me. It was t h e  g r e a t e s t  s u r p r i s e  t h a t  I had i n  
becoming governor. 

Q: Do you have a sense now of how you might have done i t  d i f f e r e n t l y  o r  
how you would do i t  d i f f e r e n t l y  t o  achieve g r e a t e r  change? 

A: Oh su re ,  t h a t ' s  one of t h e  th ings  t h a t  moves m e  i n  t he  d i r e c t i o n  of 
running again.  But aga in  no t  twenty-f i v e  degrees o r  fo r ty - f ive  degrees ,  
bu t  more meaningful than before .  Yes, I have some very s o l i d  i deas  on 
t h a t .  And t h a t ' s  one of t h e  a t t r a c t i o n s  of having the  time t o  do i t .  You 
s e e ,  I ' m  accused over and over and over aga in  of being a 
c o n f r o n t a t i o n i s t .  Whether I am o r  not  t h e  mere f a c t  t h a t  I had t o  spend 
so much time on those k inds  of b a t t l e s  kept me from doing some of t he  
th ings  i n  t h i s  a r e a  t h a t  I would l i k e  t o  have done more o f .  

I would l i k e  t o  have s e t  up a meaningful network of p l aces  around t h e  
s t a t e  where people could go t o  c u t  through the  bureaucracy. We had t o  
wage such a Eight t o  keep those  a c t i o n  o f f i c e s  even going t h a t  we f i n a l l y  
j u s t  had t o  g ive  i t  up. It j u s t  wasn't worth it. And a p a r t  of t h e  
problem is because we allowed it  t o  be perceived a s  a p o l i t i c a l  agency as 
opposed t o  a governmental agency. And t h a t  was our f a u l t .  I f  you go 
about t h a t  i n  a d i f f e r e n t  way, you can do it. 

Let me g ive  you one l i t t l e  example. If you walked i n t o  t h e  s t a t e  of 
I l l i n o i s  bu i ld ing  down on LaSal le  S t r e e t ,  while  I was governor,  over near  
t h e  e l e v a t o r s  t h e r e ' s  a kind of a booth there .  We had t h a t  booth manned 
a t  a l l  t imes so  anybody who came i n  could go up t h e r e  and say,  "I 've got  



t h i s  kind of a problem." We had i n t e l l i g e n t  people t h e r e  who could t e l l  
them where t o  go. Where i n  a l l  those  o f f i c e s  they'd go t o  do something 
about t h a t  problem. Is i t  t h e r e  now? No, i t ' s  no t  there .  It 's a l i t t l e  
th ing ,  but Chat kind of t h ing  you can s e t  up and you can have around t h e  
s t a t e  t o  r e a l l y  he lp  people.  

Those a r e  the  kinds of t h ings  . . . More po l i c ing  of t he  people who 
r e g u l a t e  i n  t h e  sense of going around and making s a f e t y  in spec t ions  and 
t h a t  kind of t h ing  t o  keep those people from s e l l i n g  t i c k e t s  t o  
fundra is ing  events ,  a p r a c t i c e  t h a t  has  resumed. I t h i n k  I p r e t t y  we l l  
stamped it  out whi le  I was governor. Not completely but  t o  a g r e a t  
degree. All those  th ings  a r e  t h ings  t h a t  I th ink  t h a t  I have a b e t t e r  
chance i n  accomplishing t h e  next  time around i f  I do g e t  t he re .  

Q: Is t h e r e  one s i n g l e  disappointment,  one g r e a t  disappointment a s i d e  
from no t  being r e e l e c t e d ?  

A: Well, I t h i n k  t h e  a r e a  I j u s t  t a lked  about is perhaps t h e  g r e a t e s t  
and the  o the r  one is one t h a t  I r e f e r r e d  t o  e a r l i e r :  t h e  i n a b i l i t y -  
aga in  f o r  very much t he  same reasons--to spend the  kind of time t h a t  I 
wanted t o  on j u s t  doing something about management i n  s t a t e  government 
and making i t  more e f f e c t i v e .  

Q: How a r e  you d i f f e r e n t  a s  a person now than you were i n  1972? 

A: Oh, I have t o  leave  t h a t  t o  an ou t s ide r .  To use my son Char les ' s  
expression,  I hope t o  be no t  a s  "const ipated" a pe r sona l i t y .  ( laughs)  

Q: But t h a t  four  years  of t h e  i n t e n s i t y  and the  tempestuousness, i t  must 
have made i t  a r e a l  time of growth f o r  you a s  a person. 

A: Again, I don ' t  t h i n k  I ' m  q u a l i f i e d  t o  answer t h a t  quest ion.  

Q: You f e l t  t h a t  you changed so much during t h e  "Walk." 

A: Yes, and I th ink  I changed undoubtedly a s  a governor. Much, much 
more, I t h i n k ,  a p p r e c i a t i v e  of people,  i nd iv idua l s  than I was before ,  bu t  
aga in ,  I ' m  j u s t  no t  good a t  t h a t  kind of s e l f - ana lys i s .  I don ' t  t h ink  
any person r e a l l y  is. My son Charles  wrote me a long l e t t e r  no t  too long 
ago analyzing some p a r t s  of t h e  change i n  me. 

Q: Charles  has  helped. Well, I c e r t a i n l y  app rec i a t e  your doing t h i s  
with me, 

A: Oh I enjoyed it. 

Q: It's been a p leasure .  

A: I enjoyed i t .  I ' m  s o r r y  t h a t  I was n o t  a b l e  t o  put  t h ings  i n  b e t t e r  
perspec t ive ,  and I ' m  s u r e  t h e r e ' s  a l o t  of o the r  t h ings  i n  t h e r e  t h a t  we 
haven ' t  covered t h a t  we should have. 

Q: Well . . . 



A: We d i d n ' t  even t a l k  about a l l  t he  gossip:  I had mis t r e s se s  a l l  over 
t h e  state. 

Q: Oh goodness, t e l l  me about t he  gossip.  ( laughs)  I d i d n ' t  know I was 
supposed t o  a s k  about gossip.  Nothing too e x c i t i n g ,  o r  was i t ?  

A: W e l l ,  I remember one t h a t  I thought was r e a l l y  kind of a funny s to ry .  
I went t o  a g r e a t  b i g  d inner  down i n  southern I l l i n o i s ,  a huge evening 
d inner ,  and I was met a t  t h e  door by t h i s  r a t h e r  a t t r a c t i v e  buxom lady 
and she introduced h e r s e l f  and she  was the  s e c r e t a r y  of one of t h e  pa r ty  
o f f i c i a l s  down the re .  And I thought t o  myself,  gee, t h i s  is atrange-- 
what is  she doing he re?  Because usua l ly  you have the  o f f i c i a l s  
themselves meet you a t  t h e  sidewalk t o  take you i n t o  the  ga ther ing .  

