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Thisbook recounts Washington Sate’ spolitical scene
as| saw it during 1925 to 1994. The most fulfilling
and exciting years for me were, of course, 1979
through 1994, when | served in the state Senate.

| dedicatethistext to JimHughesand Virginia Moore,
who shared the task of keeping me organized—no
small feat.

| would like to thank a few special people who, over
the years, helped me beyond the call of duty: Myrna
Beebe, Kandy Bruesch, David Cheal, Anne Crampton,
Ellie Dornan, Pat Durham, Brenda Fitzsimmons,
Stanley Gallup, Blaine Gibson, Gene Gotovac,
Jennifer Jaech, Scott Jarvis, Dace Johnson, Sue
LaVack, Catherine Mele, Linda Mitchell, Mary
Quinlan, Tracy RatZiff, Diane Schoppert, Jonathan
Seib, Shirley Wayland, Nina Weld, Vickie Winters,
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About the cover photo

When asked to supply a picture of himself for the cover, Senator Moore insisted on using
this photo taken at his Senate desk. He stated plainly that this picture, more than the
others he saw, captured “ the real Ray Moore.”



FOREWORD

AouT RAaY M oOORE

Senator Ray Moore and Virginia Moore are remembered by our
constituents for thousands of examples of help and support they
provided during his legislative service.

Ray has many other special characteristics. His resilience is
extraordinary. He experienced many losses, but never defeat—aways
returning and then winning solid approval from our voters.

| celebrate hisindependent streak—searching his conscience and his
personal expertise and taking tough controversial votes.

| am proud of his very early support for tolerance and equal
opportunity for all.

And | especially enjoy his sense of humor—pervasive and
irrepressible.

Thank you to the Oral History Program for preserving the warmth
and diversity of Ray Moore’ smany contributionsto our community.

HELEN SOMMERS
Washington State House of Representatives
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ABouT RaY M ooRE

| am delighted to have the opportunity to prepare aforeword to the
oral history of Senator Ray Moore. Ray’ s political career spansfive
decades of Washington history and touches upon issues and people
that are of amazing complexity and richness. Ray was an active
participant inthe public power vs. private power wars. Hewas present
at the Goldmark trial. He was deputy chief clerk at the House of
Representatives during the postwar Republican landslide. He was
the Republican county chairman in King County. He broke with the
Republican Party over theissue of the death penalty and theinability
of the Republican Party to addressthe problems of basic food, shelter,
and clothing for people. Hewas aDemocratic state senator for sixteen
years. He was a mgjor player in Washington's Legislature in the
decade of the 1980s and well into the 1990s. Thisrecitation represents
only asnapshot of Ray’s achievements.

Ray and | werefirst elected tothe Legislaturein 1978. | sat in seat 49
in the Washington State Senate Chamber and Ray sat in seat 48. We
were prepared not to like one another. | was born in April of 1952
and was all of twenty-six years old when | came to the Washington
State Senate. Ray was born in April of 1912 and was a freshman
legislator at the age of sixty-six. | was seen as a liberal Democrat
who campaigned that year against Initiative 350, the school busing
initiative. Ray was seen as a more conservative Democrat who had
strongly campaigned for Initiative 350. Despite our differences in
age, background, and political philosophy, we becameinstant friends.

Of Ray’s political experiences, | am sure he has spoken at length in
hisoral history. Thereare anumber of thingsabout Ray that probably
may not be revealed in his oral history.

First, Ray’s extraordinary devotion to his wife, Virginia Moore.
Virginiawas Ray’ sfriend and confidante throughout hisyearsin the
Senate. They were truly ateam.

Second, Ray’s real commitment to human services issues. Ray is
deeply committed to agovernment that ensures basic food, clothing,
and shelter for all of itscitizens. It wasfor thisreason that Ray quietly
developed an organization called Food Lifeline. This organization
was designed to use the best thinking and peopl e of the private sector
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to insure that food would be delivered to people in need. Thiswasa
classic Ray Moore project, bringing people together to focus on the
basic needs of people.

Finally, Ray’s wicked sense of humor. | trust that Ray has told the
story that he has related to me so many times of his meeting with
President Eisenhower in the early 1950s. President Eisenhower was
not accompanied by his Chief of Staff, Sherman Adams, and was
asked by one of the Republican Party leaders about his position on
public power. AsRay relatesit, Daddy Warbucks, theterm Ray dways
used to refer to Eisenhower, had no idea of the controversy that was
involved inthe question. Heresponded by saying, “I believethe public
should always have the power.” A great story.

When discussing the possibility that certain members of the Senate
might change their outlook and become more statesmanlike in their
activities, Ray wasfond of noting the old Serbian proverb: Y ou can’'t
polish aturd.

| am also particularly fond of Ray’s description of the members of
the Senate in activity. We would sit in our seats, 48 and 49, and
watch theflurry of activity of members of the Senate discussing bills
with one another and going over the issues of the day. Ray would
turnto meand say, “ There' salot of low cunning inthisroom today.”

| can still recall with some fondness the night that Ray was asked to
stall for time on thefloor of the Senate. Ray got up and told jokes and
stories, and made the appropriate motions to confirm certain
gubernatorial nomineeswho wereintroduced with atrue Mooreflare.
It was abravuraperformance and truly indicative of the Moore style.

In al, | am more than delighted to commend Ray’s ora history to
students of Washington State history. Ray’ sknowledge of the people
and issuesin our stateisunparalleled. If hisoral history givesevena
small sense of the man, it will be adelight for anyone who readsiit.

PHIL TALMADGE
Washington State Supreme Court Justice
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ABouT RaY M ooRE

Itisagray morningin Seattle’ sQueen AnneHill district. Y esterday’s
rain has softened to afog-enshrouded cold mist. Asusual on awinter
Saturday, George slept late then lingered over coffee and the morning
P-I.

Suddenly, thereis aring at the front door. Irritated, George glances
out the front window and sees an ordinary-looking, balding manina
rumpled suit, holding an envelope. The man isfaintly familiar but so
nondescript that George cannot remember who he is. Looks like a
salesman, hethinks, determined to send him away asfast aspossible.

“Hi, I’'m Ray Moore, your state senator,” the man says, smiling, when
George opensthe door. “ Are you the George Bigelow who sent mea
letter?’

“Yes,” George stammers, having completely forgotten the incident.

“Well, daddy-o, if you've got a minute I’d like to hear more about
your problem.”

A little overwhelmed at first, George shakes Ray Moore's hand,
invites himin, and spends the next hour talking to him. He finds that
Moore is an intent listener, as interested in George personally asin
hiscomplaint. When heleaves, Georgeisunsure whether hisproblem
can befixed, but heisimpressed that his state senator would personally
come to his house and spend a Saturday morning listening to him.
Another convert for Ray Moore.

In hislast senatorial campaignin 1990, Ray Moore used signsshowing
his picture and the slogan “Moore Than Just a Pretty Face.” It was
both a play on his name and asly use of self-deprecating humor. He
would jokingly tell friends that his seatmate, Helen Sommers, could
doorbell once every ten years and everyone would remember that
she cameto their house, whereas he would doorbell twice ayear and
no one would remember him.

Ray Moore, with his friend, teammate, and wife, Virginia, spent
sixteen years in the Washington State Senate. He was not a great
lawmaker like Phil Talmadge, nor a practiced parliamentarian like
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John O’ Brien, nor a spirited partisan leader like Jeannette Hayner.
His speeches couldn’t match the smooth el oquence of Bob Charette,
nor the flowery graciousness of the magnificent John Cherberg.

But plain, hardworking Ray Moore possessed a quality matched by
few othersin public office: his willingness to take up the causes of
his constituents, no matter how small, and fight for them as though
hislife depended onit. Whether it wasahippie family refused drivers
licenses because they believed in eterna life, and therefore had no
birth dates, or a middle-class residentia neighborhood opposed to
the siting of a 7-Eleven store, or ajilted wife wanting to change the
no-fault divorce laws to force her ex-husband to return to her, the
team of Ray and VirginiaMoore was tirelessin advocacy and, more
often than not, successful in result.

Their greatnesslies not just in doing the dirty little day-to-day things
that matter most in life, and which most politiciansabhor, but in doing
them with gusto. Ray and Virginiawere genuinely outraged at lazy
bureaucrats and inefficient or unjust processes. They chose to fix a
thousand little problemsrather than take on one or two grand schemes.
Together, they provided alevel of personal service and dedication to
the people of the Thirty-sixth District that was unmatched, and is not
likely to be seen again.

ED SEEBERGER
Former Director of Senate Committee Services



FoOrREWORD

AsouT RAY M ooRE

When Ray Moore first took the oath of office as a state senator in
1979, he was not your usual freshman. As he would point out, he
was possibly the oldest freshman legid ator—sixty-six yearsold when
elected—inthe history of the state. He probably also spent moretime
trying to win his first elective office—thirty-four years—than any
other state elected official. And, of course, he was elected as a
Democrat, having converted from Republicanism after having first-
hand experience as King County GOP chair years before. So Ray
came to Olympia with a great deal of practical experience and the
passion of a person who knows what he believes.

Ray’s legidlative interests were far ranging, but no matter what the
issue, he would bring to it a personal perspective and history that
helped others keep things in perspective. Ray was a successful
businessman and entrepreneur who could talk high finance, but in
debate he'd talk about how bills would affect people's lives and
livelihoods. He' d remind you of his first job during the Depression
(reading meters for Puget Sound Power and Light), remembering
how it was to make ends meet in those days, and keep the focus on
helping those who didn’t have much say in the system.

All legislators struggle with issues and deciding between doing what
they personally think best and, at the same time, representing the
viewsof their constituents. Ray told how, whenfirst elected, he went
to Lieutenant Governor John Cherberg and asked whether he had
any advice for an old man arriving in the Senate. Cherberg said,
“Alwaysvoteyour conscience.” Then, according to Ray, added, “But
don’'t forget thedistrict.” Andfor yearsthat wasthe advice Ray gave
the rest of usin making tough decisions.

When it came to remembering the district and helping constituents,
Ray, with the assistance of hiswife Virginia, was one of the best. On
the issues, Ray was pretty certain that he was right most of the time
(some would say he was stubborn), but he was not afraid to publicly
admit the occasional mistake. The Senate Journal records his
admission that he had made an error in responding to afellow senator’s
guestion during afloor debate. The exchange took placein 1984 and
Ray was careful to note that thiswasthefirst error he’d madein five
yearsin the Senate!
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Ray’s legidlative service coincided with critical yearsin our state's
recent history. The early and late 1980s saw abrupt and contentious
shiftsin partisan control of the Senate that had |ong-term consequences
for theinstitution. In 1981 and’ 82, the state wasin direfiscal straits,
forcing major cutsin education and other important servicesthat Ray
cared deeply about. By the end of that decade we were enjoying
economic prosperity and confronting problems created by
unprecedented population growth. | am pleased that Senator Ray
Moorewill share hisaccount of theseimportant timeswith usthrough
the state’ s oral history program.

SID SNYDER
State Senator, Nineteenth District
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AsouTt RAY M ooRE

The state’ s oral history program may never have a more appropriate
subject than Senator Ray Moore.

Ray Moore had adistinguished |egidative career. Newspaper accounts
of the final chapters of that career do not do it justice. Thiswork is
important for that reason alone. However, students of history also
will learn a great deal about Ray, the Legislature and the history of
our state from this oral history.

Ray’ spersonal history began when our state was amere twenty-three
yearsold. Asachild, heliterally watched the capitol building being
built. He experienced the transformation of Washington State from
an agrarian outpost to a major international industrial competitor to
an information and service industry giant. Ray lived during times
when we had few paved highways, super highways, and the
information highway.

My timein the Senate mirrored that of Senator Moore and hisloving
teammate and confidante, Virginia. The two of them took their
legidativeresponsibilitiesvery serioudly, but did so with great humor.
Many atime during feverish debatesin the Senate Democratic Caucus
on issues of great but probably passing importance, Ray would |ean
over to me and say, “Thisisjust like Boys State, with per diem.”

Ray Moore, as this oral history will show, was an accomplished
business person; a generous and compassionate fighter for the less
fortunate; an ardent and, eventually, successful political campaigner;
apragmatic, yet irreverent, legislator; atireless crusader on behalf of
his constituents; a devoted husband; and alovable curmudgeon.

More important than all that to me (and to many, many others), Ray
Moore was afriend.

MARTY BROWN
Deputy Chief of Staff for Governor Gary Locke



PREFACE

TheWashington State Oral History Program was established in 1991
by the Washington State L egislature to document the formation of
public policy in Washington state. It isadministered by the Office of
the Secretary of State and is guided by the Oral History Advisory
Committee.

Each oral history isavaluablerecord of anindividual’ s contributions
and convictions, their interpretation of events, and their relationships
with other participantsin the civic life of the state. By reading these
oral histories, the complex interweaving of the personal and political
processes that shape public policy isrevealed.

The Oral History Advisory Committee chooses candidates for oral
histories. Extensive research is then conducted about the life and
activities of the prospective interviewee, using legislative journals,
newspaper accounts, personal papers, and other sources. Then aseries
of taped interviews are conducted, focusing on the interviewee's
public life and contributions, but aso including personal sources of
their values and beliefs. Political values, ideas about public service,
interpretation of events, and reflections about relationships and the
political process are explored. When the interviews have been
completed, a verbatim transcript is prepared. These transcripts are
edited and reviewed by the interviewer and interviewee to ensure
readability and accuracy. Finally, the transcript is published and
distributed to libraries, archives, and interested individuals. An
electronic version of the text is also available on the Secretary of
State web site (www.secstate.wa.gov).

Recollection and interpretation of events vary. It is the hope of the
Oral History Program that thiswork will help citizens of the State of
Washington better understand their political legacy.
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| NTRODUCTION

INTERVIEWING RAY M OORE

Thisinterview with Ray Mooreisunique, much like the man himself.
We followed a slightly different process during both the recording
and editing phases of the interview, but | believe that the procedural
changes were well rewarded in the final product.

The Oral History Program normally selects narratorswho areretired
fromthelegislature or other political office, but madethe decisionto
interview Senator Moorewhile hewas till active asastatelegidator.
In addition, unlike most interviews, which often stretch over many
months, my conversationswith Senator M oore were compressed into
a two-week period. Narrators usually benefit from the passage of
time to reflect on their lives, but there can aso be an advantage to
recording while perceptions are still fresh. In this case, | believe
Senator Moore's long career gave him the necessary perspective,
but the fact that hewas still directly involved in legislative decision-
making added unusual immediacy and detail to the interviews. A
lengthy period of editing provided a further means to shape the
narrative into arich and insightful document.

| made daily trips down to Olympia from Seattle for my interviews
with Senator Moore. Despite the distance and sometimes grueling
traffic problems, | looked forward to every one. Ray Moore has a
remarkable combination of qualities; he is warm yet irascible, a
perceptive political analyst and hard-nosed negotiator who can shock
and charm you in the same breath. | particularly enjoyed his talents
as a raconteur and his incisive wit. We held most of our interview
sessions in alittle cubbyhole of an office adjacent to the lobbyists
lounge in the state capitol building, and I’ m sure many of them must
have wondered about the constant peal s of laughter coming from our
room.

Despite the levity, the interviews came at what must have been an
extraordinarily difficult period for Senator Moore. He was spending
part of hisyear in Hawaii and the press had begun to accuse him of
being an “ absentee senator.” The debate reached its peak during the
course of our meetings and the story was front-page newsthroughout
the state. Moore had not yet announced his long-planned retirement
and met the attacks with his customary “ piss and vinegar.” Because
of my behind-the-scenes knowledge of his plans, | was saddened
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that the end of his career was marred by such a public controversy.
He handled the situation with courage and aplomb, however, which
only increased my admiration for both his character and abilities.

My interviewswith Senator Moore were only the beginning. Dianne
Bridgman, head of the Oral History Program, continued the dialogue
and worked with Ray and hiswife Virginiaasthey included additional
material. An account of this collaboration is contained in another
portion of this introduction. The resulting document is an effective
reflection of aremarkable political career and a remarkable man. |
feel quite privileged to have been part of the process.

SHARON BOSWELL
Interviewer
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EpiTing RAY M OORE

Ray Moore's oral history is somewhat different from histories
previously published by the Oral History Program. Senator Moore
had moved to Hawaii when it was discovered that two of hisinterview
tapes were barely audible. Rather than stall the project in hopes of
someday repeating theinterview, program manager Dianne Bridgman
and Ray agreed hewould write hisrecollections of the period of time
covered by the lost tape. However, Ray provided us not only with a
reconstruction of the lost tapes, but many more written stories from
hislong involvement in politics. Most of them were entertaining and
well told, and some expanded on points he had already made in the
interview tapes. In short, all were valuable.

My task, then, became one of integrating Ray’ s written words with
those transcribed from the taped interview. Thefinished product isa
fusion of hiswritten and spoken words. In the beginning, the amount
of accumulated paper and yellow Post-1t notes was overwhelming.
Ray has been on the Olympia scene since he was thirteen years old.
He has an incredible amount of knowledge about Washington State
dating from when he, and the state, were quite young.

Giventhat fact, | soon realized that in addition to editing for narrative
flow and clarity, | wasordering not only Ray’ slifefor the reader, but
also the history of political life in Washington state. In the course of
doing that, | learned animmense amount about the state of Washington
and its political processes.

There is a difference between learning about government in a
classroom and reading about it firsthand from someonethat haslived
and breathed politics for most of his life. Now entering my senior
year of college, | have learned about how the political process is
supposed to work. From Ray Moore's oral history, | have learned
about how it really works. Hisoral history often readslike an epic—
from the governorsof the Prohibition Erato the politicians of today—
but more importantly, his oral history is a part of our institutional
memory.

For example, who knows why Seattle's Aurora Bridge was built?
Officially, it was simply an act of the Legislature. According to Ray
Moore, however, it was the culmination of a complicated intrigue
between two key political figures. It is stories like this that provide
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us with insight into the human side of politics. These stories remind
usthat politics, beyond theory, bureaucracies, and the governmental
machine, isjust about people.

It was my job as an editor to take Ray’ s story, in all itsvaried forms,
understand it, learn from it, and care about it—so other readers can
do the same. May they enjoy it asmuch as| do.

GRACE SPENCER
Editor



BioGraPHICAL HIGHLIGHTS

RAY M ooRE

Ray Moore was born in Seattle on April 19, 1912. An only child, he
and his parents lived in many towns in Washington, including
Rockdale, Riparia, Starbuck, Lion’s Ferry, Clarkston, Liberty Lake,
Valley, and Wenatchee, before settling down in Olympiawhen Ray
was thirteen. There he attended grade school, where he won the al-
city school track meet’ s 50- and 100-yard dashes. At Olympia High
School he discovered a talent for politics, serving on the Student
Council and successfully managing the campaigns of fellow
classmates for student body office.

In 1930, he began course work at the University of Washington,
continuing his involvement with student politics, but eventually
decided to trade in student life for a steady paycheck. He joined the
work force in 1934. He worked for Puget Power, General Electric,
Boeing, and severa investment firmsbeforeretiring in 1979 to pursue
his legidative career full time.

Ray Moore married his high school sweetheart, Honora Bouley, in
1937. They had one daughter, Lucy, who was born in 1944. After
serving as assistant chief clerk of the House in 1947 and as King
County Republican chairman 1948 to 1953, Ray ran unsuccessfully
for various legidative officesin 1946, 1958, 1974, and 1976.

An avid civil rights supporter, Senator Moore won the B'nai B'rith
Man of the Year Award in 1957. Influenced in part by his concern
for civil rights and social welfare, and in part by the conflict in
Vietnam, in 1964 Ray |eft the Republican Party and became astaunch
supporter of the Democratic Party for the duration of his political
career.

Ray and hisfirst wife separated in 1967. In 1973, Ray married Virginia
Lloyd Kelton. With her help and support, in 1978 Ray won the state
Senate seat in the Thirty-sixth District of Seattle, beginning his
Sixteen-year career in the Senate.

While in office, Senator Moore established Food Lifeline, a food
distribution center serving western Washington. Utilizing his
knowledge of the brokerage and finance world, Senator Moore also
spearheaded legidlation that stabilized Washington banks, aswell as
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serving on several finance committees. He was twice awarded
“Democratic Legidslator of the Year” by the Seattle-King County
Democratic Club, once in 1979 and again in 1990.

In 1994, Senator Mooreretired from the Legidature. Heand Virginia
moved to Hawaii, wherethey are currently pursuing their new interest
in coffee farming, and, of course Democrat politics Hawaii style.



CHAPTER 1

EARLY LIFE

Ms. Boswell: Thisisaninterview serieswith
Senator Ray Moore begun on March 14th,
1994. The interviews are being conducted in
the oral history offices at the State Capitol in
Olympia, Washington. The interviewer is
Sherry Boswell. The interview is being
conducted for the Washington State Oral
History Program.

I’d like to begin by saying thank you for
being with us.

Sen. Moore: You'rewelcome.

Ms. Boswell: We're very, very pleased to
have you.

Y ou've had along and successful career
in politicsin avariety of areas. Let’s go back
to the very beginning and start with your
childhood. Shall we begin with where you
were born?

Sen. Moore: | wasborn at my Aunt Harriet's
house—3038 East Laurelhurst Drive, Sedttle,
April 19, 1912. Since my parents, C. Reaand
Elsie Agnew Moore, lived in a remote
Cascade Mountain railroad siding known as
Rockdale, Mother came to be with her sister,
aregistered nurse, for my birth.

My earliest memories? Well, | recall that
on special occasions we would eat out in
Clarkston’ sbest eatery, a Chinese restaurant.

Inthose days, it was not unusual for peopleto
include their dog when eating out. We were
no different. And my dog, Rex, took his
position under thetable. Of course, he ate any
and dl leftovers. | aso remember that oneday,
somesix- or seven-year-old boysgrabbed Rex
with the intent of chopping his tall off. He
took a dim view of this. | ran screaming to
my mother who, of course, stopped them. That
set a pattern—Mother solved all problemsfar
after she should haveforced meto bean active
defender. Rex and | were born in the same
month and | was with him when he died of a
heart attack while | was skating in Valley in
thelatewinter of 1922. Wewerebothtenyears
old. | took a pick and dug his grave in the
frozen ground, crying as | dug. Thiswas my
first brush with reality of life and death.

My first brush with fear came at a small,
moth-eaten zoo in Clarkston. Someone had
caught abear and her cub. Mamabear wason
achain. | was playing with the baby and got
within range of her chain. Shejumped on me
and my father jumped on the bear. No damage,
but C. Rea, |, and both bears were all scared.