And I went i n ,  I mean l i k e  two thousand people. This  was a *'biggie,l l  a s  
they say,  and you usua l ly  come i n  the  back of t he  room and walk through 
a l l  t h e  way up t o  t h e  speake r ' s  d a i s ,  and people recognize you and s t a r t  
applauding and t h a t  cont inues  i n  i n t e n s i t y  u n t i l  you g e t  up t o  t he  da i s .  
Well, h e r e ' s  t h i s  lady leading  me around, and she stopped a t  t h i s  t a b l e  
over here  and introduced me t o ,  a s  i t  turned ou t ,  members of h e r  family; 
went over t o  another  t a b l e  and introduced me t o  more members of he r  
family. F i n a l l y  got  up t o  t h e  head t a b l e  and I r e a l l y  wasn't  paying a l l  
t h a t  much a t t e n t i o n  t o  it because you're taken up with every th ing ,  you're 
shaking hands and " H i  J i m , "  and " H i  Joe," and "Thank-you," and g e t  up 
t h e r e  and g ive  the  speech and everything.  

1 g e t  back i n  t he  c a r  and d r i v i n g  t o  t he  a i r p o r t  a f t e r  t he  event was 
over. I sa id  t o  Pete  Wilkes, my chief  of s e c u r i t y ,  "That was an 
i n t e r e s t i n g  evening. What was wi th  t h a t  woman who met me and took me up 
t o  t h e  platform?" Be s a i d ,  "Oh, t h a t ' s  your . . . I1  H e  s a i d ,  "Don't you 
know her?" And I s a i d ,  "Oh, I t h i n k  I met her  down he re  before." And he 
hummed and hawed and I f i n a l l y  s a i d ,  "Pete, what i n  t h e  world is  going on 
here?" H e  s a i d ,  "Haven't you heard the  s t o r i e s ? "  And I s a i d ,  "What 
s t o r i e s ? "  He s a i d ,  "That 's  your mis t ress?"  ( l augh te r )  I s a i d ,  "My 
mis t ress?"  He s a i d ,  "Oh, yes ,  she openly brags about it .  That ' s  why she 
took you t o  meet he r  family a t  t h i s  a f f a i r .  So t h a t  t he  family t h a t  she 
has  ta lked  t o  about t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  would have t h i s  oppor tuni ty  t o  meet 
you ." I s n ' t  t h a t  i n c r e d i b l e ?  

Q: Yes, it is. Is it  governors o r  you t h a t  g e t  t h i s  kind of . . . 
A: Oh, t h i s  must happen t o  a l l  governors.  

Q: I don ' t  know. I t 's  not  i n  t he  c l ipp ing  f i l e s .  ( laughs)  

A: ( laughs)  I hope n o t ,  I hope not .  

Q: Well, i t ' s  been r e a l l y  i n t e r e s t i n g .  

A: Well I have enjoyed i t .  I hope I ' v e  perhaps given you some of t h e  
s i d e  of me t h a t  does no t  appear i n  a l l  those c l ipp ings  t h a t  you read.  
I t 's  very  hard, I ' v e  found, t o  r e a l l y  ge t  t o  h o w  a person i n  pub l i c  l i f e  
without  having an oppor tuni ty  t o  s e e  them a s  a r e a l  three-dimensional 
human being,  as opposed t o  t h e  two-dimensional t h a t  comes from t h e  media. 
But i t  was my p r i v i l e g e  t o  have the  oppor tuni ty  t o  go through t h a t .  



Q: Well, good. 

A: Thank you f o r  doing such a thorough job of research .  
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Q: Today I ' d  l i k e  t o  t a l k  about t h e  l a t e s t  campaign, beginning wi th  when 
d id  you f i r s t  s t a r t  t h ink ing  about i t  and why? 

A: Well, I never  r e a l l y  stopped th inking  about i t ,  Marilyn. I thought 
about running f o r  t h e  Senate. I can ' t  r e a l l y  r e c a l l  when I f i r s t  s t a r t e d  
s e r i o u s l y  th inking  about running f o r  governor. Turn i t  o f f  f o r  a second, 
would you? ( t a p e  turned o f f )  

Sometime i n  1981, I rece ived  a . . . w e l l ,  I read  i n  t h e  newspaper about 
an  i n v e s t i g a t i o n  by a grand jury  r e l a t i n g  t o  my campaign fundra is ing  t h a t  
r e f e r r e d  s p e c i f i c a l l y  t o  t h e  l i q u o r  area.  I could no t  image what was 
involved here ,  and I c a l l e d  my counsel ,  my former counsel whi le  I was 
governor,  and s a i d ,  "Do you know anything about what t h i s  is t h a t ' s  
appearing i n  t h e  newspaper?" He s a i d ,  "yes, t h e r e  is a grand jury  
i n v e s t i g a t i o n  going on." And I s a i d ,  "Well, t h a t ' s  t h e  f i r s t  t h a t  I knew 
of it." He s a i d  t h a t  a number of people i n  my admin i s t r a t i on  were being 
inves t iga t ed  and t h a t  t h e  government a t t o r n e y  was openly making t h r e a t s  
t h a t  he was g o i n g h o  "get" people i n  my admin i s t r a t i on  one way o r  
another .  And t h e  way he ta lked  about doing i t  was t o  g e t  somebody 
persuaded t h a t  he might g e t  i nd ic t ed ,  and then  g e t  t h a t  person t o  g ive  
testimony under a g ran t  of immunity. 

I was t o l d  a t  about t h e  same time t h a t  when t h e  Thompson admin i s t r a t i on  
took over,  Thompson caused t o  be s e n t  t o  t h e  United S t a t e s  Department of 
J u s t i c e  a seventy-page memorandum o u t l i n i n g  a r e a s  i n  which they urged the  
Department of J u s t i c e  t o  i n v e s t i g a t e  my admin i s t r a t i on ,  t o  t r y  t o  g e t  
some d i r t y  s t u f f  on me. 

Q: This  is  r i g h t  a f t e r  he took o f f i c e ?  

A: Correct .  Apparently t h a t  i s  what l a y  behind the  grand ju ry  
i n v e s t i g a t i o n s  t h a t  s t a r t e d  i n  1977, and a t  t h e  conclusion of those  
i n v e s t i g a t i o n s  they  s a i d  t h e r e  was nothing t h e r e  except t h a t  one inc iden t  
involv ing  M r .  Tsoumas, T-S-0-U-M-A-S. And then  f o r  reasons t h a t  I s t i l l  
don ' t  understand they reopened t h e  whole i n v e s t i g a t i o n  i n  1980 o r  1981, 
plowing exac t ly  t h e  same ground. 

I contacted t h e  a t t o r n e y  involved who was out  of Washington--it w a s  no t  
t h e  United S t a t e s  a t t o r n e y ' s  o f f i c e  here--and t o l d  him b l u n t l y  t h a t  I 
thought this was harassment pure and s imple and t h a t  i t  was politics, 
t h a t  t h e  Republicans were t r y i n g  t o  prevent me from being a candida te  i n  
1982. A t  t h a t  po in t  I decided a f t e r  consu l t i ng  wi th  some of my f r i e n d s  
t h a t  I would announce my candidacy, because i f  I was going t o  have t h i s  
done t o  me, then  t h e  only way I could th ink  of t o  smoke them out  was t o  
say pub l i c ly  as soon as poss ib l e ,  " A l l  r i g h t ,  I ' l l  be a candida te  then," 
s i n c e  I w a s  a l r eady  cons ider ing  i t  anyway. 



Therefore,  I announced and got  s t a r t e d .  And the  more I go t  involved t h e  
more s e r i o u s  I got  about i t .  When i t  became apparent  t h a t  Jane Byrne 
wanted me t o  be the  Democratic candida te  f o r  governor t h a t  put an 
e n t i r e l y  d i f f e r e n t  l i g h t  on everything.  Because i f  she and t h e  r egu la r  
organiza t ion ,  responsive t o  he r  t h a t  is, decided t h a t  I should be t h e  
candida te ,  then t h e  l i ke l ihood  of a primary con te s t  would be very  small  
and t h e r e  would be an e x c e l l e n t  prospect  t h a t  I: could go unopposed i n  t he  
primary and only have t o  r a i s e  money f o r  a  genera l  e l e c t i o n  campaign 
a g a i n s t  Thompson. So we geared up. 

Vic de Grazia  worked wi th  me and we brought Olga Corey i n  from 
Washington, who had run my Washington o f f i c e  when I was governor,  t o  d e a l  
w i th  p re s s  r e l a t i o n s .  We h i r ed  one o the r  person t o  work i n  t h e  
organiza t ion ,  advance, scheduling a reas .  And we went t o  work. We r a i s e d  
some money and spent  some money and i t  did no t  work out .  Jane Bryne s a i d  
repea ted ly  and p r i v a t e l y  t h a t  she  l i k e d  me a s  t he  candidate .  I r e c a l l  
t h e  evening when she  was having a  very l a r g e  c o c k t a i l  pa r ty  fundra i se r .  
This was i n  . . , I don ' t  remember, i n  t h e  l a t e  f a l l .  It got  a l o t  of 
p u b l i c i t y  anyway. There were thousands of people there .  And she was 
going up t o  t h e  p lace  where she was going t o  speak and he r  husband Jay 
w a s  walking along bes ide  h e r  and I was s tanding  the re .  Jay  l e f t  he r  s i d e  
t o  come over and put  his arm around me and pul led  my head down and s a i d ,  
'You a r e  her  candida te ,  Dan." 

A few days l a t e r  I saw Jane  i n  her  o f f i c e  and she gave the  c l e a r  
impl ica t ion  t h a t  I would be t h e  candida te  and s a i d ,  "Let 's  t a l k  about 
p u t t i n g  toge ther  t h e  r e s t  of t h e  t i c k e t .  Whom would you l i k e  t o  have run 
with you f o r  a t t o r n e y  gene ra l ,  l i e u t e n a n t  governor, e t c . ? "  And we t a lked  
about some names. A t  t h i s  po in t  I thought t h a t  i t  looked l i k e  i t  was 
going t o  happen. 

Then a t  t h a t  same time Adla i  stepped up h i s  campaign and got  a l o t  of t h e  
county chairmen t o  announce f o r  him, and made t h e  s tatement  t h a t  he would 
n o t  promise not  t o  run,  i f  he d i d n ' t  g e t  s l a t e d .  It became apparent  t o  
u s  from in t e rmed ia r i e s  t h a t  t h e  mayor was very concerned about Adlai  
running a primary c o n t e s t  and bel ieved t h a t  he might very w e l l  do t h a t .  
A primary con te s t  of t h a t  magnitude would s e r i o u s l y  d i s r u p t  t h e  pa r ty  i n  
t h e  year  before  her  r e e l e c t i o n  campaign and she despe ra t e ly  d id  not  want 
t h a t .  We t r i e d  t o  say  t o  he r  t h a t  Adlai,  i n  our opinion,  i f  he d i d n ' t  
g e t  t he  s l a t i n g  of t he  s t a t e  c e n t r a l  committee, j u s t  wouldn't run a 
primary con te s t .  Where is he going t o  ge t  h i s  money? He's even having 
t r o u b l e  r a i s i n g  money now without  an opponent i n  the  primary. 

So i n  any event  I th ink  l a r g e l y  because of Ad la i ' s  t h r e a t ,  she  decided a t  
t he  l a s t  minute t h a t  she'd l e t  t h e  s t a t e  c e n t r a l  committee make t h e  
dec i s ion  without he r  i n t e rven t ion .  And t h e r e f o r e  Adlai  was chosen 
because he had a l l  t he  downstate s t a t e  c e n t r a l  committeemen support ing 
him, and [ t h e r e  was] no u n i f i e d  fo rce  up here.  I f  t he  mayor had held t h e  
Cook County committeemen then  t h a t ' s  a  major i ty ,  and she could have 
c a l l e d  the  sho t s .  But she  chose not  to .  And t h a t  ended i t .  

Q: Why do you th ink  Adla i  came i n  when he d id?  Do you th ink  he d i d n ' t  
want you t o  run o r  he r e a l l y  wanted t o  run? 



A: Oh, I t h i n k  he r e a l l y  wanted t o  run. I t h i n k  he'd been planning t h i s  
f o r  a long time. 

Q: Who were some of t h e  o the r  r e a l  p o s s i b i l i t i e s  o r  were t h e r e  any? 

A: There never was r e a l l y  any o t h e r  p o s s i b i l i t y  except f o r  P h i l  Rock. I 
t h i n k  he could have had t h e  endorsement simply because h i s  c loseness  t o  
t h e  organiza t ion  and Cook County. But when he decided not  t o  run then  
t h e  only o the r  p o s s i b i l i t i e s  were Adlai ,  myself,  Alex S e i t h  who was no t  
r e a l l y  taken s e r i o u s l y  and Mike Madigan, who d id  not  want t o  run and 
d i d n ' t  have t h e  name r ecogn i t i on  t o  run. That was P h i l  Rock's problem 
a l so .  To have any chance of winning t h e  only two candida tes  t h a t  were 
f e a s i b l e  were Adla i  Stevenson and myself. 

Q: Did Simon ever  i n d i c a t e  an i n t e r e s t ?  

A: No, A t  l e a s t  so  he t o l d  me. 

Q: How d id  you f i n d  fundra is ing?  

A: D i f f i c u l t .  

Q: As hard a s  ever?  

A: Oh boy! 

Q: O r  worse? 

A: Worse. Worse. Absolutely worse. No ques t ion  about i t ,  Marilyn. I 
th ink  we r a i s e d  something l i k e  $40,000. 