Our homelifewasnot typical intwoways.
| was an only child and we had more creature
comforts than most other families. After
supper the fire in the kitchen range was
allowed to die, and before going to bed at 10
p.m., Father crumpled newspaper, kindling,
and three sticks of pine for the firebox ready
to be lit when Mother and Father got up at 6
am. By 6:30 am., there was hot water in the
tank and the kitchen waswarm. Our breakfasts
were always awful—stewed prunesfollowed
by oatmeal and a huge glass of milk. | hated
thismeal until I had my own home, but | soon
learned pleasing my parents was my role in
life.

The period we are coveringis1912-1924.
We lived on construction sites from 1912-
1915. My father wasacivil engineer working
for contractors when the railroads relocated
to improve their routes. You see, all the
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railroads were racing to go west and later
found they had not selected the best routes.
So my father was in the second wave of
raillroad building. In 1915, at thirty-one, my
father retired to raise grain and chickens on
ten acresat Liberty Lake. Inthosedays, people
who started with nothing had a goal: acquire
$50,000—today’s equivalent would be a
million dollars—and retire at any age.

When the United States entered World
War1in 1917, hewasaskedto build arailroad
at Valley, Washington, fifty miles north of
Spokane. There was magnesite used in
hardening steel there, and the supply from
Austriahad been cut off. My father wasaborn
builder. Outhouses and wells were universal
in rural America, and Valley was no
exception. Father would have none of thisfor
Mother and me. He built a gravity water
system so we could have inside plumbing. In
so doing, he diverted water from Bull Dog
Creek, and I'm sure that today it would not
happen. An environmental impact statement
would have killed our water system!

At that time, the only reliable
transportation from the Colville Valley to
Spokane was the train. Our news all came
from the Spokesman Review, whichthetrain's
engineer would throw from his cab. Wewould
pick it up less than a block from our house.
Sincel wasan only child, Mother had timeto
teachmetoread. At four, | could read anything
insight. At five, | knew as much about World
War | news as any adult.

With this head start | did well in the first
grade. By the time | finished sixth grade, I'd
read Dumas, Hugo, Dickens, Thackeray, as
well asthe Saturday Evening Post and Ladies
Home Journal. During my first ten years |
alternated between vigor and sickness, so |
had time to read. Remember, there was no
radio, no TV, so one's time was narrowly
channeled. When | |eft Valley therewereonly
seven of usleft inthe sixth grade out of twelve
inthefirst grade, as| remember. One died of

pneumonia, one was gored by abull, one fell
through the ice, one died of blood poisoning,
and oneleft towork onthefarm. No penicillin,
no antibiotics—medicine revolved around
iodine and quinine. Only the strong and lucky
survived.

My father retired again, thistime at forty.
We moved to Wenatchee to grow apples. By
the time | had finished the seventh grade and
had adjusted to new situationsthere, wewere
suddenly uprooted. A Spokane lawyer, Tony
Russell, had heard of my father and came to
our house to tell my father that Governor
Roland Hartley wanted him to become
Supervisor of Public Utilities—now part of
the Utilities and Transportation Commission.
Since my mother was suffering from asthma,
and sinceshenever had it asagirl in Tacoma,
my parents decided to moveto Olympia. That
wasin 1925, and | wasthirteen. | didn’t want
to go throughlosing friendsand trying to make
new ones, but | had no choice. Off to another
new experience.

Ms. Boswell: | can understand your hesitation.
So, because of your father’ sinvolvement with
Hartley, I’mwondering if perhapsyour father
began your interest in politics?

Sen. Moore: Not really, because my father
was amost ashamed of being considered a
politician.

Ms. Boswell: Oh, is that so? Tell me more
about that.

Sen. Moore: My father was a self-made civil
engineer. He had walked all the way from—I
think—Bismarck, North Dakotato the Dalles
on engineering parties when they were
relocating the railroads. At avery early age,
he was admitted as a full member of the
American Society of Civil Engineers. Hewas
maybe twenty-three or twenty-four. Well,
today you haveto have done alot of thingsto
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be so recognized. Butinthosedaysif youwere
a good engineer and the jobs you did turned
out well, you became eligible. So he had
always considered himself aprofessional. As
a matter of fact, years later when he had
become a lobbyist for Washington Water
Power, his card read “legislative engineer,”
which to me was worse.

Ms. Boswell: That’ sgreat. That’ swonderful.

Sen. Moore: My father was probably reacting
to—well, because Olympia was a political
town and because there was, in those days, a
real class structure. The natives here, the big
old families like the Schmidts, the O’ Learys,
and a couple of others really were quite
standoffish to state employees. | think the
people who settled here, and the people of
substance, felt superior because political
people came and went after afew years. They
never becamerooted here. But | went oneyear
of grade school and all through high school
in Olympia. In an effort to get better
acquainted with the so-called “ better” classes
| became acquainted with Adolph Schmidt,
Jr. and alot of other people that were my age
in grade school and in high school.

In the eighth grade at Washington Grade
School in Olympia, new horizons appeared. |
was our one-man track team. At the all-grade
school meet | won thefifty- and hundred-yard
dashes in record time: 5.9 and 11.9 seconds.
When | entered high school in thefall of ’ 26,
the track coach, Martin Miller (later aHouse
member), had high hopes for me, but | soon
discovered politics, ran for freshman student
council, and was elected. This probably
destroyed both my academic and track careers.
| don’t know, | just had afascination, | guess,
with thewhole process. Anyway, politics has
for seventy years been my chief interest.

In high school | soonrealized | wasdeeply
in love with Honora Bouley, a popular and
top student. So between politics and love,

studying fell to aweak third. Thefellow | just
mentioned, Adolph Schmidt, Jr., had some
clout, partly because of hisname—nhisfamily
owned the Olympia Brewery—and partly
because he was a personable fellow who was
extremely popular. So after | was on the
student council, I managed his campaign for
student body president. We were running
against a fellow who was also extremely
popular, abig athlete, had everything going. |
wasn't sure we were going to win, so | had
the student council set the election for a day
when the baseball team, on which our
opponent starred, was playing at Centralia, so
all hisfriendswere there and not hereto vote.

Ms. Boswell: All right, you were an excellent
strategist.

Sen. Moore: So anyway, Adolph “Bump”
Schmidt was elected.

| didn’t have any confidence in myself. |
couldn’t dance and | couldn’t sing, all the
things you just had to be able to do in those
days. And, although | appeared to be an
extrovert, to some extent, | really was very
shy. So| preferred to be somebody’ s manager
and try to elect other people. | had afeel for
campaigning and since there was aways an
abundance of candidates, and few with
campaigning ability, | found my niche—albeit
| envied the candidates!

Ms. Boswell: Which school was it then?

Sen. Moore: | went to OlympiaHigh School.
Therewasonly one, William Winlock Miller
High School. It wasright acrossthe street from
the capitol, on Capitol Way.

Ms. Boswdll: Soif it wasn't your father, where
do you think you got that interest in politics?
It waswith you from high school on, but where
did it come from?
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Sen. Moore: | suppose fascination with the
capitol building and the whole spectrum. The
townwasso small that it was possiblefor even
a high school student to know the governor,
secretary of state, auditor, treasurer, and
attorney general. Y ou could see these people
shopping, you could talk to them, you could
usualy go in their office when they weren't
busy. | guess | was just fascinated with the
building and to some extent the incumbents
who were in office. There was nobody like
Roland Hartley or his lieutenant governors,
Johnson from Colville and Gellatly from
Wenatchee. Thesewereintriguing characters.

And there' s just atime when you’ ve put
so many people who are found wanting into
positions, that you think, “Gee, | could really
do this better. 1'd like to try it.” And so, |
started out in my freshman class in high
school. And, as | mentioned, | was elected to
the student council, or whatever they called
it. | just progressed quite naturally from there
on.

Ms. Boswell: Olympiawasasmall town, then.
Were the facilitiesfairly good here?

Sen. Moor e: | think the high school was quite
good, and there were a lot of opportunities
here. For example, every girl took typing and
shorthand, which was one of the few fields
that would be open to young women. They
used to come over and sit at the desk in the
outer office of the Governor’s office, and
they’'d act as typists and receptionists for
which they got credit. It was good, practical
experience. Y ou were meeting the public. It
honed your personal skills. Gave you an
opportunity to type and take dictation from
the governor or his secretary. The overall
pattern here was extremely good, | thought.
And we were fortunate to have as our high
school principle Leland P. Brown, who
influenced all of usgreatly and for the better.

Ms. Boswell: So you almost lived and
breathed politicsif you livedin Olympia. You
couldn’t get away fromit.

Sen. Moore: If you were a state employee,
you did. There was no civil service then, so
youjust served at the pleasure of the Governor,
really.

Ms. Boswell: And did you say there were a
lot of people in and out? | think one thing
peopletalk about, even today, isthe transient
nature of a segment of Olympia s population
because of the Legislature. Was that even
more apparent then, or not?

Sen. Moore: People did not consider this a
career. If you could get ajob with the state as
a secretary or an engineer or something, you
considered yourself fortunate, but it was not
to be a lifetime job. You hoped with
engineering experience to be highly
acceptable to a contractor and go to work for
somebody who was building roads, and to
have other opportunities. And the same with
secretarial work. The state didn't pay very
well. Of course, nobody paid very well, and
remember, in those days if you were getting
$100 amonth, you got to keep thewhole $100.
There were no deductions—nothing. | think
thefirst payroll deductionwas Social Security
inthemid-1930s. A hundred dollarsamonth,
Sixty yearsago, or seventy years ago, wasthe
equivalent of probably at least $2,500 amonth
now, because you have all the deductions, and
most prices are between fifteen and twenty
timeswhat they werethen. In 1934, eggswere
ten cents a dozen, a one-pound loaf of bread
was ten cents, a quart of milk was ten cents.
A new Ford, Chevrolet, or Plymouth with a
radio and a heater cost $600, brand new!

But the opportunities were really great
here for young people. When | went to my
fiftieth anniversary of my high school
graduating class, which was 1980, there were
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100 people out of 167 who came to the
reunion. That’s fifty years later. | thought it
was quite interesting because all of thereally
lively people in high school were almost all
dead. The attendees didn’t stand out in high
school. They were not athletes, they weren't
cheerleaders, and they weren't al the things
that go to make up vitality in a school. They
were good kids, but not stand-outs. They got
jobs with the state or just stayed in Olympia,
and they bought waterfront when it was very
cheap, and most were well off. | was quite
surprised.

Ms. Boswell: Y ou told me that your dad was
amost embarrassed about being in politics,
per se, so did your parents encourage you at
al in politics, or did they just stay neutral?
What was your dad’ s reaction?

Sen. Moore: | think that they finally cameto
the conclusion that | was probably not destined
for greatness, which | think was a little
difficult for them. My father wanted meto be
an engineer. Well, after the initial
disappointment passed, probably when | was
thirty, they supported anything that | had a
desirefor.

My father died before | was elected, but
my mother lived in avery upscale retirement
homein San Diego. | went down to see her a
week or two after | was elected. At breakfast
that morning there were tables with about
eight ladies sitting around, and my mother
introduced me as her son the “Senator.”
Everything was going along fine, and all of a
sudden some woman said, “And what party
areyou?’ And my mother quickly said, “Oh,
wouldn’t you like some more jam?’ She was
ashamed | was a Democrat, but proud of the
fact that | was elected!

Ms. Boswell: She wasn't going to tell what
party you were elected from?

Sen. Moore: No, because they're all hard-
core, right-wing Republicans!

Ms. Boswell: Would you talk politics at the
dinner table? Was it that much of an issue?

Sen. Moore: No. Asamatter of fact, | don’t
know what we talked about at dinner. | had a
good relationship with my parents, but the
people that really changed my thinking were
the couple who became my father-in-law and
mother-in-law. | was very close to them, and
they lived forever. He was born in 1866 on
Lincoln’s birthday, a year after Lincoln was
assassinated. He had been a delegate to the
William Jennings Bryan “Cross of Gold”
convention. He had been a treasurer and
auditor in Aberdeen, South Dakota. He was
one-fourth Chippewa, and hewasvery liberal,
and | wasvery conservative, and finally, after
many years of wrangling he influenced me. |
grudgingly saw that he was probably right.
And no sooner had | arrived at that point, than
he turned conservative. So, we always had
very hot arguments.

Ms. Boswell: But mutually respectful ?
Sen. Moore: Yes. | loved both of them.
Ms. Boswell: May | ask what his name was?

Sen. M oor e: Bouley. Honoré Nelson Bouley.
He was of French-Canadian origin.

Ms. Boswell: And was he in government in
Olympia?

Sen. Moore: Yes. That's very interesting.
There used to be a department here called
Business, Budget, and Finance, or something
like that, and he was the person who audited
all of theexpendituresin the stateinstitutions.
He and a lady did this whole job, and when
he retired, at about eighty, they hired four
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people to do his job—a supervisor, two
secretaries and a clerk. He and this woman
had done the whole thing up until that time.
Heworked al thetime. Hewasaremarkable,
frail, little guy who probably never weighed
over 120 pounds, and he used to run back and
forth to the office when he was seventy-five,
eighty. He was remarkable.

So was my mother-in-law, EmmaBouley.
She was the treasurer for United Churches
here in Olympia. Two or three years before
she died, | used to come to Olympia every
week to take her out for aride. Shewasin a
nursing home, but as a matter of fact she
shouldn’t have been there, because she had
all her faculties and was quite ambulatory.

| learned many things of value from
Emma. She tempered my tempestuous streak
by example, showing methevalue of patience
and silence. She had many traitsthat reminded
me of Mahatma Gandhi. Without trying, she
left me avaluable heritage.

Ms. Boswell: Y ou mentioned the other day
that you were here when the Capitol building
was being built, and that was impressive to
you. Will you tell me alittle bit about that?

Sen. Moore: It was so much fun because it
was all mud and dirt, all around, clear out to
Capitol Way. Herewerethesefairly primitive
machines, block and tackle, lifting these big
pillars and everything into place—these big
blocks of granite and marble. So it wasfunto
watch. In those days they had nothing but
metal rollers on roller skates, and that area
where you go in that southeast door of the
Capitol, if you walk on around toward—
there’ squite alot of space around adjacent to
the governors office—that’s the best roller
skating that | ever had, and we used to roller
skate there all the time. The governor would
scream at us, and the chief of the Highway
Patrol would come out and shoo us away.

Ms. Boswell: The counterpart of the
skateboarderstoday.

Sen. Moore: Yes.

Ms. Boswell: That’s great. You were
mentioning that one of the early politicians
that you were fascinated with was Roland
Hartley. Tell mealittlebit more. Did you have
a chance to observe him pretty closely?

Sen. Moore: Oh yes. He wore a swallowtail
coat with white piping on it. He wore those
stiff collarsthat had the rounded edgesinstead
of being pointed, and he was probably five-
six. He had huge, bug eyes and florid red
cheeks, and he was never in doubt about
anything. Hewas quick to anger and hegot in
a terrible fight with Colonel Blethen who
owned the Seattle Times. Blethen told the
Governor that he had to be made general of
the National Guard. And Hartley didn't like
him to begin with, and that really touched him
off. “Nobody’s going to tell Roland Hartley
who to appoint.” So, somebody else was
appointed. Well, Blethenimmediately took off
after Hartley, hitting him with something
every week. They were such minor scandals
it's laughable. Like why did he sign the bill
that authorized the purchase of those cuspidors
at $100 apiece? Big deal. Well, Hartley took
it. At this time, my uncle owned the—you
know that triangle building in Seattle that’s
kitty corner across from the Westin Hotel ?

Ms. Boswell: Yes.

Sen. Moore: Well, my uncle owned the
building and the land, and the Seattle Times
was published there. Very convenient. Right
downtown, and they rolled the stuff off the
presses and the newsboys were there to grab
them and a few trucks hauled them out to
various places. One day, the Seattle Times
didn’t renew itslease, so my uncle was stuck
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with this ridiculous building. Triangle
buildingsare not the most utilitarian itemsyou
canfind. So, my unclethen found out that the
Seattle Times was moving out to Fairview
where they are now. Well, Roland Hartley
found out, too, and thought, “Here’s my
chance to get even with Blethen.”

Because Blethen bought that property on
the supposition that Fairview would go right
down to the water, and there’d be a bridge,
like the Aurora bridge, out over the water to
what is now Gasworks Park. And so, Hartley
thought, “As soon as he gets his investment
solidly set there, so he can’t move, then I'll
build a bridge over Aurora instead.” The
Aurorabridge. Which hedid. People got even,
really got even, inthosedays. It wasn't subtle!

Ms. Boswell: Amazing. So, you really think
that waswhy the Aurorabridgewasbuilt right
whereitis?

Sen. Moore: Oh yes. Oh, no question.

Ms. Boswell: That’sawonderful story. What
was your uncle’ s name?

Sen. Moore: Grimshaw. William E.
Grimshaw.

Ms. Boswell: What about your dad’'s
experienceswith Hartley?'Y ou said heworked
pretty closely with him, as well.

Sen. Moor e Inthose daysthereweren’t many
departments. Therewas Agriculture, therewas
the Highway Department, there was the
Department of Public Works, and then this
Business, Budget, and Finance Department. |
think that’s about all there was in state
government. So, the governor didn’t really
have much to do. Paid $6,000 a year? My
father got $5,000, which was a horrendous
salary in those days. S0, yes, al the directors
of departments, al met with Hartley. Dropped

in, asked hisopinion, told him what wasgoing
on, it was pretty informal. The place waswell
governed, but it wasn’t over-governed.

Ms. Boswell: That’sinteresting. What about
the role of the press? If Colonel Blethen and
Hartley had this set-to, was the press fairly
influential at that time?

Sen. Moore: Yes. The press had some real
“oomph.” Radio was just starting. Very few
people had radio. There was the Daily
Olympian and the Seattle Times and the P.1.,
and then there was a thing in Seattle called
the Sar, the Seattle Sar.

Hartley was one of a kind. If there had
happened to be a band playing in the rotunda
when Hartley was governor, he would have
called the chief of the Highway Patrol, a guy
by the name of Bill Cole, who wore puttees
and acampaign hat. He' d have called him and
said, “Clear this place out.” So, nobody ever
did.

Ms. Boswell: Not dignified enough, or what
was his reason?

Sen. Moore: He didn’t have any education,
and he had come along way in life. Hehad a
reverence for this place, and for Yale, and
Vassar, and that was the way he was. He
wasn't going to have it defiled with a lot of
silly music. He might have tolerated a string
guartet, something like that, but one of these
bands, no possible way.

Ms. Boswell: Forget it, huh?

Sen. M oor e: No saxophones, no trumpets, no
drums—hewasavery tough guy. Nobody was
going to push Roland Hartley around. Hewas
here for eight years, and he would have
probably been here longer if the Depression
hadn’t hit. | think there was one Democrat in
the Legislature, in the Senate, in 1930. In
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1932, they were ailmost al Democrats. Just a
handful of holdovers. But, by 1934, the
Republicans were an endangered species.

Ms. Boswell: Was that Martin's
administration? Do you remember him
specifically, too, from your Olympia days?
Y ou weren't really down here then.

Sen. Moore: No. | was in school in Seattle,
and then | was working. | used to come back
often, but | only met him twice, | guess. | had
the impression of cold, marble eyes, and a
quiet, not-effusive person. Robust in character
and physically. | don’t mean that hewas heavy
or stout. He wasjust built proportionally. He
was a strong man—and tall.

The second time | met him was at a party
herein Olympia, at the Mansion. | can’t even
remember what the occasion was. Must have
been open to anybody if a Republican could
get in. He was a man | don’t think anybody
really knew very well. Hewas very much unto
himself, | think. But, you know, he was one
of my two favorite governors. Rosellini was
the other.

Ms. Boswell: What was it about Martin that
you particularly appreciated?

Sen. M oor e: Looking back from thisvantage
point, | would have a different reason for
believing that he was the best governor. At
that time | was ultraconservative, and he was
the only conservative Democrat who was
running for governor. Theother two werevery
liberal, Pemberton and Schwellenbach. And
S0, in those days, as a Republican, | thought
hewasvery good, and | also gave him alot of
credit at that time for saving the state from
bankruptcy, and spreading the pain around
through the salestax. Hewasatall, rather dour
man with glassy eyes. They just didn’t seem
to see you. He was quite austere. He was
probably six-two, which was immense in

those days. Well built, publicly quite refined.
Privately—I can’t really speak to that. He had
aterrifically difficult period to be governor—
you have to judge people by whether there
were easy times or not—and he had a
L egidaturewithwhom hedid not agreeagreat
deal of thetime. So, | gave him alot of credit
for maneuvering so well for eight years with
a very difficult group. The Legislature was
very wild during his tenure. As | recall,
Democrats had to get somebody out of jail in
Sedttle to serve.

Ms. Boswell: Oh, really? | hadn’t heard that
story before.

Sen. Moore: Some people said there were
three, but | can only remember one, and | can’t
remember who it was. But anyway, it was a
motley crew that he inherited. He just came
inthe sametimethey did, inabiglandslidein
1932. They were all new, including him. He
was unfamiliar with the ways of the
L egislature because he’' d been agrain elevator
owner/operator in Cheney—uvery successful.
He' sresponsiblefor building the highway that
now connects Vantage with Spokane, and
you'll notice it goes within Cheney—ahalf a
mile of Cheney. There was areason that road
was built there. Easy access!

Ms. Boswell: | wondered about his
environmental stance, because of the whole
controversy over the Olympic National Park,
and how big it should be, where it should be,
and the interests of the timber industry. He
was pretty much in oppositionto alarge park,
which sort of surprised me alittle bit.

Sen. Moor e: Parkswere so vague here. They
were well established in the East and there
were not very many national parks here. Our
national forests were out here. | guess| don’t
know enough about that to speak to it.
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Ms. Boswell: What about your academic
interests? Did they have much coursework in
political science at Olympia High?

Sen. Moore: No. And | wasaterrible student.
| graduated number 100 out of 167, so | was
in the lower half of the class. | would never
have been ableto get into the university today.
But this was 1930 and the Great Depression
was everywhere, which meant they would
accept anyone with the tuition fee. So | was
able to get into the university, but again |
foundered, not knowing what | wanted. |
flunked out three times and never finished. |
had joined the Sigma Chi fraternity and really
frittered away four years of my life, except |
was dtill in love with Honora, and | was still
interested in politics. At the university, |
managed several campaigns for people with
indifferent successes, sometimes winning,
sometimes losing.

Ms. Boswell: What about the political tone
of those campaigns? Werethere somedefinite
philosophies of the peoplethat you managed?