Q: So i n i t i a l l y  you wanted t o  run t o  s o r t  of s e t t l e  t h i s  i n v e s t i g a t i o n  
once and f o r  a l l ,  t o  g e t  i t  . . . 
A: That ' s  a  l i t t l e  too s t rong  a s tatement .  That was c e r t a i n l y  a 
motivat ing f a c t o r .  

Q: That was a p a r t  of i t ?  

A: A motivat ing f a c t o r .  Another motivat ing f a c t o r  was j u s t  t o  s e e  what 
would happen i f  I ind ica t ed  s e r i o u s  i n t e r e s t  i n  running, because I d i d n ' t  
have it out  of my system. 

Q: What about tak ing  on Thompson? How d i d  you f e e l  about t h a t ?  

A: Oh, I ' d  love  it. I ' d  love  i t .  He'd be tough t o  bea t ,  bu t  I th ink  I 
could bea t  him. 

Q: Do you th ink  Adlai can bea t  him? 

A: I hope he does,  but  i t ' s  going t o  be d i f f i c u l t .  

Q: Basil Ta lbo t t  s a i d  you were t h e  one candida te  t h a t  r e a l l y  got  under 
J i m  Thompson's s k i n  and t h e r e f o r e  probably you were the  one t h a t  would 
g ive  him t h e  b e s t  run f o r  h i s  money. 



A: Well, I ' m  p re judiced ,  bu t  I t h i n k  I could have. Take a s  an example 
t h a t  dr inking  episode where Thompson, i n  very  poor form I thought,  drank 
pub l i c ly  wi th  the  s t u d e n t s  up a t  Northern I l l i n o i s  Un ive r s i t y ' s  f o o t b a l l  
game. Governors j u s t  should not  do t h a t  kind of thing.  It 's a l i n e  you 
don ' t  c r o s s  i f  you 're  a governor. You can do it i f  you're a  mayor, o r  a 
s t a t e  s ena to r ,  o r  lower o f f i c e .  But no t  t he  chief  execut ive  o f f i c e r  of 
t h e  s t a t e ,  t h e  ch ief  law enforcement o f f i c e r  of t h e  state, i n  a context  
where i t ' s  p l a i n l y  i l l e g a l  and where t h e  s tuden t s ,  i f  they were caught 
doing i t  by an a u t h o r i t y  of t he  u n i v e r s i t y ,  i t  would be grounds f o r  
expulsion from the  u n i v e r s i t y .  I c r i t i c i z e d  hfm f o r  t h a t  and I rece ived  
some i n t e r e s t i n g  l e t t e r s ,  by the  way, from s tuden t s  up t h e r e  who s a i d ,  
"Hurrah, we'd be kicked out  of t h e  u n i v e r s i t y  i f  we d id  t h a t .  And how 
come the  governor can g e t  away wi th  i t ? "  And I a l s o  received l e t t e r s  
from pa ren t s  applauding what I d id .  

That go t  t o  Thompson. It was very apparent .  And he d id  it a second 
time. And I s tuck  i t  t o  him again. And he then went on t h e  defens ive  
about it .  It made i t  very  c l e a r  t o  me t h a t  he cannot take  . . . he has 
g r e a t  d i f f i c u l t y  i n  tak ing  personal  c r i t i c i s m  t h a t  aims d i r e c t l y  a t  him 
as a human being,  and he goes o f f  balance. In  a  r e a l l y  tough campaign 
you can ' t  a f f o r d  t h e  luxury of l e t t i n g  your opponent g e t  t o  you. 

Q: What about t h e  p r e s s  r e a c t i o n  t o  t h a t  i nc iden t  and t o  Thompson's 
d r ink ing  a t  Northern I l l i n o i s ?  How d id  you f e e l  about t h a t ?  

A: I thought t h e  p r e s s  . . . I d i d n ' t  t h ink  t h e r e  was anything wrong 
with t h e  way t h e  p re s s  handled it. They took both s ides .  There was an 
e d i t o r i a l  i n  t h e  Tribune c r i t i c i z i n g  Thompson f o r  doing what he d id .  And 
I understand t h a t  downstate t h e r e  was some c r i t i c a l  s t u f f .  And then  
t h e r e  was some poking of fun a t  me f o r  doing t h a t  kind of th ing .  And I 
th ink  t h a t ' s  probably a  f a i r  comment. I don' t  have any d i f f i c u l t y  with 
t h a t .  

Q: When you ran  the  f i r s t  time, you had some r e a l  b a s i c  goa ls  i n  mind, 
s t rengthening  t h e  Democratic pa r ty  downstate and reducing t h e  s i z e  of t he  
bureaucracy and making a s t a b  a t  managing the  s t a t e .  What were your 
goa l s  t h i s  time along those  l i n e s ?  

A: P o l i t i c a l l y ,  a p e r f e c t  oppor tuni ty  e x i s t s  t o  reform the  Democratic 
pa r ty  i n  t he  s t a t e  of I l l i n o i s  r i g h t  now i n  view of t he  fragmentat ion 
t h a t ' s  going on wi th in  t h e  r egu la r  organiza t ion ,  t h e  Byrne f o r c e s ,  t h e  
Daley fo rces ,  t h e  Dunne f o r c e s ,  e t c .  I t 's  an opportuni ty t h a t  has  n o t  
been present  i n  a long, long time. And a s t rong  Democratic governor 
could r e a l l y  do something t o  open up t h e  par ty .  There is a b e t t e r  
oppor tuni ty  now t o  g e t  some meaningful changes i n  t he  e l e c t i o n  laws, t o  
move t h e  primary e l e c t i o n  c l o s e r  t o  t he  genera l  e l e c t i o n ,  t o  go f o r  a 
t o t a l  open primary system l i k e  the  Wisconsin system, same deep reforms i n  
our whole p o l i t i c a l  p rocess ,  We have a  b e t t e r  chance of g e t t i n g  those  
through t h e  l e g i s l a t u r e  now than ever before.  On the  governmental s i d e  
i t ' s  j u s t  a  cont inua t ion  of some of t h e  th ings  t h a t  I worked on before.  
Like the  c l ima te  is  good f o r  even tougher e t h i c s  laws than we have r i g h t  
now. That ' s  one example. There a r e  o t h e r s  l i k e  t h a t .  

Q: You have been quoted as saying t h a t  Thompson t akes  an i s s u e  and p i t s  
one group aga ins t  another  r a t h e r  than t r y i n g  t o  g e t  down and so lve  t h e  
problem. What's an example of t h a t ?  



A: I don ' t  remember say ing  t h a t ,  Marilyn. In what context  d id  I say  i t ?  
Maybe t h a t ' l l  b r ing  back what I had i n  mind. 

Q: Well, l e t  m e  s e e  i f  I can f i n d  the  column. It would have been a  
Sun-Times column. I '  f i n d  it. ( t ape  turned o f f )  

A: What 1 had i n  mind were the  s p e c i f i c  examples t h a t  I gave the re .  
That is ,  on t h e  economy he has  developed t h a t  kind of a  t a c t i c  of p i t t i n g  
t h e  bus iness  l e a d e r s  a g a i n s t  the  l abo r  leaders .  I n  t h e  t r a n s p o r t a t i o n  
a r e a ,  t h e r e  we d e f i n i t e l y  have t h e  ups ta te ldownsta te  th ing .  That ' s  when 
Thompson obviously came t o  t h e  conclusion t h a t  he was i n  t roub le  i n  t h e  
suburbs of Chicago with h i s  t r a n s p o r t a t i o n  a c t i o n s  causing,  p a r t i c u l a r l y ,  
t h e  t r a i n  f a r e s  t o  go up d rama t i ca l ly  f o r  everybody who l i v e d  i n  suburbia  
and so he weighed i n  t o  t r y  t o  make up f o r  t h a t  by t a l k i n g  t h i s  language 
about u p s t a t e  a g a i n s t  downstate.  

And then the  same c r i t i c i s m  can be made i n  the  a r e a  of educat ion wi th  
r e spec t  t o  t h e  t a x  problem where property taxes  a r e  involved i n  
support ing educat ion and a l s o  t h e  s t a t e  t axes  a r e  involved. His handling 
of t he  m u l t i p l i e r  and t h e  assessment i s s u e  has p i t t e d  t h e  school  boards 
a g a i n s t  t he  educa t iona l  people a t  t he  s t a t e  l e v e l ,  

Q: And t h i s  is  t h e  kind of t h ing  t h a t  you 're  t a l k i n g  about when you say  
t h e r e  is no l eade r sh ip?  

A: No, n o t  so much. Although t h a t ' s  a  p a r t  of it. Leadership I refer--  
t ake  the  t r a n s p o r t a t i o n  area--to h i s  f a i l u r e  t o  come up with a  plan,  a  
program, and present  i t  t o  t h e  l e g i s l a t u r e .  H e  tossed out a couple of 
sugges t ions  f o r  f inanc ing  pub l i c  t r a n s p o r t a t i o n  and roads. And then when 
those  were knocked out  i n  t h e  l e g i s l a t u r e ,  he j u s t  threw up h i s  hands and 
s a i d  l e t  the  l e g i s l a t u r e  d e a l  with it. Well, he had the  o b l i g a t i o n  a s  
governor t o  come up wi th  a  plan. 

When he ta lked  about coupling a  subsidy f o r  t h e  Chicago a r e a  wi th  a  road 
program downstate he d i d n ' t  s p e l l  out  a road program downstate. So t h e  
l e g i s l a t o r  i n  Peo r i a  d i d n ' t  know what Peor ia  was going t o  g e t ,  Mattoon 
d i d n ' t  know what Mattoon was going t o  g e t ,  e t c . ,  and so he couldn ' t  b r ing  
toge the r  t h e  downstate support .  I f  he'd had a  d e t a i l e d  t r a n s p o r t a t i o n  
plan e a r l y  on i n  t h e  s e s s i o n  and s a i d  t h i s  is  what we're going t o  do 
here ,  t h i s  is  what we're going t o  do the re ,  a l l  over t h e  s t a t e ,  I t h i n k  
he could have mustered t h e  support t o  put i t  through. And t h e r e ' s  
a b s o l u t e l y  no ques t ion  about t he  f a c t  t h a t  a s t a t e  subsidy f o r  pub l i c  
t r a n s p o r t a t i o n  i n  t h e  Chicago met ropol i tan  a r e a  is an abso lu t e  n e c e s s i t y  
f o r  s u r v i v a l  of t h e  system. 

Q: Who were some of t h e  o the r  people you consul ted a s i d e  from Jane  Byrne 
when you began t o  t e s t  t h e  waters?  

A: A l l  over t h e  s t a t e .  1 t a lked  wi th  people t h a t  worked wi th  me before.  
I ta lked  with media people,  e d i t o r s  around the  s t a t e .  I ta lked  with 
l abo r  l eade r s  and farm l e a d e r s  around the  s t a t e .  I was very disappointed 
i n  t he  labor  l eade r sh ip  no t  t ak ing  a  s t ronger  p o s i t i o n  because a s  among 
Thompson, Stevenson and myself,  t h e r e ' s  abso lu t e ly  no ques t ion  about who 
has t h e  b e s t  record on labor  l e g i s l a t i o n .  And all t h e  l abo r  l eade r s  
would quickly concede t h a t .  That was no t  an i s sue .  But they wouldn't 



s tand  up f o r  m e  a s  t he  candidate ,  They j u s t  wouldn't s tand  up. 
Downstate labor  l e a d e r s  d id .  They communicated wi th  Jane Byrne and o t h e r  
people wi th  the  s t a t e  c e n t r a l  committee. But t h e  s t a t e  l eade r sh ip  of t h e  
UAW and t h e  AFL-CIO, both while  expressing t h e i r  oppos i t ion  t o  Adlai ,  
would no t  s tand  up and support  me. 

Q: What about Mike Howlett, d id  you t a l k  t o  him? 

A: Yes. Mike w a s  very suppor t ive  throughout,  very  support ive.  

Q: He thought you should be t h e  candidate? 

A: Well, I t h i n k  i t  would be u n f a i r  of me t o  quote Mike because he 
p re fe r r ed  no t  t o  say  anything pub l i c ly ,  bu t  I th ink  I can very s a f e l y  say  
t h a t  he was sympathetic t o  my candidacy. 

Q: What about Alan Dixon? 

A: I don ' t  t h ink  Alan go t  involved a t  a l l  one way o r  
d i d n ' t  a s k  him t o  and o u t s i d e  of a cour tesy  c a l l  t e l l i n g  
doing we never discussed it. 

Q: When you ta lked  be fo re  about your dec id ing  t o  run i n  

the  o the r .  I 
him what 1 was 

1972 you ta lked  
t o  Montgomery Ward t o  l e t  them know what you were planning. What was t h e  
r e a c t i o n  of t he  Bu t l e r  Company when you . . . 
A: They thought i t  was j u s t  f i n e ,  they thought i t  was j u s t  f i n e .  I t o l d  
Frank Bu t l e r  t h a t  i f  I was e l e c t e d ,  1'd make him chief  of pro tocol  f o r  
a l l  s t a t e  v i s i t o r s  from abroad. He has spent  a l o t  of time abroad and 
a c t u a l l y  would have been very  good a t  t h a t .  

Q: You must have t a lked  t o  Adlai  somewhere along t h e  way i n  t h e  middle 
of t h i s  t o  t r y  t o  g e t  a feel  of where he was. 

A: No. 

Q: You d i d n ' t  t a l k  t o  him? 