Sen. Moore: Generally not. It was a
popularity contest more than anything else,
although | ranfor A.S.U.W. vice-president. |
ran on the platform of “let’s have a student
union building.” They called me a
Communist. And the fellow that had been the
athletic director, Chuck Frankland, who later
became a banker, came out to the university
and denounced me. And about three or four
years later he supported the idea of a student
union building! So | was one of thefirst ones
to have something of substance that | wanted
to do.

Ms. Boswell: But the political tone of the
campus at that time was still fairly
conservative?

Sen. Moore: It wasvery conservative. | used

to go to some offbeat meetings. I’d go to
anything perhaps out of excitement that it was
offbeat, or maybe | really wanted to see what
it was about. I’m alittle confused in my own
mind asto why | went. If | could havefound a
Communist meeting | would have probably
gone, although | was beyond-belief
conservative. | was extreme far right. | hated
unions, welfare, Social Security, WPA, |
opposed anything new—a traditional
Republican!

Ms. Boswell: Where do you think that came
from?

Sen. Moore: Oh, | think it was partly my
upbringing. My parents were very
conservative. And | wanted to be a success,
and you couldn’t be a success in the way |
wanted to be, or thought | wanted to be, if
you were wildly liberal.

Ms. Boswell: How were you defining success
then?

Sen. Moor e: Oh, you know, money, prestige,
position in the community. All the traditional
things that were more a yardstick than they
are today. You know today, you could be an
artist and be accepted. But when | was a boy
that wasjust too far out. But then came Mark
Tobey, Graves, Fitzgerald, and Tomkins.
They were all respected in the community as
early as the fifties. So attitudes began to
change.

Of course, Roosevelt and Truman had a
big influence on what success was. Coming
from a meager background and becoming a
union organizer or abank vice-president was
possible. It had not been possible in the
twentiesand before. Therewasmore of aclass
structure. That's why Horatio Alger stories
sold so well, because those examples were so
few and far between! There weren't many.
Some people like to think the bootstrap life
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was possible, but in reality it wasn't.

Anyway, | had one of the worst grade
point averages anybody had at the university.
| flunked out three times, and never finished,
and they let me back in. | took an extension
course and as soon as| finished that, | applied
to come back—tuition enclosed—and they
took me without any question. Academically,
my grades were so bad that when | applied at
Evergreen two or three years ago, thinking,
“Well, after al these years, it might be fun to
get adegree.”

They laughed at meand said, “Y ou know,
if you'll go to a community college for four
or five years, and have a 4.0, we might
consider you.”

| thought, “That’salong timeinmy life.”

Ms. Boswell: That’'s kind of silly after a
distinguished career.

Sen. Moore: | don'tthink so. | think they were
right. | was glad they had some standards. |
admire them for it.

Ms. Boswell: Well, then, tell me about that
period. Were you so busy with the political
campaigns that you weren’'t interested in
studies?

Sen. Moore: Yes. It was during Prohibition.
And, you know, drinking beer illegally was
the thing to do. So | used to drink home brew
in somebody’ s basement or wherever.

Ms. Boswell: So you know some Prohibition
stories?

Sen. Moore: Oh, well, people know these
stories pretty well, but one of the great stories
is that—this is when | lived in Olympia—
liquor was brought from Victoriato either Port
Angelesor Port Townsend or Port Ludlow. It
was always brought down in afifty or sixty
foot yacht. They’d have many hundreds of

cases that they were able to bring down, and
they would unload them there. Then the
bootleggerswould put themin regular touring
cars, and one car would have acoupleof pretty
tough looking charactersdriving it. And then
there’'d be a second car that had a little old
man and alittle old lady driving like they’'re
touring. And the third car waskind of arelief
car, andit worked likethis: Thefirst car would
be driving down the road looking around
furtively, and the revenuers would pick them
up and search them. Inthe meantime, thelittle
old lady and the little old man who had the
booze with them, would just continue down
the road. They drove all the way from Port
Angeles, or Port Ludlow or Port Townsend
to Olympia, which was kind of a distribution
center, and they would unload it here. Well,
thethird car, in case there appeared to be some
question about what was happening to the
second car with the elderly couple in it—
whether they might be under surveillance,
too—would immediately speed up and go just
as fast as they could down the road. The
revenuerswould take after them thinking they
were the ones. And so, this little old couple
would tour down here with the alcohol. The
bootleggers had a lot of people like that
because they could only get maybe twenty
cases in acar at atime, but rather than load
them on atruck, which would betoo obvious,
they used this ruse.

Ms. Boswell: Wasiit fairly easy, in Olympia
then, to get bootleg?

Sen. Moor e: Oh, there werefifty taxies here,
and all they did was pick moonshine up, up
where the Westwater Hotel is, in that genera
area. It wasbrought down from the Black Hills
wheretherewerelotsof stills, and they’ d pick
up the moonshine there for the people that
couldn’t afford the better stuff smuggled in
from British Columbia. The taxi cab
companies had, stashed around in various
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places, anything that you wanted—Cutty Sark,
Black and White, Red Label, Black Label.
Scotch was a big drink in those days. It was
kind of, | don’'t know, kind of snobbish to
drink Scotch. So, people drank either Scotch
or moonshinefromthe hillsup here, whatever
they could afford.

Ms. Boswell: So evenlegislatorsindulged, at
that point?

Sen. Moore: Oh, it was a way of life! Of
course.

Ms. Boswell: What about liquor, eveninthese
days? Is a lot of business conducted over
drinks? Is that culture important?

Sen. Moore: | can't really answer that.
Apparently, it' sabig enoughitemthat the IRS
has decided that you can only write off so
many martinisat lunch. When |’ vehad adrink,
| never do any business. | don't redly trust
myself. So, all my business has aways been
conducted in an office, or sometimesat lunch,
but with no drinking, becausel just don’t think
I’m capable of totally coping. Some people
seem to be able to handle it well, but | can't.

Ms. Boswell: So there was Prohibition. And
were you involved in politics at all at the
university, besidesyour A.S.U.W. campaign?

Sen. Moore: | spent alot of time on politics.
And | just wasn't interested in school. As a
matter of fact, | wonder if | should have ever
gone. | might have been better off at Pike Place
Market just selling oranges or something,
because my history has been that I'm a
competitor.

Ms. Boswell: Do you think that's the quality
that particularly distinguished your career asa
politica organizer, that competitiveness?| mean,
isthat what kept you going at the university?

Sen. Moore: | think so. And | was manager
of our intramural sportsteamsat thefraternity
| belonged to. | would do anything—just about
anything—to have the best team on the
campus. So | was pretty competitive and not
very capable myself. Asl said, | can’t dance,
| can'tsing, and | never considered | had much
of a personality. | always thought of myself
aswantinginalot of areas. So | guess| chose
to be amanager rather than a candidate.

Ms. Boswell: What kinds of skillshave made
you a good manager?

Sen. Moore: | am reasonably good at seeing
afew months ahead or afew years ahead, and
nobody that | ever managed was damaged. |
wouldn’t tolerate dirty campaigns. We lost
somethat we could havewon if we had mixed
it up. But those people survived as viable
candidates at alater date.

Ms. Boswell: Areyou adetail person?

Sen. Moore: No. | paint with a broad brush.
Asamatter of fact, | wouldn’t have ever been
elected had it not been for my wife, Virginia

Ms. Boswell: So you are the idea person and
the vision person?

Sen. Moore: | don't think | want to make
that—it sounds asif I’'m some kind of seer.

Ms. Boswell: No.

Sen. M oor e: But, for instance, | helped write
thefirst civil rightsact inthisstate, inthemid-
forties. And | tried to write Indiansand women
into it, and those white liberals who were on
the ad hoc committee all laughed at me.

| was pleased this was the fifth state to
haveacivil rightsact. Connecticut, New Y ork,
Massachusetts, and New Jersey werethefour
that had civil rights acts before we did. But,
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I’ve awaystried to look ahead.

Y earsago, | saw the need for trees on the
Seattle streetswhen | ran for the city council.
That—and free water to industriesthat didn’t
pollute—weretheissues| ranon. That wasin
'58. They just laughed at me. A coupleof years
later they planted treeson the streets of Sesttle.
Eventually, they got around to agreeing that
maybewe should give water away for awhile,
five years or something like that, to
businesses. Of course, now we seewe' re short
of water. And | saw that coming about twenty-
five years ago. Long before the first drought.

When we get this population increase by
fifty percent, which may happen in the next
thirty, forty years, what happens then? Not
only to water, but also to sewage? Nobody
thinks ahead. We do have somebody in the
Legidlature who is thinking ahead right now,
Senator Karen Fraser from Olympia. She's
someonein the Senate who truly putssocietal
long-term solutionsfirst. And she’ sinterested
in the water problem as | have always been.

Ms. Boswell: Did you develop that skill for
seeing ahead in college? Did you have some
sort of notion about thefate of the university?
| mean the student union was agood example
of that. Y ou saw where things were going.

Sen. Moore: Well, there was no place for
students to get together. There was a place,
kind of a nonsectarian thing called Eaglson
Hall, off campus. And students could get
together there, but in small groups. They
needed alarger arenawith food and all of that.
So | saw that need and others. I’ d never been
anyplace elsebut I’ d heard about school sthat
had such things. So | thought, “Well, we
should have one, too.”

Ms. Boswell: Werethe studentsvery political
at that time? | mean were the mgjority pro- or
anti-Roosevelt, for example? Or was there a
strong sense of national politics?

Sen. Moore: Students in general were
conservative because their folks had money
to get them there. And there weren't very
many working their way through school,
because there were no jobs in Seattle.

When | went to work in ’34 there were
50,000 unemployed men in Seattle. And of
coursewomen weren’t even counted. Jobsfor
women were mostly asanurse, stenographer,
housewife, teacher, waitress, or maybe one or
two other things. But you know, as far as
professiona swere concerned or management
jobs—noway. Soit wasavery terrible period,
much wasted talent—and fear everywhere.

Fear can end up in revolution. So because
of Roosevelt, and perhaps because of thewar,
the country was saved. Itisaterriblething to
say, but it caused them to be motivated by
fear. Everybody was so busy keeping body
and soul together they forgot about being a
capitalist or acommunist or what not.

Ms. Boswell: You said you were fairly
conservative. Were you a supporter of
Roosevelt?

Sen. Moore: No, | hated him. Oh, | hated
change! Oh, | just absolutely deplored him.
And | am ashamed to say | passed on those
terrible storiesabout Harry Truman. | was part
and parcel of Republican gossip. When heran
in ’48, | just passed the gossip along—you
know, the storiesthat he played apianointhe
whorehouse and all this stuff. I’'m ashamed
of myself. But that’sthelast time| really did
anything like that without knowing what | was
doing.

Ms. Boswell: When you were at the
university, and it was the depths of the
Depression, and you had some scholastic
difficulties, what did your parentsthink about
all that? Were they having any financial
difficultiesaswell, or were they able to keep
afloat?
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Sen. Moore: They did all right. Y ou see, my
father was hired by Hartley, as | mentioned.
In those days there were just three people in
the governor’s office. There was Roland
Hartley, therewas Amy Albright whowashis
secretary and perhaps something else along
withit, and aguy by the name of Rochford—
| think that was his name—who wrote the
budget. That’ sall therewas. One day Roland
Hartley was in the East—I can't remember
what the situation was, but he was out of town
for a week—and Amy Albright became the
Governor. The Lieutenant Governor didn’t
count, he was in Wenatchee. And she just
called my father in and fired him. Said,
“You're through, bye.”

Ms. Boswell: Wasthere animosity there, what
was the reason?

Sen. Moore: | don’'t know. | don’t know what
it was. Roland Hartley may have told her to
do it—wedon’t know. But anyway, my father
was sort of like me. He never went anyplace
where he wasn't invited. I'm careful about
that, too. He said, “| guess that’s the way it
iS.” The Depression wasjust starting, that was
the summer of 1930.

Sen. M oor e: So the peoplethat put my father
into this job with Hartley—the law firm in
Spokane—they cameto hisrescue. That’ sthe
way thingswere donein those days. They got
him a new job. They made him division
manager of Washington Water Power, from
Chelan to the Canadian border. And so | think
he got $300 a month, which was less than he
was getting here because he got $416.67, or
$5,000 a year.

He then spent quite a few years in
Okanogan. My parentsdidn’t want to facethe
fact that | was not making it at school. Both
my father and mother wanted to think | was
perfect, whichisnot unusual. And sincel was
the only child they had all their chips on me.

So when | dropped out of schooal, | think it
was a disappointment, but thefact that | went
to work, | got a job right away—in spite of
the fact that there were 50,000 people out of
work—kind of made up for everything else. |
was a hard worker and never missed a day.
I’dbesick and I’d still gotowork. I'd go home
assoon as| got through. 1'd go to bed and try
to get well for the next day. My parents
appreciated that part of me. It wastheir style.

Interesting thing, a young man who had
been a flyer in World War | and who had
crashed, injuring hisback—helost avertebrae
or something—came to Olympia and asked
for ajob. My father hired him to aposition as
an engineer in the Department of Public
Works. Hisnamewas Wellington Rupp. That
was probably around 1926. Eight years later
he left state employment and went to Puget
Sound Power and Light.

In March of 1934, | went to see him and
said, “I want to go towork, | can’'t makeit at
school.” | knew it was a big burden, but he
wasthe kind of man who thought, “Hisfather
helped me, I’'m going to help him.” So he got
me a job reading meters for Puget Sound
Power and Light, and | quit school. In those
days, Puget and City Light were both
competing for the same customers, using the
same poles for their lines. If you didn't like
one, you just cut them off and went to the other
one.

So | was able to get a job when nobody
else had one. | went to work on March 23,
1934, which was Honora' s birthday. | was so
afraid of losing that job that | never took a
day off, even when | had the flu. | was there
early in the morning. They gave us two car
tokens every day to get out on the job to read
the meters. | would use one car token to get
from the University District where | was
living, to downtown, get atransfer, goinand
get my meter-reading book, and with this
transfer | would go out to read the meters. I'd
come back and use my other token—you see,
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I’d get atransfer from out there—to get back
to the University District.

So | had life figured out and it was very
cheap living. | made eighty dollars a month
and for breakfast | had two powdered sugar
donuts and a glass of milk, for adime. And |
ate lunch out in little places | had discovered
where you got a great mea for twenty-five
cents. And then dinner | really splurged, and
spent maybe fifty cents. So | ate for lessthan
adollar aday, probably twenty-five dollarsa
month. And | was saving sixteen dollars a
month, with which | bought Puget Power
stock.

Ms. Boswell: That's pretty amazing during
that period.

Sen. Moore: | bought ashare of stock in Puget
Sound Power and Light every pay day for
eight dollars. And that’s how | got my start.

Ms. Boswell: And did Mr. Rupp note your
strong commitment to the job?

Sen. Moore: Oh, yes, he didn’t expect
anything less. He was a tremendous worker.
Hewaslike JJmmy Andersen on the Supreme
Court here. He worked eighteen hours a day.
He dept afew hoursevery day and therest of
the time it was all work. He was especially
pleased when after about eight or ten months
onthejob, | walkedin oneday with atransfer
order from City Light to Puget. It was the
Orpheum Building and Theatre—a really
good account. It was where the Westin Hotel
now stands.

The chief meter reader didn’t believe it.
Sol said, “Well, call thisfellow.” Sohecalled
the guy who'd put in the order, and he said,
“Yes, | just signed up a half hour ago. When
areyou going to makethe change?’ The chief
meter reader shook his head because no meter
reader had ever been ableto sign up anybody.
Once in awhile they’d stumble into a house

where they were just ready to move and sign
them. But nothing big. So they immediately
made me a salesman and took me off meter
reading. Thiswas early 1935. | was ahero—
| never told anyone the Orpheum man was
my uncle in whose house | was born.

Ms. Boswell: Oh! | wasjust going to ask you
how you did it. Well, good for you.

Sen. Moore: It isn't the cards you're dedlt,
it's how you play them. And that’'s been my
philosophy aways. | had no charisma, | had
very little to offer, but what little | had |
parlayed. | made the most of it. In the
meantime, | lost every cent | had in the 1936
election.

Ms. Boswell: How did you do that?

Sen. Moore: | bet on Landon against
Roosevelt. And | had wonderful bets. Like
Landon will carry a state west of Mississippi.
Landon will carry astate south of the Mason-
Dixon line. Landon will carry a state west of
the Hudson River. The Literary Digest Poll
was showing Landon winning over Roosevelt.
So | thought, “I’ vereally got thisthing by the
tail.” So | bet $300 and | lost it all, which
would be like at least $6,000 now.

And | was feeling pretty beat up the next
morning. By that time | had become a
salesman on the floor in Puget’ s main office,
selling ranges and water heaters. A fellow
came up to me and said, “I've just talked to
your boss and I'd like to talk to you.” And |
hadn’t shaved. | was a real wreck that
morning. Hesaid, “ Could you come and have
acup of coffee with me?’

And | said, “I don’'t drink coffee.” Redl
friendly type, Mr. Personality!

And he said, “Well, maybe a glass of
milk.”

And | said, “That'd be fine.” So we went
to alittle dive up the street and he offered me
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ajob with Hot Point, a division of GE, as a
salesman traveling in the Northwest: Oregon,
Washington, and Montana, as far east as
Kdispell, and asfar south asKlamath Falls. So
| took thejob. That wasin November of * 36.

Honoraand | married October 6, 1937, in
Olympia. Only afew relatives attended. The
Depression had dragged on for seven years
and no respite seemed imminent. Not only is
marriage somewhat of agamble, | did themost
ridiculous thing in my life—I asked for two
months |leave of absence and our manager, a
gentleman, said yes. Wedroveto San Diego,
Laredo, Mexico City, and Acapulco. There
was practically no road to Acapulco. Wemade
it to one hotel and a pristine deserted beach.

By the time we returned to Seattle in
December, employment had taken another
dive. | was sure | was unemployed when |
walked into the manager’ s office. Hetold me
he had been ordered to cut expenses, which
meant payroll. Asthe newest employee at Hot
Point, | was slated to be out of ajob. He asked
the rest of his staff if they would take a ten
percent pay cut to keep me and they said yes.
Somehow | doubt that would happen today. |
tried hard to succeed. Through some luck |
won Hot Point’ snational saleseffort for three
of thefiveyears| wasthere. Although | knew
working for big companies was not my first
choice, | prepared to stay, perhaps forever.

Asit turned out, | waswith Hot Point until
December of 1941. Then out of the blue came
Pearl Harbor and all-out war with Japan. Our
office closed because the factory in Chicago
was being converted to the war effort. |
registered for the draft at age twenty-nine, and
was not taken because of asthmaand my age.
| went to work at Boeing, which during the
war wasalittlelike the service—two or three
employees for every job.

Ms. Boswell: Did Hot Point close its office
because of thewar, or did they just figurethey
wouldn’t be selling alot of appliances?

Sen. Moor e It went into total war materials.

Ms. Boswell: And at Boeing what were you
doing?

Sen. Moore: | was what they now call a
contract administrator. Actually, | would get
a phone call from Lockheed and they would
say, “You know, we have only twelve hours
of supply,” of some part. See, therewerealot
of companies working on the same planes.
Boeing and Lockheed might be building the
sameplane. “Well, we' reout of acertainkind
of grommet.”

And I'd say, “Well, how many do you
need?’

“Well, we need enough for amonth.” So
my job was to scrounge around and get those
and get them on aB-17 asfast as| could, and
fly them down there so they didn’t run out.
And so that’s al | really did during the war.
Not much of ajob.

Ms. Boswell: Well, | think it’s an important
job.

Sen. Moore: It didn’t seem like it to me. |
wasgrateful to haveajob and bewith Honora,
but | was not happy. By 1945, my asthmatic
attacks were daily and severe. Nothing gave
relief. Finally an Austrian doctor whom |
helped get into the county told me my only
hope was psychoanalysis. Like everyone, |
said | wasn't crazy. But in desperation | looked
into it. There was only one analyst in Sezttle
at thetime. The rest were all in the Navy. So
| phoned him in February of ' 45 and couldn’t
get an appointment until July 1. | wasawreck
that morning. | could just hardly breathe. So |
went down to see this guy in the Cobb
Building, walked out of that appointment fifty
minutes later, and never had another attack. |
kept on seeing him for two more years because
| realized that there must be some underlying
problem. Since that time I've been able to



16

CHapPTER 1

handle anything. | just don't get sick. | just
don't giveup. | just keep going. | guess| have
a determination to want to see what the next
day isgoing to bring. | want to beready for it.
I'm still up at five o’clock in the morning,
whether I'm farming, or whether I'm
legidating. When | wasabroker | wasthefirst
onethereand thelast oneto leave—for thirty-
four years.
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Ms. Boswell: Beforeweget into your political
career, | wanted to talk about your business
life. They seem to have occurred
simultaneously—you were handling your
business ventureswhileyou wereinvolvedin
politics. So, after you see this psychoanalyst,
it's 1945 and the war is about to end. Where
did you go—in terms of business—once the
war was over?

Sen. Moore: | left Boeing. | didn't want to
ever go back to abig company, because | had
already realized that my personality just didn’t
fit. And | knew | didn't want to end up
anyplacewith aturkey dinner and agold watch
at age sixty-five. And about that time | began
to feel | wanted to have as many experiences
as| couldinlife. So that’s why I’ve done so
many things.

But even though | just don’t belong in a
big organization, | ended up in somebig ones
anyway. In September of 1945, after leaving
Boeing, | went to work as a stockbroker for a
tiny firm—and | was miserable. But | stayed
in brokerage, at various firms, for thirty-four
years because of themoney. Never had agood

day.
Ms. Boswell: Oh, really?

Sen. Moore: Never. | hated it, but | wasquite

successful. In 1945 | was thirty-three, and |
was just devastated with the asthma and hay
fever. After | got relief from that asaresult of
analysis, | was so far behind al of the other
people that I'd gone to school with it was
pathetic. So, | started running, hard.
Everything | did, | wastrying to catch up with
all the people that were my age.

Ms. Boswell: When you say, “catch up,” you
mean in terms of advancement in career?

Sen. Moore: Oh, yes. In politics, in business,
every way. And so, | think in order to prove
that | had some potential, you know, | had to
do everything the hard way. | never did
anything theeasy way. It wasasif | wasgoing
into the Kentucky Derby carrying 200 pounds
extra. When | won contests, when | wasabig
producer in the brokerage business, | always
did it the hard way. | talked people out of
business. | said, “Do you have a house?’

“Well, no, I’'m renting one.”

“1 think you should save your money for
a down payment on a house.” | could have
had that business, you see. | could have taken
their money and put it in some stock or other.
But | just didn’t do that. | wasawayslooking
out for what | thought was their best interest.
Not that | was playing God, but it just seemed
common sense to me to own a house. And
that was an ambition of people back in time,
almost everybody wanted to own a“piece of
therock.”