A: No. No, No, t h e  last time I t a lked  t o  Adlai  was a t  t h e  Lincoln 
Academy th ing  back i n ,  was it May, June, b i g  pa r ty  down i n  Sp r ing f i e ld  
when he as much a s  s a i d  from t h e  platform t h a t  day t h a t  he was n o t  going 
t o  run f o r  governor. I ' d  cha t t ed  with him af te rwards  and p r i v a t e l y  about 
t h a t ,  and he ind ica t ed  very  nega t ive  f e e l i n g s  about running f o r  governor. 
Thompson, whom 1 t a lked  t o  a t  t h e  same pa r ty ,  s a i d  he was convinced Adlai  
was no t  going t o  run f o r  governor. I n t e r e s t i n g l y ,  we were both wrong. 

Q: August 28, a f t e r  you had ind ica t ed  t h a t  you were th inking  about 
running, was the  day t h a t  t he  indictments  came down. Epstein [ E l l i o t  S . ]  
who w a s  your d i r e c t o r  of f inance  and Touhy [Robert K . ]  and was i t  F i l an  
[John B. ] .  We a l l  know t h a t  t h e r e  a r e  a l o t  of people i nd ic t ed  who a r e  
never convicted of anything.  Indictments can be timed, Do you th ink  
t h a t  t h a t  t iming was meant t o  embarrass you? 

A: Yes, I r e a l l y  do. And I don' t  t h ink  I ' m  being paranoid, I know a l l  
those  ind iv idua l s  involved very,  very  w e l l .  And I can a s s u r e  you t h a t  i f  



you knew ind iv idua l s  t h a t  you knew r e a l  we l l  and they got  i nd ic t ed  l i k e  
t h i s ,  you would be t o t a l l y  shocked. I was t o t a l l y  shocked. These t h r e e  
men a r e  not  of a  p o l i t i c a l  type a t  a l l .  They're j u s t  ou ts tanding  
ind iv idua l s  and t h e r e ' s  j u s t  no way those t h r e e  men would have v i o l a t e d  
t h e  law by shaking people down f o r  campaign con t r ibu t ions .  There 's  no 
way. I have t o t a l  confidence t h a t  they a r e  never going t o  be convicted 
of anything,  and i t  j u s t  boggles  my mind how the  prosecutor  could coma t o  
t h a t  conclusion. When I th ink  of t h e  number of crooks t h a t  t h e r e  a r e  
walking around i n  t he  pol i t ica l /governmenta l  f i e l d  never being touched by 
t h e  law, and t h r e e  decent  i nd iv idua l s  l i k e  t h i s  had t h i s  happen t o  them, 
I have t o  wonder. 

I ' d  l i k e  t o  go back a  l i t t l e  b i t  i f  I may. I was j u s t  t a l k i n g  wi th  my 
wife on t h e  te lephone,  and i t  reminded me t h a t  I d i d n ' t  mention t h a t  she  
went along wi th  my g e t t i n g  involved again i n  running f o r  governor because 
I s a i d  I wanted to .  But she  was very,  very  r e l i eved  when I s a i d  t h a t  I 
was no t  . . . when I withdrew and sa id  I would not  run. 

Q: Well, I'm su re  i t ' s  a  tremendous family commitment. 

A: It is,  no ques t ion  about i t .  And she ' s  been burned here.  Going back 
t o  what I s a i d  e a r l i e r  about  t he  p u b l i c i t y  surrounding fundra is ing ,  I 
remember l a t e  l a s t  summer a headl ine  appeared i n  the  l a t e  e d i t i o n s  of t he  

11 Chicago Tribune saying,  "Walker, Aides . . . o r  "Grand Jury  I n v e s t i g a t e s  
Walker, Aides," C l e a r l y  saying i n  so many words t h a t  I'm under 
i n v e s t i g a t i o n  by t h e  grand jury.  Not t rue .  We contacted t h e  Tribune 
about t h a t .  They jerked t h e  headl ine,  but  t he  problem wi th  i t  was t h a t  
t h e  headl ine  h i t  t h e  commuters' e d i t i o n  t h a t  t h e  commuters would buy on 
t h e  way home. 

Two weeks p r i o r  t o  t h a t ,  f o r  t h a t  whole two-week period,  Roberta had been 
under cons idera t ion  and a c t u a l l y  was on t h e  poin t  of r ece iv ing  an o f f e r  
from a l a r g e  bank i n  Chicago t o  be a vice-president  a t  f i f t y  thousand 
d o l l a r s  a  year t o  t ake  over t h e i r  personal  banking department. That was 
on a Friday. The fol lowing Monday the  execut ive t h a t  she  had been 
in te rv iewing  c a l l e d  her  and s a i d ,  "We j u s t  c a n ' t  handle t h a t  kind of 
p u b l i c i t y .  You w i l l  no t  be r ece iv ing  an o f f e r . "  

Q: She was touched without  your even . . . 
A: Yes, t h a t  r e a l l y  h u r t  her .  So she saw f i r s t h a n d  what can happen when 
you're i n  t h i s  l ime l igh t  bus iness  t h a t  I was. And t h a t  caused her  g r e a t  
concern about my running again.  She s a i d ,  " ~ h e ~ ' r e  j u s t  going t o  s t a r t  
it a l l  over again." And they  d i d .  

Q: The Epstein case--I don ' t  want t o  belabor  the  po in t ,  bu t  t h e r e  was a  
new i n v e s t i g a t i o n  of old s t u f f  i n  1977 and then j u s t  now August of 1981 
t h i s  comes up. What was the g i s t  of t h a t ?  There was e igh ty  thousand 
d o l l a r s  i n  c o n t r i b u t i o n s  t h a t  . . . what, supposedly were so ld ,  
supposedly t o  t h i s  Bahn [Al len  K.] o r  whatever h i s  name i s ?  

A: A s  I understand it ,  and t h i s  is  of course hearsay,  t h e  a l l e g a t i o n  is  
t h a t  Allen Bahn was s o l i c i t e d  f o r  campaign con t r ibu t ions  wi th  an 
understanding t h a t  he would g e t  a s t a t e  con t r ac t .  And then a f t e r  . . . 
he did get a s t a t e  c o n t r a c t  bu t  t he  evidence, a s  I am t o l d ,  shows c l e a r l y  



t h a t  i t  was pure ly  co inc iden ta l .  That he was never of fe red  any s t a t e  
c o n t r a c t ,  they had no testimony t h a t  he was of fered  a s t a t e  c o n t r a c t  i n  
connection wi th  a s o l i c i t a t i o n  f o r  a  con t r ibu t ion ,  and t h a t  t h e  e n t i r e  
government case  r e s t s  on t h e  coincidence of  ( a )  a  con t r ibu t ion ,  and (b) a  
con t r ac t .  If t h a t  was enough evidence t o  convict  somebody of co r rup t ion ,  
95 percent  of t h e  c o n t r a c t o r s  i n  t h e  s t a t e  of I l l i n o i s  who do bus iness  
wi th  the  s t a t e  would be i n  j a i l  because most of them do c o n t r i b u t e  t o  
both s i d e s  and obviously they have con t r ac t s .  J u s t  because a man g e t s  a  
c o n t r a c t ,  i t  does n o t  fo l low t h a t  he got  i t  because of t he  con t r ibu t ion .  