Ms. Boswell: Was that a post-Depression
philosophy?

Sen. Moore: | think the Depression made
ownership more important. But of course,
back in 1920 and before, people wanted to
own something. That was security, whether it
was 320 acres, or 160 acres, or 80 acres, or a
house, people wanted to own. Houses were
cheap to build, and they didn’'t have a lot of
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amenities. So, if you just got a piece of land
and built ahouseonit, that probably wasgoing
to last you for the rest of your life. People
didn’t live so long then.

Still, even though | did it the hard way,
wherever | was, | was the biggest producer. |
put in long hours.

Ms. Boswell: Wasit thetime?Y ou sound like
you have very good salesmanship abilities as
well.

Sen. Moore: Maybe. | don’'t understand it. |
just worked hard. | just worked. Y ou know, |
was there five-thirty or six o’clock in the
morning, and | got home about six or six-thirty
in the evening. | was doing twelve hours a
day when | was working.

In those days, the New York Stock
Exchange was open on Saturday morning.
And so | wasthereat six 0’ clock until noon.
Sundays | read and tried to get ahead of
everybody else. I've just been a plodder,
really.

Ms. Boswell: Well now, certainly during the
Depression there was some suspicion cast on
the brokerage businessin general, because of
the crash and all its problems. But after the
war, the brokerage business and everything
wasbooming. Sowasit really recovering, too?
Or wasit atough go?

Sen. Moore: As late as 1950—I was sitting
in the office—there was a day in which
240,000 sharestraded onthe New Y ork Stock
Exchange. Today when it runs under 600
million they think somethingiswrong. That's
how tiny it was.

Everything in Seattle, particularly, was
real estate. Heavy Scandinavian population,
asyou know. And they wanted abank account
and ahouse, and that’ sit. They didn’t want to
buy stock, they wouldn’t touch it. | don’t think
there were ten clients in Ballard. There was

nobody but Merrill in those days. Then Dean
Witter came and then Walston came. | worked
for Walston, but Dean Witter was Merrill’s
main competition. Walston was having ahard
time breaking in here. There really wasn’t
enough business for three firms.

But | set a goal for myself every day.
When | first started out my goal wasto make
ten dollarsevery day. That’s $200 a month,
roughly. Sometimes| was at the office until
ten at night before | got that ten dollars put
together. By 1979 my goa was $1,000 a
day.

Ms. Boswell: And you were able to pull it
off?

Sen. Moore: Yes, but only because | never
give up.

Ms. Boswell: Amazing. How did you choose
the brokerage business, though?1 mean, if real
estate was booming, why not real estate?

Sen. Moore: A fellow whom | admired at the
University, hewas student body president two
or threeyearsahead of meat school. | admired
him alot; we worked together at Boeing. He
said, “What areyou going to do after thewar?’

| said, “Well, I know I'm not going back
to one of those big companies again.” And |
said, “Probably they don’t want me anyway.”

He said, “Well, come with me,” to the
brokerage business. | didn’t have any other
ideas. With my education | was not going
anyplace, obviously. So that’s how that
started. That was’ 45, and we had a company
called Hartley Rogers. In 1950, we sold it to
Walston.

| had agreat experiencewhen | first started
out in the brokerage business. | decided that |
was going to call on everybody on Third
Avenue in Seattle. So, | stopped in at every
storefront, and I’d go up in the elevators and
call on people, cold.
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About the fourth or fifth place | came to
was Green’'s Cigar Store, on Third Avenue
between Union and University, on the west
side of the street. Mr. Green wasatall, white-
haired man, pink faced, clean shaven,
dignified. | went in and | asked if | could tell
him about something that | had. He said,
“Certainly.” And, al the time that I’m there,
people are coming up to pay their checks at
the counter, and they’rerolling dice, and he's
listening to me all at the same time. | was
selling a thing called Roosevelt Oil, which
were very shallow oil wells in Michigan. It
was a convertible preferred stock that paid
eight percent.

It sounded good, but when | got all
through, he said, “Well, I'm really not
interested, but I'll tell you something. I've
alwaysfelt that when | get four percent, | eep
well, and when | get six percent | eat well,”
which istelling me that if you're too greedy,
you're not going to sleep great. I’ve always
remembered Mr. Green telling me that. It's
very true. If you put it in something absol utely
safe, you're going to sleep well, and if it's
sort of safe, but hasmoreincome, you' regoing
to eat well. You get beyond that, the risk is
not worth the gain hoped for.

Ms. Boswell: Isthat something you apply to
your own strategies?

Sen. Moore: Oh, yes. Absolutely. It affected
me alot. | was never successful in business,
but I got lucky. And, part of luck to me, is
avoiding bad decisions, bad mistakes. And |
was very good at avoiding really serious
mistakes caused by greed. But, | can’'t hire
people any better than | can firethem. | can’'t
firethem, it’ sjust deadly for me. I think that’s
why | always wanted a legislative position
instead of an executive position.

It's a good thing | was lucky, because |
started off borrowing money in 1934, and by
the late seventies | owed a million dollars,

whichwasridiculous. | started out with about
afifty-dollar loan thefirst time, and every time
| could borrow more, | did, and | bought
something. | bought silver dollars when they
were about adollar-and-a-quarter apiece, and
afew yearslater they werefifty dollarsapiece.
But | was never abig buyer because | didn’t
have the capital. My real estate ventures
covered the inflation on the money | owed,
but then | lost alot of money in the restaurant
business in Seattle. Didn't make any in the
tavern business, and | just owed alot of money
by the time it was done.

But I’ve aways tried to associate with
people who were winners. Some people are
just winners, and other people are—no matter
what, they do the wrong thing. A friend of
mine from the Civil Rights Council, Ken
McDonald, and one of his partners, Alec
Bayless, and | became acquainted about forty
years ago or more. | began investing in real
estate deals with them. The deals all turned
out fine. They showed up one day inthe mid-
sixtieswith adeal to buy ten thousand dollars
worth—a ten percent interest—in several
hundred acres of cherries, apples, and
nectarines, just acrosstheriver from Hanford.
Thetaxeswerelow, and | thought of it asraw
land and waited for it to grow in price. The
idea was we were going to plant grapes. We
did, and it has turned out extremely well. |
was able to get out of debt. | always owed
more money than | should have. | was lucky
to save myself.

Ms. Boswell: Therewasnoworry then, at all,
about the effects of Hanford on the land?

Sen. Moore: No. There were a few weirdos
speaking of dire consequences, but no one
paid much attention.

Ms. Boswell: Beforethat, had your real estate
interests been primarily around Seattle?
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Sen. Moore: Yes. Ontheeast side of thelake,
Redmond, Carnation, Fall City, out there, raw
land.

Ms. Boswell: Was the vineyard your first
foray into agriculture, actually growing
something?

Sen. Moore: Yes. When we went into this
deal, the fellow who had started it had killed
himself. His estate wanted to get rid of the
investment, so a group of Bayless friends
bought it at a pretty good price, and several
of uscameinwith him. It wasagreat tax write-
off. And, then about the timethe write-off was
gone, it started producing. | was older and
needed theincome, so it worked out very well.

And then, of course, there was the tavern
business. | had three of them.

Ms. Boswell: Tell me how you first got into
those?

Sen. Moore: | read an article—in the Wall
Street Journal—on England, where they have
chains of taverns, sort of like Jack in the Box.
A littledifferent, because each oneisdifferent,
but they are all owned by one entity. So, |
said to my friend Sam Parks, whom I’ d hel ped
get into the mining stock business, “Why don't
wehaveapublic offering of stock? Thenwe'll
buy atavern, and then when that progresses,
we'll buy another tavern.” We bought atavern
up in Clearview, Washington, between
Bothell and Snohomish. It wasadisaster. We
lost. With what money we had left, we went
into agold mine, and it turned out okay. But |
wasn't satisfied yet, | had to buy abig tavern.

Ms. Boswell: When you say you went into a
gold mine, do you mean, literally agold mine,
or into agold mine of atavern?

Sen. Moor e: An actual gold minethat worked
out fine.

Ms. Boswell: Where was that?

Sen. Moore: That wasin Nevada. And then,
wehad Trudy’ s Tavern out on Highway 99in
Riverton. One of the oldest licensees in the
state. A good situation, so we bought that, and,
well, it satough business, and of coursel was
supporting it out of the brokerage business. It
wasn’t more than a year or two before |
decided that it wasn't going to work, so we
sold it, and we sold the two other taverns
shortly thereafter. By that time, my tavern
partner and | had broken up. He wanted to do
some other things, so | wasthe sole proprietor.
So, then we had adeal in Montanathat showed
up.

A fellow called my new partner, Mark
Taverniti. He was a social worker. So, this
fellow Mark knew called. They had known
each other at Weber State in Utah where
they’ d both been jocks. He said that therewas
thisfellow in Montanawho had ahotel witha
restaurant in it and a liquor license, but he
didn’t want to operate the liquor license
because hewasfrom Kansas, avery dry state.
| said, “Well, why don’'t we do it?" So, the
owner sent the documents over, and | signed
them without ever being there.

Then, about aweek later, | thought, “Well,
| guess!’ll go over and seewhat we' vedone.”
So, | went over there, and here wasthisreally
run down hotel. Therestaurant |looked terrible,
and they were doing about $200,000 a year.
So, we did some work on it and the volume
kept going up, but we weren’'t making any
money. After the third manager, we finally
got a woman manager, and she managed to
make it go. But, there were problems. Her
father owned the building, but he was about
to go bankrupt. If he went bankrupt, then we
wouldn’'t have alease of any consequence. So,
we worked a deal out where she bought the
building. Then she sold most of it as
condominiums, but she owned the first and
second floor and the basement. She’'s now
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doing about $1.8 million ayear. She's doing
very well, and I’ m happy.

Ms. Boswell: Where was that?

Sen. Moore: In Bozeman. And then we
weren't satisfied doing that, we had to buy
one up in the mountains at Bridger Bowl, a
ski area. That was a mistake, and we got out
of that but still operated the one in town.

Ms. Boswell: What was drawing you into the
hotel and restaurant business?

Sen. Moore: Just aneed for doing a variety
of things in my life. I want to experience it
al. That's why I’ve done everything. | even
dothings| can't do.

Ms. Boswell: Like what?

Sen. Moore: Well, I’'m not a very good
speaker, so | put myself in the position where
| had to speak.

Ms. Boswell: I've read that you're
complimented alot about your great speaking
ability. | think you' re being too modest.

Sen. Moore: | don't know, you never know
about yourself. | alwaysfeel I'm just up there
wondering how to sit down.

Ms. Boswell: Youweretdling ussome stories
the other day that aren’t on tape—about some
experiences in the tavern business that were
pretty amazing, about the real business being
early in the morning or something. Y ou want
to talk about that alittle bit?

Sen. Moore: At Trudy’s Tavern, south of
Seatac, the business starts out fast at 6 am.,
right when you open, because you have the
postal workersjust getting off shift, and you
have the baggage smashers at the airport
getting off at the sametime. They come, and
by 6:30 am. they’ve had a couple of beers
and they are really noisy and raucous, and
they’re eating broasted chicken and jo-jo
potatoes. It’s pretty revolting. But that’sthe
same as dinner to them. It could get a little
rowdy. One morning afellow droveright into
the tavern, right into a couple of booths.
Fortunately, nobody was sitting there, as he
just plowed right up over the curb and into
the place!

Virginiaused to open it up inthemorning,
and then she' d stay until about noon, and she
had another job putting out the Washington
Motorist paper for the AAA. So, she' ddothat,
and I’dwork away at my trade at the brokerage
business. It went on for about two or three
years, | guess. | guessit’ sfortunatethat | never
cared about making money, becauseif | had,
it would have destroyed me.
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THE BEGINNINGS OF A
PoLiTicaL CAREER

Ms. Boswell: Now, did you start working for
the Republican Party when you left school and
started working?

Sen. Moore: About then, yes. | was elected
Republican precinct committeeman in 1936.
That wasthe beginning. But | started working
serioudly for the party in 1940, on Wendell
Willkie's presidential campaign. He was my
hero. He made agreat race against Roosevelt.
In my view, he was vastly superior,
particularly because of what has come out
since. The book by McCullough on Truman,
for instance, revedls a lot of things in there
about Roosevelt that are less than
complimentary—things that are rather bad.

Ms. Boswell: Can you give me an example?

Sen. Moore: When Roosevelt was trying to
get rid of Henry Wallace as hisvice president,
he encouraged Wallace to hang in there. And
at the same time he was dealing with several
other candidates for vice president.
Encouraging all of them one day, coming at
them in a left-handed way the next day, to
damage them. Not a very nice man.
Soinaway, | wasright, but I haveto admit
that we'd probably have a revolution on our
handsright now if it weren't for social security
and some of the other social programs that

Roosevelt either had in mind or were put there
by hisstaff. Y ou can never be sure about these
things.

No, | wasnot fond of Roosevelt and | liked
Willkie. Then of course, once | made that
commitment Willkie up and died. | remember
picking up the paper off the front porch
Sunday morning. “Wendell Willkie Dies.” |
cried. Thelast timel cried.

Ms. Boswell: What was it that you admired
so much about Willkie?

Sen. Moore: | like peoplewho aredoers. And
he attached no significance to worldly goods.
Hedidn't even have awatch or an automobile.
When he wanted to go from New York to
Cleveland, or Washington D.C., or just
anywhere, he jumped in a cab. And he was
very successful in keeping private electric
utilitieshealthy. Hewaswith Commonwealth
and Southern, which was a huge utility in
Texas.

And he had ideas about getting along with
people al over the world. He did not believe
that people were inherently bad just because
you don’'t understand them. Which is where
mankindin generd is. If you don’t understand
it, it has to be bad. Or at |east you have to be
very suspicious of it. Never giving the other
person abreak. | think we' reaprime example
of that. We don’t understand a lot of things,
understand different mores.

Ms. Boswell: You mean Americans
generdly?

Sen. Moore: Yes, | think we're among the
least understanding. So | liked what Willkie
wanted to try. And of coursewhen hedied, as
| said, | was hurt.

Ms. Boswell: Y ou weremanaging quiteafew
campaigns in Seattle during the thirties and
into the early forties. Did you work for Arthur
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Langlie? Y ou had to.
Sen. Moore: Ohyes.

Ms. Boswell: Tell me moreabout Langlieand
your relationship to him.

Sen. Moore: Langlie was a member of
Cincinnatus. Do you know Cincinnatus?

Ms. Boswell: Yes, alittle bit. Tell me more
about it.

Sen. M oor e: Cincinnatuswasthe Republican
front organization. When they found out that
they were overrun by the Democrats at all
levels, they organized locally, and formed
Cincinnatus. | was just starting to work in
1934, and nobody knew what was behind it,
but they had a kind of discipline. Like when
the head man would decide something, he
would call two people, and they would call
two people, and so on. So, within a couple of
hours, they could mobilize 50,000 people. It
wasalittlescary. It wasnot democracy. | went
to several meetings, but | think the idea of
being able to mobilize all the troops in short
order appealed to me. | was so determined to
preserve capitalism that it was an influencing
factor. | truly believed the good outweighed
the evil.

Ms. Boswell: | was reading an account of
Cinncinatus, and in a lot of places, it was
looked at as sort of progressive Republicans
who want change and good government. But
you seem to view them somewhat differently,
asmore reactionary. Isthat fair?

Sen. Moore: There were no liberal
Republicanswhen Cincinnatuswas at its peak
in Seattle, which was in the mid-thirties. All
the old Republicans were still around
screaming about Roosevelt, and the New Dedl,
and all these crazy ideas like Social Security,

WPA, and subsidies for farmers, and so on. |
went to maybe three or four meetings, and the
peoplel saw therewere hard-core Republicans
or people who hated Roosevelt. They were
not necessarily synonymous. | did think
Cinncinatus was reactionary. | guess | was
influenced by the fact that | don’t like those
deals where there’s a head person who calls
the shots. They may have an el ection, and they
may pass a resolution, but when it comes to
activating it, it's just done by a man at the
top. It dways makes me nervous. | don't like
secretive organizations. | don't like ones
where | can't identify the goals. It almost
seemed to me like it was an anti-Communist
front. At the meetings they used to talk about
pinkos, and so on. | was not very fascinated.
But anything to beat the Democrats. That's
how shallow | wasin those days.

Ms. Boswell: Did people like Canwell come
out of it?

Sen. Moore: No. Thiswasadtrictly local deal
in Seattle.

Ms. Boswell: It was only Sesttle?

Sen. Moore: Yes. Canwell was from
Spokane. As | remember, there were three
dominant figures in Cincinnatus. There was
Langlie, Lockwood, and Hanley, who became
a state Supreme Court justice. Lockwood
became president of University Savings and
Loan, and Langlie became Governor.
Langlie ran for mayor of Seattle, was
elected, and before hefinished histerm heran
for governor, and was elected. Really never
served as mayor very long. He was a devout,
God-fearing Protestant, and had conversations
with God, which he told me about. | was
always puzzled that Arthur Langlie and God
were so intimate that God would periodically
appear to direct him. Even more amazing was
that I, a nobody, knew someone who was so



24

CHAPTER 3

important as to have such ability to talk with
such an important and busy person as God.

He was not totally up front. He used to
encourage Billy Graham to come here, and
then they’ d have these big revival meetings.
Graham would always speak glowingly of
Arthur Langlie for governor. When | was
fronting for Eisenhower in’ 52, starting about
February, Langliewould call meat my county
chairman’s office in Seattle, and he'd say,
“Things going okay?’

“Yep. | think we'regoingto doit.”

Then he’'d say, “But don’'t involve me.”

S0, hewasn't the great, all-American boy
Christian that you would expect. | found him
to be very narrow-minded. He was prone not
tolive up to his promises, but alwaysthe great
Christian, directed by God. He served along
time. Hewaselected in’40, and againin’48,
and again in '52. Mon Wallgren was in
between. | did not care for Langlie. He was
okay, but he's just not my type. Too much
praying, and when in atight spot, he always
fell back on God. | didn’tfindit very attractive.

Ms. Boswell: That was one of the other issues
| wanted to ask you about. | wondered about
the period when Langlielost to Mon Wallgren.
What'’ s your impression of that loss, and how
did that come about?

Sen. Moore: Langliewon in’40 because the
Democratshad beeninfor eight years. Langlie
was kind of awhite knight, and so he cameto
Olympiaand put infour years. And remember,
they were four war years, so there was full
employment, social problems were nil,
teachers had good support from him and they
made some progress as far as pay was
concerned, but no other progress. He sounded
progressive but not much happened. Hereally
believedinthe“good old days.” Herelied very
heavily onthe Gospel asheinterpretedit. Y ou
know you can read anything into the King
James Version that you want to, and he was

very good at that. He could use the same page
of the Bible to go either way on an issue. |
can't remember specificaly, but I’ ve seen him
do it. When he was defeated in '44 he was
quite irritated, more than would be normal.

| don’t think he had agreat homelife. Mrs.
Langlie was very straight, not snobbish, but
she was judgmental, as was Arthur. | think
there was something missing in his life. He
was a great public figure, and he could woo
the constituents. But when helost, he showed
kind of a mean streak, and ever after that for
thenext four years, hewasdevel oping atheme
to beat Wallgren.

Asfor Wallgren, hewasdefinitely agood
old boy. He had spent his life in Everett,
preferring to play pool to doing anything el se.
Everybody who played pool or billiards in
western Washington knew Mon Wallgren.
When he was governor, they had Willie
Hoppe, the great pool player of the age,
world’'s best, come to the mansion and the
common story wasthey’ d play pool for about
aweek. They weredrinking and playing pool.
Hewas governor in that period right after the
war, from ’45 to ' 49, and the realities of life
hadn’t really sunk in yet. There was
demobilization, all our young people were
coming back, the Democrats had passed the
Gl Bill, so those that wanted to go to school
could. It was a period of good feeling during
that time he was governor.

Ms. Boswell: To what do you attribute his
victory over Langlie? Langlie had served in
thewar years and people had pulled together.
Why the switch?

Sen. Moore: In 1940, therewasreally agreat
hullabaloo about a third term, and although
Roosevelt got the third term, as | mentioned
before, Wendell Willkie put on one great
campaign. If the votes had been placed right,
it wouldn’t havetaken many votesto elect him
president, although, in the electoral college,
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Roosevelt won 5 to 1, | think. In '44 it was
quite different, because Willkie had died, and
Dewey was in the wings waiting to ascend.
Oncethethird-termissuewas put to bed, then
the fourth-term was not an issue, and the
Democrats came roaring back in *44. They
had barely held their ownin Congressin 1940.
In’ 44 they made some more gains, they were
guitestrong, and | think that Wallgrenrodein
on the Roosevelt victory.

Theinteresting thingto meis, why, in’ 48,
when Truman pulled the whole Legislature
back from the GOP—I think the Democrats
were down to twenty-seven members after the
' 46 el ection—they cameroaring back and had
sixty someinthe’48 election. | attribute that
largely to Truman. He did havereal coattails.

Ms. Boswell: Let's go back to Langlie and
Wallgren for asecond. | was reading another
interview that had been recorded with the
former Speaker of the House, Charlie Hodde,
and he made a point that he thought that one
of the reasons that Wallgren was elected was
because of Lady Willie Forbus campaigning
for him. What do you think of that?

Sen.Moore: | didn’t really see her asamajor
factor. | could bewrong, | had not thought of
it in that way, but Charlie is more studious
than |.

Lady Willie was sort of fabulous. She
served in the Senate in the '40s. Raised the
|Q of the Senate. She wasright at the end of
pure New Dealism. | knew her dlightly in the
1940s, and she didn’t think much of me—she
was So perceptive.

Later we both lived in the Thirty-sixth
District—which is, by the way, downtown,
Queen Anne, Magnolia, and Ballard. When |
was campaigning in 74, | doorbelled her
house and we had agood talk about my being
aslow learner, but finally seeing thelight and
realizing | was a Democrat. In spite of her
warmth and courtesy, she would not give me

permissionto putayardsignin her yardfacing
Magnolia Boulevard. She was careful. She
voted liberally and only supported Democrats
of like stripe. | sent assorted emissaries, and
between Helen Sommers and my finance
chairman, George Lane, she finally accepted
me asaworthy convert. From 1974 to 1990, |
had her prized location—she always took a
yard sign.

She was an attorney with a terrific
memory, who could best anyone in
argumentation and debate. What awoman. If
you think Helen Sommers is tough, you
should have known Lady Willie. She died
recently, at ninety-something. So, when that
race between Langlie and Wallgren took
place, it wasfifty yearsago, she was probably
forty-something, then. Oh, shewaswild, and
wonderful, and vigorous. | would trust
Charli€' simpression.

Ms. Boswell: What was she like in her |ater
years when you knew her?

Sen. Moore: Very sharp. Like most people
who get old, she talked about the past quite a
bit, but not as much as other people. She was
thinking, “What are we going to do about
water? What are we going to do about the
population explosion?’ Interested in not
cutting thetreesdown. She had wideinterests.
She was aware. She was a deep thinker,
especially for apolitician!

Ms. Boswell: Especially for a politician?
Shouldn’t they be our deepest thinkers? What
about Hodde? What was his relationship to
Langlie?

Sen. Moore: Charlie wasin the House when
the Republicans won. | never thought about
his relationship with Langlie. | don’t know
that | can talk about it in depth—I don’t know
what the emotions were between the two of
them. I’ll try—in some ways, they were quite
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compatible. Charlie, | think, had more
substance than Langlie, athough Langlie's
relatives would swear up and down that’ s not
theway it was. Charlie was very courageous.
He didn't care what anybody thought. If he
thought it was right, he was always ready to
go the distance. And Langlie was always
talking about good government and all that.
He talked dynamically but did not have the
courage that Hodde had. But | really don’t
know what their relationship was. Langlie had
courage but not to the extent Charlie did.

Ms. Boswell: Tell me more about your
thoughts on Charlie.

Sen. Moore: | respected Charlie. He was
endowed with both integrity and cunning.
Charlie had a desire to help create a better
government for adiverse population. He was
a transplant—arrived in the north Colville
Valley dirt poor, and with no great prospects.
He farmed and studied the state constitution
and statutes.

When hewas elected in 1937 to the House
from Stevens and Pend Orellle counties, his
district had habitually sent Republicansto the
Legidature. He was the first well-informed
legislator from his district since W. Lon
Johnson was el ected to the Senatein 1918 and
1922, and then elected lieutenant governor in
1924. Hodde served oneterm and was out until
1943. Then he served until 1953, and was
Speaker in 49 and '51. | talked with and
observed himinthe’ 47 session, when hewas
assistant chief clerk.

He treated me with more respect than |
deserved. At that timel disliked and distrusted
any Democrat. Infact, | am currently amused
because | sounded like the Bob Dole of
1996—Social Security will be soon bankrupt,
we must save the country for our children and
grandchildren, etc., etc. Hodde wasfor public
power. | wasfor private ownership. Weagreed
on nothing. In my defense, | can only say |

was a sow learner. Charlie was a good and
fair speaker, only resorting to foul play when
forced to the wall, but when he did, he was
deadly. He served as director of Revenue
under Rosellini. He was liberal and
exceedingly fair. Albert wasfortunateto have
him in his cabinet. I'm glad Charlie’s still
around. He' shad asixty-year political lifeand
i’ sbeen abenefit to the state. Hisingtitutional
memory is valuable. Had we had term limits
in his legidative career, the state would be
poorer for it.

Ms. Boswell: That’s interesting. You
mentioned your problemswith Langlie. Was
there ever asituation where you just couldn’t
support the person? Or were you that much
of a party man that most of the people you
could support?

Sen. M oor e Therewere somelegidatorsthat
| couldn’t support. Senator Harold Kimball, a
name | didn’t mention. He was the publisher
of aBallard newspaper.

Ms. Boswell: Oh, right.

Sen. Moore: Dangerous. Couldn’t support
him.

Ms. Boswell: What was your objection?

Sen. Moore: When he was elected in ' 46,
defeating Lady Willie Forbus, hewasviewed
by Republicans with joy and respect. He
immediately became the Al Canwell of the
Senate. As a right-wing Communist hunter,
Kimball was one stubborn senator. The Senate
wastied 23 to 23, with Democrat Vic Meyers
as the tie-breaker. Kimball raved and ranted
but pinko hunting was minimized in the
Senate, so hisnewspaper was hisbully pulpit.
Hewas smart but illogical, the type who made
up his mind, then set about finding
embellishing evidence to substantiate his
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cause. So, | couldn’t support Kimball. But he
didn’t care. Hedidn't likeme—viewed meas
a know-nothing—and he didn’'t need me,
anyway.

The candidate gets the money, so who
needs Ray Moore, GOP county chairman,
which is what | was at the time? The party
doesn’t get the money, and you can’t run
without money. It' sterrible, but it’ s true.

Ms. Boswell: Was there a strong network of
Republican Party workersin King County?

Sen. Moore: Yes. But, you see, inavery few
years they became old. They may have been
forty-fiveto sixty-fiveyearsold in 1928, and
electionswere automatic. Republicansaways
won. Primary fight waswhereit would occur,
if at all. These people, in afew years, were
not forty-five to sixty-five. Very soon they
werefifty-fiveto seventy-five, and they were
really out of it. They were tired, and they’d
been fighting for ten yearsto get power back.
They didn’t know how to get it back, because
they didn’t have the tools to know how to get
it back, and the Democrats had figured it out.
So these older Republicansjust couldn’t cope.
Winning had been so automatic from the
beginning of statehood. The state had been
totally, totally Republican. So, being a
precinct committeeman, or being a county
chairman, carried with it a certain prestige
becausethejob wasalittletougher thanit had
been.

And the Democrats came along and they
had some ambitious and wild people. Marion
Zionchek, Warren Magnuson, Progressive
Jack Taylor, who was assistant State Treasurer
to Bob O'Brien, and Radio Speaker John C.
Stevenson. These were dynamic people that
spoke well. They sounded as if they made
sense and there was always a populist feeling
behind them, that they were there to do the
peopl€' s business.

Ms. Boswell: But in the '40s, it was the
Republican Party that drew you in?

Sen. Moore: There was a vacuum. When |
came into the party in *40, | had, for four
months, doorbelled every afternoon from
about three until dark for Wendell Willkieand
Arthur Langlie. But, when it cametimeto go
to the county convention, they ignored me.
Theold-timersweretotally in charge and they
just kept putting the same people in as
delegates to the county convention that had
always gone. The old party faithful filled the
delegation, with no room for newcomers.

Then in 1946, | ran for the Senate in a
district that started at Roosevelt Way and 45th
and ran out to the Snohomish County line, east
along the county line cutting south to include
Bothell, Woodinville, not Redmond, but it
included Bellevue and stopped at what isnow
[-90. It was a huge, huge district.

At that point the GOP was so short of
talent | was suddenly a young man with
potential. Five of us vied for the GOP
nomination. Two former House members, a
fellow who was a candidate of the party, a
fellow by theimprobable name of Waco Texas
Foster, and |. And | camein second. | beat the
two House members. But | lost to the party’s
choice.

Ms. Boswell: Now, who was the party’s
choice?

Sen. Moor e: A fellow by the name of Corwin
Philip Shank. He was nominated. | jumped
right in the race with him. | said, “I'm
supporting him absolutely, I’ m going to work
harder for him than | worked for myself.” And
| did. | doorbelled every day. Phil was not a
great senator, but he was certainly adequate
for the job, proving his worth by winning
again in 1950, not an easy year for
Republicans. Phil was a status-quo type who
felt America was pretty good in spite of
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Roosevelt. He was not one to rock the boat.

| had just goneinto the securities business
and | wasn't making any money yet, but that
fall 1 still found time to work hard for the
party—not only for Phil Shank, but doing
other things, too. And as a result of alot of
people’s work, the Republicans had a
tremendouswin in 1946. That was a big year
for McCarthy, Nixon, Ford. They were swept
into officewith awholelot of other peopleon
an anti-Communist tide.

So in December of 1946, the Republicans
met in Spokane. There were seventy-two
Republican House members out of ninety-
nine. They elected Herb Hamblen, a Spokane
attorney, as Speaker. | had the votesfor chief
clerk. I knew that | couldn’t handle the job,
so wedecided that we would reelect Democrat
Si Holcomb, who was the incumbent chief
clerk, and a very good one. | was to be his
assistant. Theideawasto keep him there and
| would learn the job.

Well, Holcomb never let me learn
anything. He gave me a clipboard every
morning. “ Today | want you to check and see
if al the cuspidors are here.” The next day
the hat racks, the next day the chairs, the next
day the filing cabinets. So although | sat on
the rostrum with him, | never knew anything
about the job when the session adjourned. Of
course, two yearslater we werethrown out in
'48 when Truman won. The Democrats came
back with sixty-seven members. All of a
sudden they were in complete control again,
SO | was out.

Ms. Boswell: Was Holcomb just trying to
protect hisposition?Isthat why hewasn't very
forthcoming?

Sen. Moore; Of course.

Ms. Boswell: Sothat wasaround 1947. What
did you think of Albert Canwell?

Sen. Moore: Just alittle Communist hunter-
crusader. Canwell had the eyes and demeanor
of a man with a purpose, and he did have a
purpose—to cleanse education of Communist
infiltration. In’ 47 he headed what wasknown
as the Canwell Committee. It was a
Republican majority committee, and they
went after any and all non-conservative
teachers, particularly University of
Washington professors. They believed any
higher-education type was fair game.

There ensued a two-year reign of fear,
false accusations, falsetestimony. It wastruly
an eraof adisgraceful waste of resourcesand
time. At the time it seemed it would never
end. With Joe McCarthy running amok
nationally, most of the country was afraid to
speak out, and so nationally it droned on
leaving initswake hundreds of ruined careers
and lives. Canwell ruined peoples' liveswith
no feeling for their plight. With all the
evidence in, he says he'd do it again! Like
many zealots, he had little sense of humor.
Luckily, his voters only gave him one term.
So, locally, his crusade did wind down. And
Seattle got a Pulitzer Prize winner.

Ms. Boswell: Ed Guthman.

Sen. Moor e Y es. Sesattle could stand another
Guthman. Fifty yearsisalong dry spell. See,
Guthman turned to the truth. He gave it
daylight, and nobody else was doing that. He
found out where Professor Melvin Rader was
at the time that he was alleged to be at a
Communist conference in New York. He
found out that Canwell’ switnesswho said he
saw Rader at the conference had already been
barred from testifying nationally, and in some
states, becausehewasaliar. Hewas Canwell’s
key witness, he was a known liar, but the
committee placed total credencein him.

S0, he never saw Rader at the Communist
meeting. And Guthman proved where Rader
was. Nobody else bothered. Everybody else
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just picked up the hue and cry, “They’re al
pinkos, they’'re all Communists. Get ‘em.”

Ms. Boswell: He got hard evidence he could
prove?

Sen. Moore: Oh, yes. See, the place where
Rader said he was instead of the conference
had burned down. The only way to prove he
wastherewasto find theregister for that hotel
in Granite Falls. Guthman actually found it.
Somebody had it. Now that isreal reporting.
Guthman just shredded the witness and after
that Canwell went grudgingly into eclipse. He
retreated to hisInland Empire sanctuary, never
to be heard from again.

Ms. Boswell: Now, within your own
Republican committee here, were there some
ardent anti-Communists? Were there alot of
accusations?

Sen. M oore: Oh, yes. Canwell of course, was
the ultimate. And then he had like-minded
people on his committee. He had Senator
Harold Kimball, who published the Ballard
News, on the Senate side. And they started
out fast, because, as | said, in '46 is when
Nixon was elected, and Ford, too. They
initiated their drive amost immediately. They
hadn’t been in office a month before they
found that thiswas a soft spot, and they could
go after the Democrats and accuse them of
being soft on Communism. You see, there
were three bad guys in the Congress at that
time. There were Richard Nixon, Jerry Ford,
and Joe McCarthy.

Ms. Boswell: Jerry Ford, too?

Sen. Moore: Yes. Absolutely. All three of
them were there on the anti-Communist
business from the start. But, you see, people
don’t remember.

Ms. Boswell: | had noideaJerry Ford was up
there, too.

Sen. Moore: Jerry Ford played it very well.
He used that quote from Truman, who said,
“He played too much without hishelmet.” So,
they built this aura around Jerry Ford of just
being kind of anice, bumbling character. I’ve
alwaysfelt he’' s not too bright, but he wanted
this role because it made it easy for him to
just be anicefellow.

Ms. Boswell: So it was a good act to get
behind.

Sen. Moore: Yes. They realy had no problem
at the national level. At the local level, there
were egomaniacs who weretrying to emulate
them, and who maybe did not have the staff
to do what M cCarthy and company could do,
but they could kind of come along inthewake
and show that they, too, were anti-
Communists. Canwell didn’t have much of a
staff. The other members on the committee
were happy to be on that committee. People
fought to get on that committee, but they
didn’t ever have the background to gather in
everything that they might have been able to
use. They were short-handed, and, of course,
two years went by and the Democrats were
back in power, and the whole thing
evaporated. Except for McCarthy. Hekept on
going while Ford and Nixon, sensing
McCarthy’s extremism was running out of
gas, quietly left. Thissuited Joe, who now had
thelimelight all to himself. So, finally, it was
the maniac, McCarthy, who was the bad guy.
But Ford and Nixon were right there at the
start of the pinko hunt in 1947.

Ms. Boswell: Did you ever come under
attack? You didn't follow the party line as
closely asalot of people.

Sen. Moore: No. Well, one day, one of the
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people on my finance committee came to me
and said, “1 don’t think we' regoing to be able
tosupport youfinancialy.” And| said, “Well,
| don’t have any money, personally.” | was
broke, and | said, “Well, | guess I'll do the
best | can.” A fellow by the name of Jack
Thomas, and another one by the name of
Seraphino Lelli, supported me. They’d bring
in about $1,000 a month in small donations
from assorted sources.

Ms. Boswell: Fund-raising sources?

Sen. Moore: Yes. Sol wasableto stay alive.
Pretty soon, the finance peopl efigured out that
| was afact of life, and so for the next couple
of yearsthey were pretty supportive.

Ms. Boswell: Did they ever try to make any
allegations against you?

Sen. Moore: No. It wasjust kind of aRainier
Club attitude—“This guy’s pretty
rambunctious, and he wants us to welcome
labor, and social workers, and teachers. We
can't tolerate that.” But, there wasn’t any
moveto get rid of me, except every two years
somebody ran against me—at Langlie’'s
urging—and did the best they could. But my
folks stayed with me. | always won by a 3-2
margin.

Ms. Boswell: Isthereanything the party could
have doneto head off somebody like Canwell
or Nixon, to help that situation before it
expanded?

Sen. Moor e: Probably not. And therewas no
will to stop them, anyway. They were so eager
to win that when this issue showed up, they
al jumped onit. “Boy, wegot 'em thistime,”
was the GOP attitude.

Ms. Boswell: Did you seeit asan issue? How
did you fedl about it?

Sen. Moore: | thought it wasterrible. | don’t
like condemnation by innuendo. Do you
remember Sacco and Venzetti ?

Ms. Boswell: Yes.

Sen. Moore: Well, that’s the first time that
sort of thing came to my attention, and | was
in grade school. There s still aquestion asto
whether they were guilty or not. | think they
probably were not guilty of murder. Of
sedition, certainly, but not what they were
charged with. So, I’'ve always been very
careful about accusing people. My mother was
a bad one on that score. She always said,
“Well, | don’t approveof this. | don’t approve
of that.” Gradualy, | began to think, who is
my mother to be saying, “| don’t approve of
that?” Who is she? Who does she think she
is? In afriendly way, of course. | don't like
peopl e stepping out and seizing on something.
It's mob psychology, the posse, lynch-mob
policy. So, I’ ve become careful about being
judgmental.

Ms. Boswell: At any rate, Canwell only served
one term.

Sen. Moore: Yes. Then in 48, | managed
Herb Hamblen's campaign for lieutenant
governor against Vic Meyers. We camewithin
5,000 votesor so of winning—very close. We
were ahead most of the time. But | also knew
that Clallam, Jefferson, Grays Harbor, those
counties hadn’t come in yet, which is where
they beat us.

The next day | saw Vic on Union Street.
He was behind and he said, “Well, | guess
youfinaly got me.” And| said, “Well, itisn’'t
over yet,” because | wasstill hoping. And Vic
Meyers had such a twist on things—he was
wonderful. You never knew. He had a
different feel for situationsthan anybody el se.
He said, “You know, the two fellows | feel
sorry for are those lieutenant governors in
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New York and California,” because theticket
was Dewey and Warren. Dewey from New
Y ork, and Warren from California, who were
governors. And if they had won, they would
have been president and vice-president. So it
was the two lieutenant governors of those
states that stood to benefit, by succeeding to
the governorships! | don’t think | would have
ever thought of that. But that was the kind of
mind Vic Meyers had. Origina wit—never
used a cliché. They were all original lines. |
always admire that. Everybody says, “Oh,
that’s neat.” Or “cool.” Vic Meyers would
never do that. He and John Cherberg were
original types. Their manner of speech was
different, and effective.

Ms. Boswell: Was John Cherberg similar to
Meyersin other ways?

Sen. Moore: Not really. Meyers was a real
roisterer, and Cherberg liked to drink in
moderation. They bothliked to play cards. Vic
wasinformal and Johnnwasmoreformal. They
were both magnificent on the rostrum.
Different, but both fabulously good at their
trade. Both good in parliamentary procedure,
and both good in handling the body. | loved
Cherberg.

Ms. Boswell: When did you first get to know
him?

Sen. Moore:; In 1930, when | came to the
university.

Ms. Boswell: Oh, really?

Sen. Moore: He was a year or two ahead of
me, and he was a football hero. | was
fascinated. How can this homely guy have
such a beautiful girlfriend? In those days, |
thought that you had to be beautiful to have a
beautiful wife or abeautiful girlfriend. And |
was wondering how come he could do this?

How did he get that woman? Of course, later
he and Betty married. She was the most
beautiful person on campus. He had kind of a
nice manner about him, but he was not
gorgeous.

| first met him in the fall of 1930, during
rush week at the U of W. He was about to
become the university’ s symbol of what pure
determination could accomplish on the
football field. John had talent, but not
commensurate with his will to succeed.

Ms. Boswell: And then did you continue to
sort of follow along with his career?

Sen. Moore: Yes. | followed his career asa
high school teacher and football coach at his
old school, Queen Anne High. Then he went
to coach football at the University of
Washington. | wasvery sympathetic with him
when helost hisjob there. There was nothing
wrong with his coaching; he just was short of
talented athletes. The alumni were still
unwilling to finance the players necessary to
win, and hewasstill using amateurs, kidsfrom
Garfield High School, Arlington, Bellingham,
Wenatchee, and around the state, and they
werethe best the state had to offer. If you look
at the hometowns of the players on the Husky
roster now, you will find the majority isfrom
out of state. Well, | guarantee these new
arrivalsdo not cometo Seattle for the weather
or the academics. They comefor the benefits!
But at the time, there were alot of semi-pros
out there that were avail able, but they weren’t
using them.

Some of the players were unhappy
because they were all amateurs, and other
schoolswere subsidizing professional players.
They gave him some trouble, threatening to
quit, strike, and blah, blah, blah. Well,
Cherberg called them together one afternoon,
and said, “Anybody that wants to leave can
leave. There are planes, trains, and buses
leaving every hour.” One of his great lines.
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So, they got rid of him because hedidn’t have
agreat record. Immediately they started hiring
players, and then they began to have better
teams. He was dismissed without ever having
the support of the alumni. During all the
ensuing years, he never forgot those
individuals involved. John never forgot.

Ms. Boswell: But then hefound hiscallingin
politics?

Sen. Moore: Yes. He was the biggest vote-
getter the state ever had. Thefirst oneto get a
million votes. He holds the American record
for longevity as lieutenant governor. An
uninterrupted thirty-two year reign. He could
have been elected again, too, even when he
was over the hill. Might have been better off
if he had. When you're forced to perform
every day, you do. When you don’t have to,
you can deteriorate—fast.

In January 1979, | paid a courtesy call on
Cherberg an hour or so before | was to be
sworn in. | remember the situation very
clearly. His secretary, Mary Lou Bammert,
told me to go right on into his office where,
with all dignity, he greeted me as senator. |
said half jokingly, “Do you have any advice
to give an old man arriving in the Senate?’
He first asked me if | would like a drink. |
said, “No, but thank you very much.” Then
he suggested coffee, at which point he
disappeared, returning soon with a silver
service set, which he set on a small table in
the middle of hisoffice. | declined hisformal
offer of cream or sugar, and we sat down. Only
then did he respond to my question, “Well,
Senator, since you ask, always vote your
conscience,” and then leaning in my direction,
touched my arm, “but don’t forget the
district!”

Ms. Boswell: It sounds like good advice.

Sen. Moore: Yeah. It may sound too simple

towork, but | found that guided me on agood
course, and a livable one. | remember, too,
that when he returned from an Asian trade
mission, hewrote me aletter wishing mewell
onmy reelection bid, ending by saying, “Rots
of ruck in your upcoming erection.” Things
like that take the tension out of wearing
campaigns. | still laugh when | think of that
letter. He was very good.

Thegovernor, lieutenant governor, and the
state treasurer comprised the State I nvestment
Committee which had to approve, among
other duties, the issuance of state general-
obligation bonds. Well, for thirty-two years,
Cherberg voted against every bond issue.
Whatever his underlying feelings were is of
little import. What he was doing was forcing
the governor and treasurer to vote yes! This,
then, protected him if anything went wrong.
He could always shrug his shoulders saying,
“Weéll, | voted no.”

Ms. Boswell: Now, going back a bit, in that
campaign between Herb Hamblen and Vic
Meyers, you were taking Vic Meyers pretty
serioudly then as a candidate?

Sen. Moor e: Oh, absolutely, hewasawinner.
Republicans even voted for him. It was
amazing' People, ingeneral, assumed Vic was
politically finished when he was defeated for
lieutenant governor in 1952 by Emmett
Anderson. Emmett’s claim to fame was as
exalted ruler of the Elks—many referred to
him as the “Exhausted Rooster”—but Vic
staged an eight-year comeback as secretary
of statein’57. Hewas one of the most natural
and endearing personalities ever to grace the
Olympia scene. And, he performed both
positions—Iieutenant governor and secretary
of state—very well.

Ms. Boswell: Why did he engender that kind
of commitment?
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Sen. Moore: Because he was offbeat, and |
think the voters always wanted one offbeat
person in office. And he was the one. He
acquired that stature. They wanted somebody
that kind of flaunted vulgarity, drunkenness
and still could handle the Senate, assorted
governors, and citizen groups. He mastered
Senate rules and was a wonderful relief,
considering some of the pompous Senate
members.

His humor was self-deprecating, always
capturing the essence of what was happening;
and he was ever courteous and hospitable.
During the ' 47 session, my father and | were
walking up the Capitol stepsone morning and
weheard, “ C. Rea, we' reout of whiskey.” We
looked up to our left and therewas Vicin an
open window. My father did an about face,
headed back to his car, and soon after made a
customary delivery to the lieutenant
governor’s office. My father had no choice,
as he was the lobbyist for Washington Water
Power. Meantime, | had continued on up the
steps to my job as assistant chief clerk of the
House.