Q: The a r t i c l e ,  t h e  newspaper account t h a t  I read s a i d  t h a t  he and h i s  
wife ,  Bahn and h i s  wife ,  were the  l a r g e s t  con t r ibu to r s  t o  your campaign. 
Do you know i f  t h a t  w a s  t r u e  o r  n o t ?  

A: I don ' t  know. But I doubt i t  se r ious ly .  I ' d  be very  su rp r i s ed  i f  
t h a t  were t rue .  I wasn't even aware, by the  way, t h a t  Allen Bahn had a 
con t r ac t  from the  s t a t e .  

Q: I n  September, about a  month a f t e r  t h e  indictments ,  of t h e  Eps te in  
indictments ,  t h e  a t t o r n e y  genera l  announced t h a t  he was going t o  appeal  
t h e  d i smis sa l  of t h e  case  aga ins t  you and Vic de Grazia.  The timing is  
very i n t e r e s t i n g .  

A: I t h i n k  so ,  too. P a r t i c u l a r l y  s i n c e  I saw him a t  a  c o c k t a i l  par ry  
about a month o r  so  e a r l i e r  and I s a i d ,  "Why i n  t he  world a r e  you going 
t o  appeal  t h i s  case?" He s a i d ,  "What case?" He d i d n ' t  know anything 
about t h e  case ,  never heard of i t .  Said he would look i n t o  i t  and 
con tac t  me, but  he never d id .  

Q: What happened, anything? Did he appeal  i t ?  

A: Yes, he appealed i t .  And i t ' s  pending on appeal .  I j u s t  read the  
r ep ly  b r i e f  t h e  o t h e r  day. 

Q: And t h a t  w a s  supposedly de  Grazia  had . . . 
A: Received an anonymous campaign con t r ibu t ion ,  And anonymous 
con t r ibu t ions  a r e  p roh ib i t ed  under t h e  I l l i n o i s  law. 

Q: Why is t h a t ?  You c a n ' t  do anybody a  favor  i f  you don ' t  know who he 
is. ( l augh te r )  

A: Well, t h a t  is  t h e  law o r  was t h e  l a w .  Although none of us  thought 
t h a t  t h a t  law when j u s t  passed w a s  app l i cab le  a t  t h a t  time. And t h e r e  
was a s u b s t a n t i a l  l e g a l  argument about t h a t .  But t he  poin t ,  so  f a r  a s  
I ' m  concerned, is  t h a t  I was not  involved a t  a l l  i n  t he  fundra is ing ,  i n  
t h e  con t r ibu t ions ,  and i t ' s  only because I was the  candidate  t h a t  t hey ' r e  
t r y i n g  t o  make t h e  law apply t o  me. Whereas, i t ' s  very c l e a r  t h a t  t h e  
law a p p l i e s  t o  t he  campaign committee, n o t  t o  t he  candidate .  

Q: What w a s  Jack Touhy's r e a c t i o n ?  Was h i s  an important vo ice?  

A: What, i n  government? 



Q: To your running. 

A: No. 

Q: Did he support  i t ?  

A: No, I never t a lked  t o  Touhy. 

Q: Oh, you d i d n ' t  t a l k  t o  Touhy. 

A: I th ink  he ' s  i n  F lo r ida  now. He's no t  l i v i n g  up here.  

Q: He's no t  t h e  s t a t e  Democratic chairman? 

A: Oh, I thought we were t a l k i n g  about t h e  gentleman who got  i n d i c t e d ,  
Bob Touhy. 

Q: NO,  Jack. 

A: Oh, Jack  Touhy. Neutral .  Neutral .  T o t a l l y  n e u t r a l .  

Q: You s a i d  you t a lked  t o  farm people around t h e  s t a t e .  Was anybody 
w i l l i n g  t o  a c t u a l l y  come out  and endorse you? 

A: Oh, sure ,  t h e r e  were some down i n  c e n t r a l  I l l i n o i s  and southern 
I l l i n o i s  who d i d .  And t h e r e  were some county chairmen, a  number of l abo r  
l eade r s ,  a s  I ind ica t ed  e a r l y  i n  t h e  downstate a r ea  t h a t  supported me. 
But you understand I was n o t  playing t h a t  numbers game l i ke  Adla i  was. I 
wasn't running around t r y i n g  t o  g e t  people t o  s i g n  up. I played i t  from 
t h e  beginning a s  a  pub l i c  th ing  and aimed a t  t h e  l e a d e r s  of t he  r egu la r  
organiza t ion  because I f e l t  t h a t  t h a t ' s  where t h e  dec i s ion  was going t o  
be made. That t he  only way t o  run without a  primary c o n t e s t  would be t o  
g e t  t h e  r egu la r  o rgan iza t ion  support .  And r e a l l y  everything we d id  was 
coordinated around persuading Jane  Byrne. She had the  s o l e  dec is ion .  It 
was an audience of one, i f  you w i l l .  

Q: When you ran  i n  1972,  you found a  tremendous amount of d i scon ten t .  
People r e a l l y  unhappy wi th  s t a t e  government, no t  f e e l i n g  t h a t  they were 
g e t t i n g  any he lp  from s t a t e  government. What was i t  l i k e  t h i s  time, 
given t h e  economic s i t u a t i o n  with so  many people out  of work? 

A: I d i d n ' t  do enough one-on-one wi th  people out  t h e r e  t o  be a b l e  t o  
answer t h a t  quest ion,  Marilyn. I d id  some v i s i t s  t o  o the r  c i t i e s  bu t  I 
d id  very l i t t l e  s t r e e t  campaigning. And t h e  only way you g e t  answers t o  
t h a t  kind of ques t ion  i s  by g e t t i n g  out  t h e r e  and t a l k i n g  t o  whole l o t s  
of people. I d i d n ' t  do t h a t  t h i s  time. Didn't  have time t o  and bes ides  
i t  wasn't t h a t  kind of a campaign. Again it was a campaign with an 
audience of one. 

Q: Ta lbo t t ,  Basil T a l b o t t  a l s o  s a i d  t h a t  . . . he descr ibed i t  as the  
f a t a l i s t  theory,  which was t h a t  he d i d n ' t  t h ink  you could bea t  Thompson, 
bu t  t h a t  you would keep him so busy t h a t  he wouldn't have time t o  support  
o the r  Republicans on the t i c k e t  and t h e  Democrats could win a l o t  of 
races .  



A: Tha t ' s  one man's view. I t h i n k  a t  t he  l e a s t  I would have 
accomplished t h a t .  O f  course ,  a s  you know and would expect ,  I t h i n k  I 
could have beaten Thompson. 