Ms. Boswell: Isthe story about Vic true, that
when hefirst filed for officeit purely depended
onthefiling fee of the office that hewasgoing
to run for—what was the story?

Sen. Moore: | was not awitnessto hisfiling
for officein 1932, but the generally accepted
story went likethis: Hedroveto Olympia, and
arrived at the secretary of state's office. He
walked up to the counter in the secretary of
state’ sofficeand hesaid, “| wanttofile.” And
thepersonsaid, “For what?’ Vicsaid, “What's
open?’ He didn’t have enough money to file
for governor, but lieutenant governor wasthe
cheapest statewide office for which he had the
filing fee. And that’ show Vic Meyers started
hispolitical career. Now, how canyou bemad
at aguy likethat? From band leader to alegend
in his own time.

| used to go to his nightclub on Sixth
Avenue. He was funny then. It was in 1932,
whilel was at the University. Hewasn't very
old, either. But he had alittle mustache, you
know the little thin mustache, and he looked
alittle like Adolph Menjou, a movie star of
the time. Anyway, although we lost the
election for lieutenant governor 51-49 to Vic
Meyers, | wasviewed by the GOP eldersasa
comer.

And then that accident happened in 1948,
when | got to be King County Republican
chairman. That year, Arthur Langlie was
elected governor and he chose meto be county
chairman. In a bruising fight, I won 3-2, and
was reelected in '50 and '52. | brought in
eleven new people—one was Joel Pritchard.
In fact, lately, he's mentioned that | was his
mentor—as if Joel ever needed a mentor—
and that’s how he got his start. | appointed
him district chairman in Magnoliaand Ballard.
That was a district then. So, | began to pick
al new people, and | couldn’t get rid of the
old ones in the district, so | expanded the
executive committee to seventy-five. They
had twenty-eight. | used this “rump”
organization, and Joel was one of the onesin
there.

Ms. Boswell: What was he like at that time?

Sen. Moore: Joel could have been the state
cheerleader. Eager—just eager to win.
Winning was what it was all about. A man
for al seasons. His quick-fire personality is
irresistible, and what more do you need as a
candidate? Therewasn't any great philosophy.
This club we belonged to, this thing that |
helped organize, was called the Evergreen
Republican Club. The purpose of the clubwas
to make the GOP into a party of the future,
not the past. Memberswere generally twenty-
five to thirty-five years old, strongly
committed to the party. Joel and his brother,
Frank—who had recently moved from
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Y akimato Seattle—fit in with the group very
well.

Another member of the group was Jean
Latourette. She was the central committee
secretary while |l was county chairman and we
made a great team. She went on to work for
Joel for a number of years.

Among the younger Evergreeners, John
W. Larson and Joe Stone stood out as a
dynamic and useful pair. Both of them were
gregarious, but whenever | wanted anything,
they made it happen. They did a lot of the
detail work, and they did it right. Some of the
smallest jobs are the most important, and they
had my complete trust.

Ms. Boswell: When did that start?

Sen. Moore: 1950. '49 or ' 50. | was elected
King County Republican chairman in
December of '48, and right away | realized
that | wasin trouble with the status quo. They
didn’t like me, and Langlie began to double
cross them by not giving jobs. He said when
heran there were going to be Republicanswho
got jobs. Well, hedidn’t do that. So they began
grumbling, and since he was my supporter, |
was in trouble almost right away.

And then, | got areal break. | put on a
reception for the state central committee. They
were meeting in Sesattle, and | thought it would
beanicethingif the King County Republicans
had areception honoring the state committee.
It was at the old Washington Hotel, which had
a really nice ballroom. One of my district
chairmen, Jack Thomas, was a whiskey
salesman. He was a salesman from hell! He
wasreally great. When we had thisreception,
there were all kinds of liquor. Langlie came
with hiswife, and they were shocked. Within
three months of my election, heturned on me.
So, now | had the organization itself
antagonistic to me, and | had the governor
antagonistic. But, the most popular person in
the party was our sheriff, Harlan Callahan,

whom Langlie did not like, which was a big
help! And my two friends, the two stalwarts
that | had, went out in the field and turned
everybody back toward me, and against the
governor.

Ms. Boswell: How did they do that?

Sen. Moore: They just pointed out that he'd
double-crossed al of us, and he didn’t give
thejobsthat hesaid hewasgoingto give. They
wove a pretty good tapestry. So | was always
reelected. The same vote every time. | ran
three times, alwayswon 3 to 2.

Ms. Boswell: Y ou had three of the old timers
who were still willing to vote for you? How
did that shake out in terms of your supportin
the central committee?

Sen. Moore: | meant the vote was three to
two. It would be 600 to 400 at the convention.

Ms. Boswell: Oh, | see. | thought you meant
within the central committee.

Sen. Moore: No. They decided they didn’t
like Langlie, and maybe | wasn’t so bad after
all. Langlie never gave them anything, and |
would havelunchesfor them when they came
to the county convention or the executive
committee. We'd have roses for the women,
so they all got arose and thingslikethat. Life
was pretty simple, then. They’d come from
Skykomish and Black Diamond and all these
places. It was a big thing when they came to
Sedttle.

Ms. Boswell: You must have been working
pretty hard as the chairman.

Sen. Moore: Yes. And at that point, | had little
or no income from the investments business.
But, | wasdoing all right because Langlie had
an early and devoted supporter named Ernest
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Huntley. Under Langlie, he was director of
what is now Revenue, which was a position
that carried with it a special political power.
Langlie believed in his version of “good
government,” which, more often than not,
meant appointing allies/friends from his
Cincinnatus days, nonpartisans, or peoplewith
asimilar religiousoutlook. Ernest Huntley had
a patronage plum in that he appointed estate
appraisersto represent theinterest of the State.
In those days, the Superior Court appointed
an appraiser, the estate appointed one, and
together with the state appointee, they
determined the val ue of the deceased person’s
estate. Each appraiser received afee of 1/10
of one percent of the valuation. If an estate
was valued at $100,000, each appraiser
received $100.

During my entire county chairmanship,
Ernest Huntley kept me supplied with
appraisals. The appraisals helped keep me
alive. Ernest Huntley was a live-and-let-live
kind of man. Hewasdefinitely Langlie’ sman,
but he also was an old-fashioned politician,
aways ableto keep explosive situationsfrom
reaching the boiling point. He was soft-spoken
and pleasant, and his farming background
gave him, as a senator, a unique credibility
with both sides of the Senate. Hewas slow to
act, but once on course he was loyal to alies
and ideas alike. He and liquor board member
Clarence L aFramboiserealized that, imperfect
as| wasin Langlie smind, | viewed politics
much as they did—that was expand the GOP
base while treating ol d-line Republicanswith
respect. Huntley and LaFramboise felt
Langlie’s disenchantment with me was
somewhat extreme, and both concluded
“better the devil we know than the one we
don't.” They probably agreed with Langlie,
but at the same time encouraged meto run for
reelection in 1950 and again in 1952.

Ms. Boswell: What were the main duties of
the chair of the Republican central committee?

Sen. Moore: Get out the vote, raise money,
and win. Concentrate in those districts where
we had a chance. We had a platform, but it
wasbasically the national platform. Wedidn’'t
deviate from that. The national platform was
of such a nature that anybody could feel
comfortable in the tent. There were none of
those issues like abortion, ERA. Any
Republican could run on the platform, which
satisfied the central committee people and the
county chairman, and didn’t offend anybody.
Actualy, thereal significance of being county
chairman was that | was in a position of real
power when Taft and Eisenhower fought to
be the GOP presidential nominee.

Ms. Boswell: Tell me about the Eisenhower
campaign. What was your role? How did that
evolve?

Sen. Moore: In the summer of 1950, | went
to Boston to the Young Republican
Convention. | had made arrangements before
| went to stop on the way back and see Hugh
Scott, acongressman from Philadelphia. | met
him at the Union League Club in Philadel phia.
Inside, older men were sitting around reading
the Philadelphia Inquirer, all dark paneling
and everything. It could have been a New
Yorker cartoon. Over lunch, Hugh Scott told
me that Eisenhower was going to run, and
he hoped that | would pitch in. Well, | had
Taft cometo speak at aLincoln Day banquet,
and | found him very irritated, very
thoughtless—snapping at people. Somehow
or other | just couldn’t visualize him as
winning the presidency. | said | would help
Eisenhower.

Hugh Scott called in January ’52—now
this is a year and a half later—to tell me
Eisenhower would be a presidential hopeful.
Many thought hewasaDemocrat. At thetime
of Scott’s call, our state delegation appeared
secure for Taft, 21-3. So, | got busy and |
figured out the whol e thing was going to hinge
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on King County. We had 350 out of 1,000
votes at the state convention. Nearly everyone
was convinced King County and the state
would go for Taft.

First, 1 had to figure out how to get the
votes at our own King County convention,
which was only a few months away. At the
time of Scott’s call, Taft had solid control in
King County. Most of the precinct
committeemen werefor him, so | changed the
committee rules, whereby instead of precinct
committeemen having to run to be adel egate,
they were automatic delegates to the County
convention. New rules provided for the
election of another delegate from the public.
WEell, the Taft strategists|ooked at it and they
thought, “ Gee, we can’'t lose, because we're
bound to pick up some of those who are going
to get elected in the caucuses. We aready have
most of the committeemen for Taft, so we
can'tlose.”

What the Taft managers did not take into
account is that the county chairman had the
power to appoint precinct committeemen to
fill vacancies until the next general election.
Again, | turned to my friends, William
SharplesHoward and Jack Thomas. Jack felt,
asdid I, that Taft couldn’t win with this new
strategy. Bill Howard—I aways called him
“the Bull”—agreed with us. Wewereathree-
man gang, pulling out al the stops. Working
with others who didn’'t want Taft, like our
teacher allies, labor, and the Eisenhower
managers, we rounded up maybe 300 new
committeemen who were residents of their
respective precincts. They wereall legitimate
residents of their precincts, and | made the
appointments.

The executive committee approved all of
these changes, even though the majority of
the committee was inclined toward Taft. My
pitch to them was, “ Just think of all these new
enthusiastic Republican workers.” They
bought it!

On the night of the caucuses the Taft

people were unable to control their own
precincts. Since the precinct committeeman
was an automatic delegate to the county
convention, Taft still retained those votes but
was overwhelmed by the Ike supporters we
had rounded up. And, in those few precincts
controlled by Eisenhower they not only sent
the committeemen, but they elected an
Eisenhower delegate.

At the county convention, which was
2,200 strong, the Ike delegates were amost
totally ignorant of parliamentary maneuvers.
To cure this, we armed Joel Pritchard with a
sign on a stick. Joel stood on the floor facing
the delegates. His sign read “lke says yes,”
and ontheother side, “l1kesaysno.” All credit
to Joel, he never made a mistake and
Eisenhower prevailed. The vote was close,
perhaps 1150-1050.

As the fina blow, “the Bull” moved the
unit rule be invoked. The unit rule binds the
minority. Amid screams of anguish and foul
play, the convention voted to bind all King
County delegates to the state convention to
vote for Ike. Asit turned out, thiswas afata
blow to Taft. We used the unit rule to bind
our 300 plus delegates, and at the state
convention, Taft lost with only 5 of 24 votes,
instead of prevailing 21 to 3, as everyone
expected he would.

If Taft had carried the state convention,
hewould have won the nomination in Chicago
over Eisenhower. Had this happened,
Stevenson would have been elected in 1952
with agood chance of winning againin 1956!
Securing Eisenhower’s win at the state
convention was my greatest moment as King
County Republican chairman. Eisenhower
probably would never have been elected if we
hadn’t turned the state around. Obvioudly,
when Taft is cut down from 21 to 4, he lost
seventeen votes. That made the difference.
Other states can claim the same thing, of
course, but | don’t think anybody had such a
dramatic turnaround.
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Ms. Boswell: Let’s go back a moment.
Explain to me how the unit rule works.

Sen. Moore: The unit rule is where the
majority takes everything. Out of 350, we
probably had 190, and Taft maybe had 160.
So, “the Bull” made the motion to adopt the
unit rule. All 350 votes at the state convention
went for Daddy Warbucks. That tipped it over,
because we had enough in Pierce, and
Snohomish, and Kitsap, and afew othershere
and there. So, we got 500 votes without too
much effort, and, of course, went on to win
the state convention.

I’d been working with Bob Schulman of
Time Magazine to have huge coverage of the
caucuses based on the fact that the GOP in
our state was opening the processto the public.
He was going to feature me, “the Bull,” and
Jack. Well, Harry Truman did something or
other that crowded our story out. My moment
came and went!

It was a well-heeled campaign. Better
financed than Taft’s. | knew that Henry
Ford—or | can’'t remember whether it was
Edsel—anyway, whatever Ford it was, hewas
heavily involvedin the Eisenhower campaign.
Money was not collected intwo or threedollar
amounts to finance this sort of thing. It was
just there.

Ms. Boswell: In Seattle, were they getting
financing nationally, or were they getting it
in Seattle?

Sen. Moore: | think they were getting some
nationally, and somefrom Alaska. Therewere
forcesin Alaskathat wanted to be part of the
action. They might have been giving
Eisenhower $10,000 and they might begiving
Taft $3,000. They figured Eisenhower wasthe
winner, but they wanted a little insurance.
They were really giving to both sides in that
campaign, whichisstill the order of the day!

Ms. Boswell: Tell me a little about the
national convention.

Sen. Moore: Well, nineteen of us Ike
delegates went to the national convention, but
before we got there, United Airlines flew us
to Denver, to the Brown Palace Hotel, to meet
Daddy Warbucks. He' d only been out of the
serviceaweek or two, and he cameto Denver
to see us and other delegations. We were al
sitting there in these straight chairs, all
nineteen of us.

Eisenhower came in, wearing this
beautiful gray flannel suit. He was so
recognizable, you identified with him, and he
kind of looked like, “What am | doing here?’
This was one of his first meetings with
politicians. He made a statement, “1 decided
to be acandidate and run. Would like to have
your support.” He said, “Can we discuss
things?’

Well, a fellow by the name of Bob
Y eomans, who later became amember of the
UTC, said, “General, how do you feel about
public power?’” That was a big issue here,
PUDSs versus private companies.

Eisenhower, when he didn’t understand,
either feigned not being able to hear, or he
really didn’t hear. | never was surewhich. He
always cocked his head to one side. He said,
“What was that?’

S0, Y eomansrepeated the question, “How
do you feel about public power?’

Although Eisenhower had been at Fort
Lewisfor several yearsduring the heat of PUD
fights, the military was so insulated that they
didn’t know what was going on. He didn’t
have a clue, and | began to perspire. | didn’t
want him destroyed, but hefinally got himself
together. He said, “I’ve aways believed the
public should have the power.”

| thought, “What have | done?” Well,
during the campaign he wowed the people.
They didn’t carewhat he knew or didn’t know.
He was Daddy Warbucks!
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Ms. Boswell: What a great line.

Sen. Moore: His aurawas so positive that it
didn’t matter that he didn’t know much. After
al, he was head of a victorious army and
president of ColumbiaUniversity. What more
can you get in a candidate? Anyway, we
departed, sort of wondering if we'd all made
theright decision, but wewere committed, and
we went to the national convention in
Chicago.

The first test of the relative strength of
Eisenhower versus Taft came on thefirst day,
when the credentials committee was faced
with animportant problem. Therewere several
disputed delegations, but Alabama was the
first one that came up. They had two
delegations, onefor Taft and onefor Ike. There
werethelily-whites, who werefor Taft, and a
“rump group,” which supported Ike. Thelily-
whitesweretheregular organization, and this
“rump group” had some blacks, and some
trouble makers, and just general mal contents
init.

The credentials committee had to make a
recommendation asto which delegation would
be seated. As | recall, they recommended to
the convention the lily-whites be seated, but
when it was brought to the floor, the
Eisenhower delegation won the seatsby fewer
than ten votes. When Eisenhower won that, it
was al over. That was the end. The rest of
those two or three days were just formality,
because once we broke the ice and got that
delegation for Eisenhower seated, Taft was
finished. In fact, someoneinterviewed me on
that. More of the story is in the archives of
the Eisenhower Library, in Topeka or
wherever it is. Of course there were other
contested delegations, but, since Alabama
could vote on the others, Taft’s bid began its
dlide to defeat.

Ms. Boswell: Did you have any relationships
with Eisenhower once he got into office?

Sen. Moore: | went back to see himinthe
spring of '53. This was six months before |
resigned. It was so easy to get into the White
House. | just walked up to the gate and there
was aguard there, aMarine, | think, and told
him what my name was, and it was on the
list. Honora s name was on the list. Go right
on in. No metal detectors or frisking, or
anything, in those days. We went in and sat
down. We got there about ten minutes early,
and sat down in alittle hallway. At about one
minute to ten, a very nothing looking guy—
looked just like an average person, you'd
never pick him out of acrowd—cameby. He
was a Secret Service man. He said, “Mr.
Moore?’

“Yes.”

“Mrs. Moore?’

“Yes.”

So Honora and | followed him into the
Oval Office. We sat down, and Daddy
Warbucks was there, and the Secret Service
man sat over in a corner, as far away as he
could get from us. Somebody had told
Eisenhower civil rights were abig issue with
me. So he started a conversation about civil
rights, and what did | think, and were people
going to change, and two or three other items.

Andthen hetold astory that | thought was
very interesting, and thisiswhy | say that he's
like Lincoln. The story went like this: A few
days before we were there, at six o’clock in
the morning, he got a phone call. Now, can
you imagine today, he got a phone call, he
picked up the phone. He' sin bed with Mamie.
He picks up the phone, himself. Six o' clock
in the morning in the White House.

A Secret Service man ison the phone. He
says, “Mr. President, those African peoplethat
are here visiting us, the president of some
country over there, and hisstaff, went out this
morning to have breakfast. Since I'd been
assigned to them, | went along. We went to a
restaurant and the owner refused to serveus.”

As Eisenhower was telling this—I know
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you’ veknown peoplelikethis, wherethevein
in their neck really expands when they get
mad—this vein in his neck got really large,
and he began to talk fast and pretty loud for
him, so | knew his heart was really in it. So,
he said, “What’s the number of this
restaurant?’ The Secret Service man gave it
to him, so he dialed from his bed, he dialed
the owner.

“Mr. So-and-so?”’

“Yeah.”

“Thisis Dwight Eisenhower.”

The guy says, “Fuck you,” and hung up.
Eisenhower, | think at that point, was really
exasperated, so he picked up the phone again
and dialed this fellow and he said, “Now, |
want you to listen closely. This is Dwight
David Eisenhower, and if you doubt it, you
call meright back,” and he hung up.

He had given the guy the number. Theguy
phoned back, and Eisenhower answered, “The
White House.” He said, “Now, | want you to
listen. If you don't let those people in right
now, and serve them, just as you would serve
anybody else, the same quality of service, the
same quality of food, you will not be serving
lunch in your restaurant today, or ever.”

The President of the United States has all
the power in Washington, D.C. He can lift
licenses. He can do all kinds of things.
Eisenhower had the number of the pay phone,
so he phoned the Secret Service man back and
told him, “Take them in.” The incident was
solved, but he was mad. Eisenhower was mad
while he was talking about it. | thought,
“That’s the kind of personal wrong that
Lincoln and Eisenhower could understand.” |
think on some of the deeper, more complex,
and perplexing issues, neither was as good as
alot of other presidents. But they had heart,
and that’ s so important to me. | don’t want to
have peoplein office who don’'t have a heart.
Following the Constitution is well and good
and expected, but with that | want to see heart.

Ms. Boswell: How did you happen to bethere
that time?

Sen. Moore: | think, partly, it was arranged
by our state chairman, Mort Frayn, asa payoff
to me for having turned the state around,
although hereally wanted Taft. But, when he
realized what | was doing at the county
convention and the state convention, hehad a
certain admiration, | think, for what | was
doing. Most state chairmen I’ ve known would
have pressured me to move toward Taft. Not
Mort, he left me alone, and never tried to
undercut me. He did not believe in personal
attacks or dirty tricks. He kept his integrity
by being fair, never breaking hisword. Hewas
the best state chairman in either party in my
memory. He and “the Bull” as chief clerk ran
the House in 1953. Mort was no
parliamentarian, but he and “the Bull”—who
was better than a raw hand with the rules—
were agreat team on the rostrum. Mort and |
were awaysfriends. Hejust died last year. A
gentleman’ s gentleman.

Ms. Boswell: Once you had talked to
Eisenhower about civil rights issues, did it
continue, or isthat pretty much the end of the
conversation?

Sen. Moore: We talked a little bit about the
future of water-related resources. He had a
pretty good handle on those things, whether
it was Grand Coulee, or whether it was gill-
netting. He understood where the problem
was, and where he thought we should be
going. Thisisbefore they discovered that the
damswere chewing up thefish, and that there
might not be any more fish. He didn’t know
about that. He thought we should build more
dams for more hydroel ectric power. The fact
that it was cheap in the northwest, cheaper
than anyplace else, impressed him.

On the fishing issue, he felt that you
should have seasons that were flexible, not
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just where, at a given moment, everybody
startsto fish, and twelve hourslater, they quit.
Hedidn't favor that program, whichisstill in
place. He thought that there should be athree
month interval, whereit didn’t interfere with
the spawning, or the little fish getting going.
But, at any other time, you could go out and
catch whatever fish you could catch, up to
what your average had been the previousfive
years, or something like that. You could
choose the day. You didn’t have to go out in
bad weather just because that wasthe day. He
understood the transportation of fish by air,
and that it would be nice if it was a constant
flow, instead of just al of asudden aglut. He
understood, | think, more than most people
thought he did.

Ms. Boswell: So you left fairly impressed,
then, overal?

Sen. Moore: | was very impressed with him.
Of course, | went inimpressed, although | told
you about the public power story. The public
should have the power.

Ms. Boswell: That was an amazing incident.
| read somewhere that Eisenhower wasfairly
closeto Langlie. That he wasvery influential
on Langlie s political decisions.

Sen. Moore: Yes, that's true. | think it
stemmed from Langlie's lack of confidence.
Onthefaceof it, it appeared the man wasvery
confident, but | think the fact that he put so
much store in Christ and in Billy Graham,
alwaysled meto believe that he was |ooking
for leadership. Looking for a father figure.
And, if | ever saw a father figure in my
lifetime, it was Daddy Warbucks. Eisenhower
not only looked like him, he was Daddy
Warbucks in a lot of ways. So, | think that
Eisenhower had a big influence on Langlie.
And, of course, when you had a rising star
like Langlie, the party itself wanted to rally

every resource to make him look better than
perhaps he was.

Y ou know—I think I mentioned—all the
time during the campaign for Eisenhower’s
nomination, Langlie was hovering in the
wings. “Don’'tinvolveme.” So, | get the votes
for chairman of the Eisenhower delegation at
the national convention. Langlie went crazy.

Ms. Boswell: Why?

Sen. M oor e Hewanted the chairmanship. So,
| said, “Fine. Don’t worry. Y ou’ re chairman.”
So, he was chairman. He got to stand up and
cast our delegation’ svotes and be recognized
at the national convention. It was appropriate,
anyway. Who was |? Mr. Nobody.

Ms. Boswell: Y ou were the engineer behind
the—

Sen. Moore: | know, but Langlie was the
owner of therailroad.

Ms. Boswell: So Langlie was never a Taft
person?

Sen. Moore: No. He was always for
Eisenhower. It was a great moment at the
national convention. We were all sitting
around in thishuge room with probably thirty-
five peopleinit. Governors, U.S. Senators—
Henry Cabot Lodge was there, Saltonstall,
Thornton from Colorado, Langlie, Dewey—I
can't remember who they all were. Hugh Scott
was chairman. He was the floor leader, so he
acted aschairman of theselittle meetings. The
night before the convention opened we went
around the room. These are the hard-core Ike
people. So-and-so says, “Well, I’'ve got
nineteen out of twenty in my delegation.”
Hugh Scott says, “Well, you know, we' ve got
eighty-five, and I’'ve got seventy-eight of
them.” It came around to Dewey, and Dewey
was Langlie’s hero. He just adored Dewey.
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And so, Langli€' ssitting over here, Dewey’s
there, I'm where | can see both of them.

Ms. Boswell: Sort of atriangle?

Sen. Moore: Yes. But there were people in
between. So, | watched Dewey, and he turned
to Jacobi, who was speaker of the New Y ork
House, and said, “ Jake, how arewetomorrow?’

Jacobi said, “WEéll, you know, it’ sthesame
old story, Governor. There are ninety-six
delegates, and we have ninety-two.”

“Huh,” Dewey said, “What about the
others?’

“Well,” he said, “you remember, one of
them was a classmate of Taft, we can't get
him. The other one is a very young delegate
who is arelative of Taft's, and we can’'t get
him.”

And Dewey, very irritatedly asked, “Well,
what about the other two?’

And Jacobi said, “Governor, we' vetalked
about thisbefore, and they want to bejudges.”
Dewey said, “I thought that had been taken
careof.”

I’mwatching Langlie. He' sjust destroyed.
His hero now has feet of clay. He's another
rotten dealer, you know. Langlie went white,
just sitting there—couldn’'t talk. And, of
course, the next day, when we voted, it was
94 to 2. Two New York delegates became
judges overnight! That’s the way the whole
businessis. One hundred years ago or today,
it'sall the same.

Ms. Boswell: Was the Republican Party,
nationally, appreciative of your work on the
Eisenhower nomination?

Sen. Moore: No. The whole field is full of
egomaniacs, and they’re all so busy preening
themselves that they don’t ever recognize
anybody else. Only |, and maybe five or ten
other people, recognized it.

Ms. Boswell: What about here at home,
though? Was it recognized here?

Sen. M oor e Samething here. Nobody knew,
nobody put it together. Well, afew peopledid.
Janet Tourtelotte, who was the national
committeewoman, understood. | think her
brother, George Powell, who is now aregent
at the University, understood. Bill Howard and
Jack Thomas, my two friends. Did | mention
George Kinnear and Willard Wright?

Ms. Boswell: No.

Sen. Moore: They understood. Some of the
insiders. The story behind the story isaways
the one, and thisisthe story behind the story.

Ms. Boswell: Were you that committed to
Eisenhower, to makeit all worthwhile, or was
hejust that much better than Taft at that point?

Sen. Moor e: Well, | thought hewasawinner,
and there are few prizeswhen you lose. And,
| had aso, by that time, figured out that the
country was not going to come to an end,
whoever was president. | just thought that
Eisenhower could be elected, and | doubted
that Taft could.

Do you remember H.V. Katenborn? That
was before your time.

Ms. Boswell: No, tell me about him.

Sen. Moore: Hewas abig columnist, and he
was on theradio alot. Thiswas before TV.

Ms. Boswell: And what was his last name?

Sen. Moore: Kaltenborn. At the national
convention, we're riding on the el out to the
Cow Palace Convention Center in Chicago.
We had made up anewspaper, one of thosein
which one can make up the headlines to fit
the occasion. Katenbornissitting right behind



42

CHAPTER 3

me on the el, and my friend, Jack Thomas,
was sitting right beside me. Thomas handsme
the paper and | pretend like I’'m reading it.
Kaltenborn sees it. The headline read, “ Taft
at Appomatox.” Kaltenborn asked to see the
paper. | refused. So, I'm aways up for afew
laughs. Can't take life too seriously.

Ms. Boswell: Did he ever use that line after
that, | wonder?

Sen. Moore: No, | very much doubt it.
Kaltenborn was very unfunny.

M s. Boswell: Once Eisenhower wasin office,
how would you assess his success? He sort of
gets mixed reviews.

Sen. Moore: He was the right man for the
time. The country had had twenty years of
socia change. A lot of things had happened.
Therewasthe WPA, and the PWA, and Social
Security, farm subsidies, and public power had
come into being, and the country was ready
for a rest. Between Roosevelt and Truman,
they’ d had twenty years of this. And the U.S.
had enough of war—1941 to 1953. The
country really wanted and needed arest. And
Daddy Warbucks gave them arest for eight
years. And it was probably appropriate. You
can't just continue without a break. Every
runner needs arest, occasionally, and | think
that he afforded the country that. | rate him
higher than alot of people do.

Ms. Boswell: Do you think he was the kind
of person that allowed other people to speak
for him or take the heat, when he was really
making decisions, or not? That’ s been one of
the arguments, that he was stronger than
peopl e recognized.

Sen. Moore: | don't think there’ sany question
about that. But he had alot of breaks. He had
the heart attack at just theright time. Couldn’t

have been timed better. He was beginning to
saginthepolls, and, of course, everybody that
had ever had aheart attack now waswith him.
And their families were with him. That was
one break, and he got out of the Sherman
Adams fiasco easily. Sherman Adams just
resigned. Hewas Eisenhower’ schief of staff,
and he had taken avicuna coat as a gift from
somebody. Ridiculous—it was $500, $1,000,
or whatever itis. But Ikeremained Teflonright
up to the finish. They never tagged him.

The second campaign was so easy. Hewas
the first Republican president since Hoover,
so the second campaign he ran against
Stevenson again. You beat them once, you
beat them again. That’s amost always true.

Ms. Boswell: What about Nixon’srole?

Sen. Moore: Shabby. You see, when we
arrived at the national convention the
understanding from the Eisenhower people—
Hugh Scott was the head—was that Earl
Warren was going to be vice president,
because Warren was liberal. But because we
had just come out of the McCarthy era, it was
thought too dangerous to have Earl Warren.
Nixon managed to torpedo him with Daddy
Warbucks, and Eisenhower picked Nixon
instead. Of courseit turned out it was a great
break for the country, to have Earl Warren on
the Supreme Court. Just an averagejurist, but
with a lot of common sense and heart. He
turned out to be quite liberal. You can’'t get a
court too liberal to suit me. | want them all to
have heart, all the while deciding within the
confines of the Bill of Rights.

| had my ups and downs with Nixon. |
voted for him in 1960, against Kennedy,
mostly on the Catholic issue. | was still
hovering on bigotry at that time as far as
Catholics and Protestants were concerned.
Yet, | didn’'t feel badly when Kennedy won. |
think out of asense of duty, | wasstill thinking
| wasaRepublican. I’ d voted for Nixon. That
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was my last Republican vote for president—
straight Democrats for president since then.

Ms. Boswell: During that period, late forties,
early fifties, who did you most admire on the
state level? Were there any legislators,
Republican or Democrat, that really stood out
to you?

Sen. Moore: Inthe’40s, | had kind of asecret
admiration for Bob Greive. It san interesting
thing. Virginia and | went on a trip to the
Gaspé. We like to go to Eastern Canada, and
on theway back we stopped at Bar Harbor, in
Maine. Virginia had said, “You know my
former husband and | were driving by here
some years ago, and | wanted to stop, and he
said, ‘No, too expensive.” So we drove on.”
Of course, | turned in there, and we stayed at
amotel right next to theferry dock. We stayed
three nights.

There was a very nice guy behind the
counter, typical New Englander, he had a
beautiful white shirt, tie. Immaculate. All
American. When | went to pay the bill, he
looked at my credit card. “Oh,” hesaid, “from
Washington, Sezttle.”

| said, “Yeah.”

Hesad, “Where?’

| said, “I live on Queen Anne. I’ m a state
senator there.” | said, “Y ou know Seattle?’

Hesad, “Yes.”

| said, “You go often?’

He said, “Every two or three years | go
out there. | know West Seattle better than |
know Queen Anne.”

So, | quickly think, “How can | help
Talmadge?’ Maybe| can get some connection
for Talmadge. So, | said, “Well, who do you
know there.”

“Oh,” he said, “you probably wouldn’t
know him.” And then he hesitated asif it was
kind of shameful, what he was going to say,
and he said, “I go and visit Bob Greive. He's
married to my sister.”

Thingslikethat just alwaystickleme. Bob
was an outstanding legidator and maneuverer.
He had as many moves as Michael Jordan!

Ms. Boswell: Well, he was certainly
successful, both in keeping the position and
in marshaling forces when he had to.

Sen. Moore: | knew him when he was first
elected. Did | tell you the kind of guy heis?
About our district leader in West Seattle?

Ms. Boswell: Y outold meonestory but | can’t
really recall it.

Sen. Moore: Bob was much maligned, but
he was an outstanding legislator,
parliamentarian and, aboveall, ahard worker
with a heart. He was the hardest working
senator in my lifetime. He knew the secret of
politics—obligating people as cheaply as
possible. Shortly after Langliewaselected for
the second time in 1948—I was GOP King
County chairman—nhe appointed the husband
of our district chairman, Mabel Oliver, as a
liquor store clerk. A few weeks later a stack
of liquor cases fell on him, fataly injuring
him. The Liquor Control Board chairman,
Evro Beckett, decided Mabel was entitled to
no benefits because her husband had worked
only afew weeks before the accident.

The Olivers lived in West Seattle, as did
Greive. | went with Jack Thomas to call on
Greive. Aswerecounted our sad story, Greive
picked up the phone, called Beckett, and afew
minutes|ater Bob, Jack and | werein Beckett's
office. At thetime, the Senate and House were
Democratic. Evro argued his position, but it
was clear that accommodating Greive was
important. Mabel received a small pension.
Keepinmind that I, as GOP chairman, had to
oppose Grelve. This did not matter to Bob
Grelve. He wanted to right a wrong. That
softened me up. | never said anything bad
about Greive after that. Never. He put that



44

CHAPTER 3

human need above partisan politics.

Ms. Boswell: That’sagreat story. Now, | was
wondering, were you a good fund-raiser?

Sen. Moore: It's peculiar. I'm really not a
very good fund-raiser, but when | run, the
money just comes in. Just every day. From
two hundred to a few thousand, every day. |
spent nearly $300,000 last time. | never made
acall for money.

Ms. Boswell: Really?
Sen. Moore: No. It just appears.
Ms. Boswell: A lot of peopleyou don’'t know?

Sen. Moor e Onceinawhile, but most of them
| know. Lobbyists, well-to-do people, it'sjust
amazing. | think | have the record for the
greatest number of contributors in any
campaign. Around 1,200, and the nearly
$300,000istill therecord for alegidative seat.

Ms. Boswell: And that’s not by going out
there and redlly soliciting?

Sen. Moore: No.

Ms. Boswell: It's probably something to be
proud of, | would think.

Sen. Moore: My manager last time said,
“Now, you’'ve got to get on the phone and
make money calls.”

“Oh,” | said, “I don't think so.”

“Yeah. You've got to do it. I'm telling
you.”

S0, | said, “Okay. Give methelist.”

So, | would not make the calls, and he'd
say to me that evening, “How far'd you get
today?’

“Well, I’'mamost throughthe A’s.” | went
through the whole thing, and finally I’d say,

“1 finally got down to Paul Zeman.”

That’sthe end of thelist. And, of course,
the money was pouring in, and | hadn’t made
acal. So, hesaid, “See, | told you!”

Ms. Boswell: Did you haveto do campaigning
to retain the chairmanship of the Republican
Party organization?

Sen. Moore: No.
Ms. Boswell: That wasn't acampaign effort?

Sen. Moore: No. My two friends, Jack
Thomas and Bill Howard, took care of
everything. Sometimes | liken those days to
being an Eastern potentate being carried by
Bill and Jack in a sedan chair.

Ms. Boswell: Well, you were pretty lucky to
have them. Did most people havethat kind of
one or two people, or asmall core of people
that did alot of that organizational campaign
work?

Sen. Moore: | think so. Still, it may bein some
casesthey’ll have half adozen, or sometimes
asmany asadozen. | just had two, and | relied
on them for everything. That keeps the
obligations down—and neither ever asked for
anything.

Ms. Boswell: What did they get out of it?

Sen. Moore: Jack Thomas continued selling
whiskey to the State of Washington. That was
hisrole. And Bill Howard, brilliant legal mind,
but he hated the big firms, and so he ended up
as the specialist on DWI charges in Seattle.
Those big firms wouldn’t touch a DWI, so
they sent somerich clientsof theirsto the Bull,
who was a master at getting them off. He'd
beat the police at every turn. He was just
famous. Big firms sent their people because
they didn’t want to dirty their hands with that
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stuff. Of course, he made avery good living.
He was everybody’ s DWI man!

Ms. Boswell: Well, you were doing so well,
was there any reason why you quit the
Republican central committee?

Sen. Moore: | had just given everything,
every idea, every bit of energy | had, and |
thought, “1’ m not going to get any place here.
| don’t want to die in this job,” although |
might have been reelected indefinitely. After
all, I counted the votes.

Ms. Boswell: Y ou wouldn’'t have stooped to
that, though?

Sen. Moore: No, of course not. But, after
Eisenhower was elected, he held the country
together so well that I, frankly, lost interest in
the GOP. My job as county chairman was
finished and | resigned in the fall of 1953. |
also quit because | was forty-one and it was
time to start making aliving.
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BEHIND THE PoLITIcAL SCENES

Sen. Moor e: It wastimeto start concentrating
on brokerage, and think about supporting our
family. Our daughter Lucy wasborn April 17,
1944; a normal baby, a slightly advanced
preschooler, and anormal teenager. And she
grew into a real person. As a little one she
seemed a little on the serious side, but with
total balance. A funny occasion: in’52, right
in the middle of the election between
Eisenhower and Stevenson, | came home one
day and herewasafull-length, life-size picture
of Stevenson on her door. Honora and | had
always encouraged L ucy to think for herself,
so | was surprised but not shocked. | said,
“How come?’ She explained that Stevenson
was her choice because he was more
sympathetic with the poor and had done good
thingsas Governor of Illinois. Pretty good for
an eight year old.

To show how sensitive she was—we
would go grocery shopping and when shewas
agethreeor four | would say, “Y ou pick out a
can of peas.” Shealwayslooked carefully and
when shefound onewith adent or atorn | abel
into the cart it went. | noticed this habit and
asked her why, to which she responded,
“Someone has to take it.”

Most of K-12 was spent at Helen Bush
School. Each year, Bush teachers, students,
and employees vote on their favorite senior. |
believe she is still the only one to be a

unanimous choice. She applied to Smith,
Stanford, Swarthmore, and Radcliffe, chose
Radcliff, earned her degreefrom Harvard, and
had amodestly distinguished academic record
while working as a cook and waitress.

At Radcliff she met and married Robert
Hilgendorf, a dented can. After twenty years
and two sons, later they divorced. She's an
arbiter on water rights and other
environmental disputes, one of the top ones
in the country. She has lived in Arizonaand
New Mexico since the late ' 60s.

Anyway, in 1953, about thetime | left as
King county chairman, Aunt Harriet—in
whose house | was born—died and left
$25,000 each to Honoraand me. Withinayear
we went, together with Lucy, to Europe for
five months. Most of the time we lived in a
pension in Paris. Lucy kept up with her school
work and we spent lots of time together—
museums, races, side trips, and walking the
streets.

The only thing | regret about this trip is
not learning French. | regret | speak only one
language, and that one not as well as | wish.
There is something about speaking with a
person in their language that develops a
relationship more quickly. From preschool on,
every student should be encouraged and given
the opportunity to learn a second language.
Any second language is better than none, but
certainly Oriental and European languages
should be available.

A story in point: When Nissan leased a
port facility in Seattle they had 100 apply to
betheir on-site port manager. After narrowing
thefield to ten, they finally selected someone
who spoke Japanese. He told me he was the
least qualified of the finalists, but he got the
job because he could communicate with the
Japanese captains and men who were
responsible for delivering the cars to the
United States.

Anyway, when we came back from France
| seriously became a stockbroker, still with
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Walston. | began doing things in the
community, like fund-raising for the Heart
Fund. | aso held various offices: President of
the State Mental Health Association; vice-
president, Committee to Abolish Capital
Punishment; chairman, Governor Rosellini’s
Mental Health Committee; first chairman,
State of Washington Securities Committee.
On all these efforts | had help from Albert
Rosdllini and Senator Warren Magnuson. So
naturally | felt warm toward them, although
still telling one and al, including myself, that
| was a Republican.

Ms. Boswell: You held on as a Republican.
Why did you continue on as a Republican?

Sen. Moore: | thought that | was one. |
believed in the free enterprise system. |
refused to see the inequities that occur in
capitalism. | refused to recognize greed. | just
went along trying to get the Republican Party
to be more liberal. Still, business dominated,
but my attitude was, “Come on, let’s not be
so greedy.” Teachers have to live. Social
workers have to live, which of course,
Republicans don’t believe.

Ms. Boswell: Even today?

Sen. Moore: Yes. They're all overpaid,
according to Republicans. And they’d do
away with social programs, and they still talk
about, well, let’s get rid of this program and
turn it over to the churches. Well, you find
me a church where the volunteers aren’t
already overworked, and I'll be really
surprised.

In our district, fifteen years ago, church
volunteers were overworked. When Reagan
camein, he wanted the churchesto take over
everything. Well, Father Tony, who was the
priest in charge at Saint Anne’s, told me,
“We're exhausted. We can’t get any more
work out of our people.”

| just kept trying to reform the GOP, and
if they didn't want to reform, then | guess
there's no reason they should. It was just a
dream | had.

Ms. Boswell: You also were very active at
the time, and thereafter, in civic affairs. |
wanted to ask you about, first of all, how did
you choose, generally, what kinds of civic
activities you became involved in? Y ou got
out of the Republican Party because it was so
time consuming, and you’'d sort of had
enough. How did you choose what other civic
responsibilities you decided to take on?

Sen. Moore: When | was assistant chief clerk
of the House, the chief clerk, as| mentioned,
didn’'t let me do much of anything. | had
considerabletime to meet people, and | met a
fellow herewho wasinterested—hewasfrom
Seattle, but he was down here—who was
interested in mental health. Because| wasjust
finishing analysis at that time, my interest in
mental health ran high. | don’t know quite how
it came together, but we decided that I’ d help
him lobby to try and get more money for the
mental ingtitutions, in the hope that we could
get accreditation back. So, | did, and the
psychiatrists, especially analysts, al cameout
of the woodwork, and | became kind of their
connection with thereal world. So that’s how
| got into the mental health business. Nobody
else wanted the job, so | became president of
the Washington State Mental Health
Association.

Mrs. Winthrop Rockefeller, who wasfrom
Seattle, would just send $10,000 or whatever
whenever we needed money. She' d just write
a check out for $10,000. So she kept the
Mental Health Association going for quite a
while. | finally decided that because we were
spending ninety-five percent of the money we
took in on overhead, and only five percent of
it was going for the cause, that I'd just close
the Mental Health Association down, which |
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did. It was closed for several years, and then
they finally became active in the state again.

Then | read in the paper one day that
Ernest Skeel had volunteered at a ripe age,
like sixty-five, to be state chairman of the
Heart Fund. So, | wrote him a letter, and |
said, “I think it’ swonderful that you’ vetaken
onthisjob, andif there’ sanything | candoto
help, I’d be happy to.” He was a guy that got
up early inthe morning. Pretty good law firm
he had, and he went to the post office and got
themail every morning. | wasin my brokerage
office, and he called me at about eight-fifteen.
| had never expected to hear from himin the
first place. He said, “When can we talk?’

| said, “1 can come down this afternoon.”

“Fine,” he said. So, | went by about one
0'clock and he said, “You're going to be the
King County Chairman of the Heart Fund.”

| said, “No, I’'m not, | just want to help a
little bit.”

“No,” he said, “you take my word for it.
You become the chairman, and I'll appoint
you.” So, | was way over my head, | didn’t
know what to do, and | didn’t want to do it,
but he gave me a great piece of advice. He
said, “Always do good works, it will serve
you well.”

But thenin 1974, when | ran for the House
in the Thirty-sixth District, | quit all the do-
good projects as an active participant. | had,
by that time, gradually withdrawn from
Mental Health, President’s Civil Rights
Advisory Commission, the Urban League, the
Heart Fund, and Committeeto Abolish Capita
Punishment, ACT Theatre, and others. This
was an era of transition from “good works’
to active politics. When | feel I’'ve given all |
haveto give, | bow out. | don’t want to bethe
grand old man of anything!

Ms. Boswell: Isthat about the time you made
your switch? When, exactly, did you switch
parties?

Sen. Moore: No, it was earlier than that. |
knew that | was more compatible with
Rosellini and Magnuson than | was with any
two Republicans. They were doing all the
things that | believed in, and | always liked
people who try to surround themselves with
people smarter than they are. Both Rosellini
and Maggiedid. | washaving real troublewith
the right wing, and this was before the
Christians tried to take over the Republican
party, so that was not yet anissue. So, in 1964
| supported Johnson, openly, as opposed to
Goldwater. Looking back, | wonder why | did
it.

Ms. Boswell: Why do you say, looking back
you wonder why? Goldwater was pretty right
wing.

Sen. Moor e Yes, but, you know, | wasmostly
interested in the Vietham war during that
election. | wanted it stopped, and | don’t know
that it would have been any worse under
Goldwater. Anyway, | made a clear break at
that point, but not noisily. | wasin touch with
some real money, people who ran big money
adsinthe papersall over the state for Johnson,
beating up on Goldwater. | guess it was just
the war issue that finally tipped me over to
the Democrats, athough I’ d been having good
vibrations from Rosellini and Magnuson as
well.