Q: T a l b o t t ' s  been around a long time and watched a l o t  of r aces .  Why 
would he th ink  t h a t  you cou ldn ' t  bea t  h i m ?  

A: Well, I t h i n k  l e g i t i m a t e l y ,  he thought i n  terms of money. H e  thought 
t h a t  Thompson would g e t  a l o t  of e d i t o r i a l  support ,  and he w i l l .  Ta lbo t t  
i s  more impressed wi th  t h e  penc i l  p r e s s  than I am i n  terms of t h e  weight 
of endorsement. He has t h e  t y p i c a l  p o l i t i c a l  w r i t e r ' s  view of p o l i t i c s  
which q u i t e  o f t e n  misses  t h e  dynamics of the  campaign. P a r t i c u l a r l y  when 
you have a n o n t r a d i t i o n a l  type of campaigner l i k e  I am. And I don ' t  
t h ink  he a t tached  enough importance, a l though he r e f e r r e d  t o  i t ,  t o  my 
a b i l i t y  t o  keep Thompson o f f  balance,  I a l s o  f e l t ,  and d isagreed  wi th  
B a s i l  on t h i s ,  t h a t  a year  of Reaganomics is going t o  have so much 
f a l l o u t  t h a t  any Republican is going t o  be running i n t o  some t roub le  out  
t h e r e  on the  campaign t r a i l .  

Q: Dave Green has a h i s t o r y  of having a good sense of what 's  going on 
out  t h e r e  and being a b l e  t o  t e s t  t he  waters  p r e t t y  accu ra t e ly .  Was he 
p r e t t y  suppor t ive  a l l  along? 

A: Oh, yes. 

Q: He f e l t  t h a t  you should g ive  i t  a t r y ,  you should run? 

A: Yes. 

Q: And Vic f e l t  t h e  same way? 

A: Yes, absolu te ly .  Absolutely.  

Q: You withdrew be fo re  t h e  slatemaking. A few days before  t h e  s l a t i n g  
occurred. Why d i d  you choose t h a t  time? 

A: A s  soon a s  I found out  t h a t  Jane  was going t o  support  Adlai ,  o r  more 
accu ra t e ly  was going t o  s t a y  hands-off and not  support  m e  a f f i r m a t i v e l y ,  
then  I knew t h e  game was over.  There w a s  j u s t  no poin t  i n  s t ay ing  in .  

Q: And t h e r e  j u s t  w a s  no convincing her  t h a t  . . . 
A: No convincing her  t h a t  t h e r e  wasn't a s e r i o u s  r i s k  of a Stevenson 
primary f i g h t .  She could no t  be convinced of t h a t .  She j u s t  would no t  
run  t h a t  r i s k .  Can't argue wi th  her  r e a l l y ,  She had as he r  number one 
p r i o r i t y  he r  r e e l e c t i o n ,  no t  t h e  e l e c t i o n  of t h e  governor. 

Q: You said t h a t  i f  you were s l a t e d ,  you would no t  p i ck  your running 
mate? 

A: That 's  r i g h t .  

Q: You had done t h a t  i n  1972 and f e l t  now t h a t  was no t  your r i g h t .  



A: Y e s ,  I t h i n k  t h a t ' s  about t h e  r i g h t  way t o  put  i t ,  Marilyn. If 1 am 
going t o  go t h e  S t a t e  Cen t r a l  Committee rou te  then i t  seems t o  m e  I can ' t  
say ,  "Well, I want t h e  S t a t e  Cen t r a l  Committee t o  pick m e ,  b u t  I don ' t  
want t h e  S t a t e  Cen t r a l  Committee t o  have any say with r e spec t  t o  t h e  
o the r  people." I don ' t  t h i n k  t h a t ' s  cons i s t en t .  Before,  when I ran ,  I . 
d id  not  go with t h e  S t a t e  Cen t r a l  Committee and so t h e r e  was no reason 
f o r  me t o  do anything o t h e r  than t o  put toge ther  m y  own t i c k e t .  

Q :  Did i t  f e e l  odd t o  you working wi th in  the  r e g u l a r  Democratic system? 

A :  Sure i t  d id .  I hadn' t  done t h a t  before.  Real ly,  he re  I am c a l l i n g  
up ward committeemen and a l l  t h a t  kind of th ing  which I ' d  never done 
be fo re  i n  a primary, I mean i n  a  nongeneral e l e c t i o n  context .  Yes, i t  
d i d  f e e l  unusual.  

Q: Were they r ecep t ive?  

A: Oh, they were very f r i e n d l y .  Not everybody. But I t h i n k  people who 
a r e  i n  ranks of p o l i t i c s  i n  t h a t  way tend t o  be very r e a l i s t i c .  
Yesterday 's  yesterday.  Today's today. I t 's  a d i f f e r e n t  b a l l  game. 
Le t ' s  f o r g e t  about what happened i n  t h e  pas t .  I d i d n ' t  run i n t o  hard ly  
any oppos i t ion  al though I ' m  told--and I ' m  s u r e  t h e r e  are--there a r e  some 
ward committeemen out  t h e r e  t h a t  s t i l l  d i s l i k e  m e  very  i n t e n s e l y  and d id  
n o t  want me t o  g e t  t h e  nomination t h i s  time. 

Q: Did you r a i s e  enough money t o  cover your expenses f o r  what you d id  
do? 

A: No. 

Q: You d idn ' t .  

A :  Got a d e f i c i t .  

0: How a r e  you going t o  make t h a t  up? 

A: I don' t how.  ( laughs)  I wish I knew t h e  answer. I dont t know why 
1 ' m  laughing. Boy. I don ' t  know what 1 ' m  going t o  do. 

Q :  That ' s  j u s t  one more d e f i c i t .  It i s n ' t  as i f  you hadn' t  faced i t  
be£ o re .  

A: That ' s  t rue .  But i t  w i l l  have t o  be compromised and paid out  of my 
own pocket somehow. I f  I can ' t  g e t  somebody t o  help.  And I don ' t  know 
whom I can g e t  t o  help.  Defeated candida tes  o r  not-selected candida tes ,  
however you want t o  put i t ,  a r e  not  very v i a b l e  fundra i se r s .  I don ' t  
t h ink  Adla i ' s  going t o  he lp  me .  

Q :  No, I doubt i t ,  n o t  r i g h t  now. How do you f e e l  about t h i s  recent  run 
f o r  t h e  governorship? 

A: Oh, I f e e l  . . . I ' m  n o t  a t  a l l  upset .  I ' m  t o t a l l y  r e a l i s t i c  about 
i t ,  It would have been g r e a t  fun, and if I ' d  go t t en  t h e  nomination I 
would have given i t  my a l l .  But you pay one d e v i l  of a p r i c e  i n  
campaigning and so  f o r t h .  And i t ' s  very easy t o  go home a t  5:00, 5:30 
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