Magnuson had a staff that was
unbelievable. | asked him one day, “Do you
read all those bills?” He looked at me like,
“You vegot to becrazy. Of coursenot. | never
read abill. | don’t know what they say. That’'s
what | havethe staff for.” And he went out of
hisway to get the best. Very few people ever
had abetter staff than he had. Y ou know Ancil
Payne? He was one of the—

Ms. Boswell: He was one of the best?

Sen. Moore: Yes. Anyway, | wassemi inthe
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open. | never made a declaration, “I’m now
going to be a Democrat.”

Ten years after the Goldwater/Johnson
race, | quietly filed for the House against
Eikenberry. Of course, the Democrats hated
me. They didn’t trust me. | wasaman without
acountry.

Ms. Boswell: | can imagine.

Sen. M oor e: With some peopleit’sstill true.
As state chair, Karen Marchioro just never
accepted me. | don’t know how good you have
to be to satisfy her.

Ms. Boswell: Now, Rosdllini, you said he's
one of the politicians you most admired. Tell
me more about that.

Sen. Moore: He's one of the two best
governors we've had. | judge them through
the difficult time or easy time in which they
served. Helivedinadifficult period. It wasn't
terribly difficult, not like Clarence Martin in
the thirties, but Rosellini was striving all the
time he was in the Legislature to improve
prisons and mental institutions. And he did a
great job. He got accreditation. Of course, as
soon as he was out of office, the very next
year, Evanslost the accreditation. Never been
able to get them back. Rosdllini did alot. In
order to give the big banks competition, he
opened up more new, little banks than any
other governor before or since. They were
handing those charters out to anybody that
could come up with the required capital and
had never been indicted.

Back when he was starting out, Rosellini
went to a couple of county chairmen before |
was county chairman. He went to the
Republican county chairman because his
father had been abootlegger and aRepublican.
Albert went to the county chairman—hisname
was Ralph Hoar—and said, “Mr. Hoar, I'm
twenty-one. | want to run for the Legislature

inRainier Valley.” When he got all through,
Ralph said to him, “We don’t need any wops
in our party. Get out.” So, he became a
Democrat, where hewaswel comed. Thisstory
may or may not be accurate, but knowing
Ralph, I’'m inclined to believeit.

Ms. Boswell: | didn’t know that story.
Interesting.

Sen. Moore: Yes.

Ms. Boswell: So, he continued to maintain
some ties with Republicans. You said his
district was the one that was solidly behind
you?

Sen. Moore: It wasaheavy Democrat district,
but the Republican precinct committeemen
wereall with me. Albert also had the best wife
that’s ever been in the Governor’s mansion.
Wonderful woman. Albert’s been in politics
for sixty years. Sixty years! Nobody around
here's ever been around that long, except
CharlieHodde. Mid-thirtiesto now. Al istill
on the Transportation Commission. He's a
very smart politician.

Ms. Boswell: Why do you think he hasn’'t
gotten the positive recognition that other
governors have?

Sen. Moore: Name, mostly.

Ms. Boswell: Oh, you think so?

Sen. Moor e: He' s not an Anglo-Saxon.

Ms. Boswell: Y outhink that’ stheonly reason,
really?

Sen. M oor e Well, the Republicans degraded
him at every turn. Accused him of selling
liquor licenses, just all kinds of stuff that
wasn't germane, and often timeswasn't true.
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So, he just got kind of a bad reputation. Just
look at former Governor’s names: Ferry,
McGraw, Rogers, McBride, Mead, Cosgrove,
Hay, Lister, Hart, Hartley, Martin, Langlie,
Wallgren, and then the Anglo-Saxon rulewas
broken by an Italian-American, Rosellini—
whosefather served time! A voting pattern of
nearly seventy yearsis not easily overcome.

And then he made a bad mistake when he
ran against Evans. He had it won, and they
had ameeting up in Edmonds, and hereferred
to Evansas“Danny Boy.” That seemed tojust
touch people the wrong way. His campaign
just went downhill fromthen on. It would have
been Al’ sthird term.

Ms. Boswell: What do you think about the
press s treatment of Rosellini?

Sen. Moore: Unfair. Biased. They
downgraded him to such an extent that he had
troublefilling his cabinet. Nobody wanted to
serve with him. But when he finally got it
together with Garrett Heyns, Charlie Hodde,
and al the others, it was avery good cabinet.

Thisis apretty good cabinet. | just hope
that Lowry will pay attention to them, and not
move out in front too fast before he knows
what he' stalking about. Those peoplethat he's
put on the Liquor Board are no better than
average. Lottery isalittle weak. Agriculture
is very strong with Jesernig. Ecology with
Mary Riveland, very strong. Chase Riveland
in Corrections. Labor and Industries with
Mark Brown. Licensing is so-so, but better
than it usualy is. It'sagood cabinet.

| judge governors by whom they appoint,
too. If they appoint peoplethat are strong and
smart, | give them extra points.

Ms. Boswell: So you think Rosellini did a
good job, too?

Sen. Moore: Yes. Very outstanding.

Ms. Boswell: Are those appointments
primarily engineered by governor’'s
underlings, right-hand men, whatever?

Sen. Moore: It depends on who' sgovernor. |
believe that when Evans was governor Jim
Dolliver made a lot of appointments. | can’'t
get a handle on the governor’s office now. |
can’'t understand what’ s going on. An awful
lot of second-raters. | thought Gardner’ s staff
was pretty weak, but Lowry has an even
weaker group. And | don’t like to think that
because | want Lowry to gather people that
are sharp around him. He may want “yes
people.” Some people want “yes people,”
that’ sjust the way they are.

Ms. Boswell: What were your feelings about
Dan Evans as agovernor? Y ou mentioned he
lost accreditation for mental institutions and
prisons. Did you see him as successful in any
other ways?

Sen. Moore: Dan was aways popular. He
becamethe state’ s Teflon man—nothing stuck
to him. Ed Donohoe of the Washington
Teamster called Dan “straight arrow,” and it
stuck because that was the way people
perceived him. Personally, Dan is dignified,
yet warm and approachable, and | was a
booster for along time, reinforced by the fact
that | knew and admired his father.

But when Dan became governor he went
counter to my favorite programs, failing to
continuethework of Rosdllini, as| mentioned.
When we lost accreditation, what happened
wasthat mental patients suffered from cutsin
rehabilitation programs and adequate staff,
and the prisons underwent quiteachange. The
prison system nearly became governed by the
prisoners—inmates never had it so good! One
positive was that Evans continued the
Rosellini policy of commuting the death
penalty to lifeimprisonment, if the condemned
asked for clemency.
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Ms. Boswell: Soyou saw hisability to bounce
back as one of his strengths?

Sen. Moore: Dan Evans was so popular he
could probably be politically resurrected
successfully. He was “Durable Dan.” But as
the public saw more Teflon, I saw more
tarnish. Admittedly, | was irked by his lack
of feeling for mental institutions and wrong-
headedness regarding prisons, so | became
soured on him.

Asamatter of truth, hewasastrong force
for the Washington Public Power Supply
System, which, because of no cost controls,
cost usperhapsas much as$20 billionin waste
inthe building of nuclear plants. Not only was
this costly to the investors, but it weakened
our state’s bond rating, which cost the
taxpayers. Nobody blamed Dan.

Then some Liquor Board members were
indicted for accepting free liquor from liquor
representatives. A violation of the law.
Nothing happened because then Attorney
General, Slade Gorton—" Slippery Slade,” as
Ed Donahoe dubbed him—said there was
inadequate evidence, athough these illegal
giftswerein custody! Again, nobody blamed
Dan!

Dan used a new gimmick to hide his
malfeasance or misfeasance when he
discovered he' d overspent the budget. Hejust
withheld the billsfrom the state treasurer until
anew biennial budget was enacted. This, ever
after, was known asthe twenty-fifth monthin
a biennium. Definitely a constitutional
violation. Nobody blamed Dan.

In my last campaign in 1990, my
opponent, Andy McLauchlan, was always
bragging that Dan Evans had endorsed him.
Finally, one evening at the Coe Schooal, I'd
had enough, so | pointed out all of the
aforementioned, and afew more, ending with,
“If this is my opponent’s role model, | rest
my case.” Well, understandably, Dan’s and
Ray’s relationship has been somewhat

strained the past few years. | simply can’'t
resist this fulfillment of human frailty. |
thought a lot more of Rosellini.

The situation with the Liquor Board
indictments soured me on Slade Gorton, as
well. | began to wonder if perhaps he wasn't
just another political animal after all. Despite
the fact that Gorton was an austere, Eastern
elitist, | had felt he was a good legidlator,
spending all but his last two years in the
minority. In spite of his coldness, | always
thought the party benefited from hisinput. At
thetime he wasin the House, he occasionally
came by my desk in the investment business.
| found him very bright and equally cold.

| admire Slade’s audacity in opposing
President Reagan’s budget, but I’ve grown
weary of people arriving from elsewhere
insisting their mores, ideas, and dogmashould
be imposed on the locals. Slade was new to
the Senate, and although he may have had a
better budget, his action was offensive to the
President, but, more importantly, senior
senators did not take this as a good start for
Slade. To hiscredit, he nominated and fought
hard and well to put Bill Dwyer onthe Federal
Court, but after sixteen yearsin and out of the
U.S. Senate, he certainly is no Warren
Magnuson or Henry Jackson.

Ms. Boswell: What about your relationship
with Maggie? Wetaked alittle bit about him,
but not alot.

Sen. Moore: | was not close. He knew me
and heliked me, and | liked and admired him.
He was a wonderful guy, just truly one of a
kind.

Ms. Boswell: Did you know him early on
when you were first in politics?

Sen. Moore: No. | never saw him. Oh, no,
actually | saw him in 1944. He came with
Harry Truman and | can’t remember who else.



52

CHAPTER 4

They cameto the old ice arenain Seattle and
they had a big crowd there. Truman was
running for vice president, and Vic Meyers
was there and he’'d probably had several
drinks. It was seven-thirty or eight o’ clock,
and he introduced Magnuson who was going
to introduce Truman, and, in the course of
introducing Magnuson, he got all wound up.
He said, “This young man’s responsible for
opening up the gateway to Alaska.” And he
raved on and on. Then, he said, “I giveyou,”
and he couldn’t think of Magnuson’s name.
So, he starts out again, and says, “ Speaking
of opening up gateways, he' sthe man that has
bridged the gap between us and the Orient.”
All baloney, but he turned around and said,
“And now | give you,” and he still couldn’t
doit, couldn’t think of the name. Findly, the
county chairman, moved up adongsidehimand
whispered in his ear. Of course in the
audience, you could tell what was happening.
So, he givesit one moretry, and thistime he
carriesit off. “I giveyou Warren Magnuson.”

Ms. Boswell: That's a great story. So, when
you left and concentrated on stock brokering,
did you lose your interest in politics?

Sen. Moore: No. | think | may have
mentioned in 1958 | ran for the nonpartisan
city council. Inthose days, ten were nominated
and | was sixth in the primary. | was sixth in
thefinal fiveto beelected. | just lost by afew
hundred votes. The fellow who beat me had
the samekind of support | did, David Levine,
aJew. So, he got the Jewish vote, and so did
|. We both got labor, but | just didn't have
quitethe namefamiliarity ashedid. By then|
knew that | was all through. | had lost at the
university, | lost for state Senate in 1946, |
lost for city council. I lost acloseelection and
felt sure, with two defeats and no victories, |
was not much of a candidate.

Ms. Boswell: Was that particular campaign

unique? Were there different strategies
because it was acity campaign as opposed to
a legislative campaign? Are there big
differences?

Sen. Moore: Yes. When you are running for
the U.S. Senate, or Congress, you're running
statewide, or from a 500,000 person
constituency. When you're running for city
council, you just lean on people whom you
can see. They are part of your life. They get
inside you. They have a lot of influence,
whereastake Jim McDermott in Washington.
He probably knows fewer people today than
he did when he was chairman of the Ways
and Means Committee in our state Senate,
fewer peopleinthe state, especially in Seattle,
I’m sure. So, the main thing, | think, is that
you' redealing just withlocal issues. The street
light is out, chuckholes, garbage, and these
are things you can do something about.

Therearetwo city council peoplewhowill
never be beaten because they do constituent
work. They take care of these little but
important problems. I’d call them when I'd
hear about something, and they are happy that
| called them. They take care of the problem.
They’d then write a letter to the person that
asked for help, saying, “If it hadn’t been for
Senator Moore, | never would have known
about this.” Well, you know, how do | feel?1
feel warm and fuzzy toward that person
because he or she mentioned my name. And
yet, they did thework. They know, asaresult
of that “ back scratching,” I'’m going to bethere
to scratch theirs, in all likelihood.

Ms. Boswell: Areyou speaking of two people
specifically?

Sen. Moore: Yes, two. Tom Weeks is one,
and the other one is Jan Drago. Neither are
destined for greatness, but they’re good
journeymen council-people, and they’re
interested in taking care of people’ sproblems,
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rather than trying to mastermind some city
ordinance that may cause more harm than
good.

Ms. Boswell: What did you feel like when
you came so close, but didn’t win? How’d it
make you feel?

Sen. Moore: Well, | hadn’'t expected to win
anyway, so | was not surprised. | guess| was
surprised that | came so close. | wasagracious
loser thefirst timethat | ran, and thiswasthe
second time. It had worked so well before,
being a good loser, that | was a good loser
one more time. SO, ever after that, the next
two timesthat | ranand | lost, | had mastered
the art of being agood loser. People began to
remember me as the fellow that doesn’'t get
personal, doesn’t blast out, doesn’'t accuse
anybody, doesn’t blame the loss on a dirty
campaign, or “the press was against me.” |
just admitted | just didn’'t haveit.

Ms. Boswell: Did you see that as helping to
build areputation where you would eventual ly
get elected?

Sen. Moore: No, | think | mentioned before,
thisisadisease. Thereisnoinoculationfor it.
Only death or the voters can cure you, so
periodically, I’d havetorun. | ranin’46,’ 58,
'74,° 76, 78, and every four years after that.

A year after the campaign for city council,
| had become disenchanted at Walston. Bache
wanted a Seattle office and offered me
$45,000 to come with them. This was still
quite a sum in 1959, so | went with Bache.
Since 1955 my business kept increasing—
partly because | cut commissions, which no
firm liked. In fact, the firms around town had
an active dislike for me, but | kept increasing
my businessyear by year. So they didn’t want
to lose me, although | was an aggravation.

Ms. Boswell: Brokering was somewhat of a

political connection. Did the political
connections and your interest in politics
continue to help you in that business?

Sen. Moor e: No. Every manager | worked for
always wanted me to poach on people that |
knew politically and socially. And | wouldn’t
do it. | just went out and acquired people |
never heard of before. Just walked the streets
and called on people. | wanted to keep my
political life and social life separate.

| was kind of the darling of Washington
Park, that big social enclavethere. Y ou know,
they used to say, “Y oureally believe Negroes
are supposed to be equal ?’ Y ou know, things
likethat. And | said, “Damnright!” andthey’d
all laugh. I was kind of atoy for that group.
You see, | was included because | was so
offbeat and they liked Honora.

Ms. Boswell: Now, where did you get that
strong sense of civil rights and equal
opportunity?

Sen. Moore: Well, in 1939 Hitler marched
into Poland, over the Labor Day weekend. On
Wednesday we had our drill night in Sesttle,
and | went to drill because | got a dollar for
going to that drill, and | needed every penny
of it. On that day, our commanding officer
read this proclamation from the War
Department—they used to call it the War
Department before the Defense Department.
It said, “As aresult of what is happening in
Europe we may be at war.” Now, thisis
twenty-seven months before Pearl Harbor.
“ Anyone who wishes an honorable discharge
may step forward.” Out of three hundred of
us, myself and one other guy stepped forward.
The others went to Bataan, and | believe one
guy came back. One guy.

Ms. Boswell: Out of the whole group? Oh,
my goodness.
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Sen. Moore: So you ask about civil rights. |
turned my attention at that point towhat | had.
Honora had talked about how hard it must be
to be Jewish in just about anyplace,
particularly Europe. We belonged to the
Plymouth Congregational Church and | went
to the then minister, wonderful guy, Wendel
Fifield. And | said, “Dr. Fifield, | have five
dollars,” which was a lot of money. “I want
to start a fund. | want you ministers who
belong to the Council of Churches—and if you
can get the Cathalics in, too, that's fine—I
want you to go to Europe and tell Hitler to
stop killing the Jews.” And | continued, “Y ou
know, | keep hearing when | go to church that
we're in the army of the Lord, and | said to
myself ‘Dr. Fifield has got to be pretty far up
inthat army of theLord,” and | think there’sa
timewhen you haveto really put up.” Hewas
a strong man—wonderful fellow.

He said, “You know, two months ago |
brought this same thing up, or something
comparable, before the Council of Churches,
and they all sat therewringing their handsand
saying, ‘Wemust stay with our flocks.” So, |
said, “Dr. Fifield, I'm going to leave the five
dollars here. If anything materializes, use it
for that, otherwise put it in the Boys Club.”
That was before they had Girls Clubs. Every
church had aBoysClub. So, it eventually went
into the Boys Club. So, | went home and told
Honorawhat happened. Next week we signed
aletter resigning from the church. I’ ve never
been back. I'll never go back. | have total
disrespect for this type of Christian. Finally,
long after the need to support civil rights, they
began to surface, they’ realwaysamilebehind,
and a generation late.

Ms. Boswell: Why do you think that is?
Sen. Moore: They’'re conservative.

Ms. Boswell: They’retoo conservative?

Sen. Moore: Yes. Of course.

Ms. Boswell: You were conservative. How
did you—

Sen. Moore: | have become moreliberal as|
grow older. As | mentioned, | had tried to
influence the GOP in our state so they would
become attractive to labor, teachers, and the
disadvantaged, but the majority of
Republicans could only see dollar signs,
equate money with success, and flag waving
ad nauseam. And, of course, the underlying
theme was areturn to the good old days that
never were. Hark to thefatesof my first grade
class. Well do | remember the horrors of
county poor farms. No thank you.

| began to see the injustices that were
wrought upon women and minorities. Think
of this: When | went to work the whole
spectrum in commerce was amost the sole
property of white men. No nonwhite could get
any good job at al. They could maybe get
servicejobswith almost zero upward mobility.
They couldn’t be in banks. They couldn’t be
in brokerage firms. They couldn’t be at
Weyerhaeuser, Boeing—anyplace else. And
| began to see this as a bad thing, and then |
interpreted, in my own way, to mean that if
this continued there’ d be arevolution in this
country.

Thissystem, thiseconomy, isnot bad, but
in 1980, | think, one percent of the people
owned five percent of the wealth. Not bad. It
seems there always has to be kind of an
aristocrat class. Ten years later, one percent
of the people own ten percent of the wealth.
Now, what that means is, that awhole lot of
people who were just barely making it have
now been crowded into poverty, and when
enough of them get down there, there'll be
trouble. So, that's why | became a strong
advocate of equal opportunity, way back, a
long time ago. | started in *39 and it has
become very dominant in my thinking ever
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since then.

| think | mentioned my friend Mort
Frayn—he was state chairman, and arranged
after the 1952 election for me to meet with
Eisenhower. Well, everything about Mort was
friendly, including body language. Hewasone
of theall-timegreatsin my political life. Mort
Frayn would have made Will Rogerslook like
acurmudgeon. Heliked everybody and almost
everybody liked him.

When | joined the Washington Athletic
Club, Mort spent timeinthebar. | never knew
him then, but | grew accustomed to his
gravelly and warm voice. When the club
opened in the late ' 20s, only white Gentiles
were members. Then the Depression came and
the club soon becameinsolvent, at which time
the board decided to ask Darwin Meisnest,
who was quite capable with money, to take
over the management. Because the board was
in aweak bargaining position, Darwin made
an unreal deal. He was to get a less than
nominal salary, but hewasto get a percentage
from the slot machines. Since Darwin counted
the money, who was to argue about whether
he took more or less than his share? Original
financing of the club was acommunity affair
with people subscribing to a bond issue. By
the mid-1930s the bonds were considered of
little or no value. As people needed money or
estates needed liquidating, therewasonly one
buyer, Darwin Meisnest, with his cash cow,
the slot machines. It wasn’t long before
brother Meisnest controlled the club by virtue
of owning the bonds. Meanwhile he had
convinced the board to build membership by
admitting Jews, to increasetheincome. That's
how it happened.

Meanwhile, Mort was becoming a minor
power in the club, and eventually became
president. By the late 1930s, the club was so
solvent the board didn’t approve new Jewish
applications. | was furious and resigned. |
think | resigned in 1939. Mort suggested he
wished I’ d stayed because it is often better to

fight from within than without. He was right,
but I’ ve always had atendency to want to right
every wrong right now.

In 1957, eighteen years after 1’ d taken up
the cudgel for Jews, the B'nai B’rith Lodge
in Seattle gave their Man of the Year award
to me, only the second or third non-Jew who
had ever had it up to that point. | had made a
trip to Israel at my expense, and they made
arrangements for me to talk to al kinds of
people, from retired Israeli Prime Minister
David Ben-Gurion on down. | was there a
couple of weeks.

Ms. Boswell: This was before the award, or
after?

Sen. Moore: Before.

Ms. Boswell: And that interest was generated
primarily by the situation duringthewar?Y ou
recognized that?

Sen. Moore: Yes. My father was a Quaker
and my mother was aPresbyterian. My father
told me about hisfather, who was a doctor in
the Civil War. After thewar, on the way back
from somewhere, he dlept in a barn. In the
morning he got up when it was just getting
light, and he saw something moving under
some straw. With hisgun drawn, hewent over
and kicked the straw, and it was a little black
kid hiding, scared to death, didn’t know where
he was. My grandfather took him back to
Philadel phia. He wanted the boy to live with
him and my grandmother, but the little boy
wouldn’t come in even to sleep. My
grandfather finally got him so that he would
come in and eat meals with them. Then, my
grandfather built alittle house out in the back
of the big house, and that’ swhere this person
lived al his life. | don't know what finally
happened to him. But this, and other things
my father told me, impressed me about a
certain goodness in his Quaker family.
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My mother had prejudices against
Catholics and anybody with a dark skin,
whether it was Mexican or Spanish, or
whatever. In fact, she didn’t like brunettes,
so, of course, | married one, Honora.

Ms. Boswell: You got the other side of the
family’ s strong sense of justice?

Sen. Moore: Yes. In al fairness, my mother
was kind, but she made the rules! So my
parentswerevery conservative, but they were
not mean. Before the Depression, my father
had |oaned money on two houses. People lost
jobsand couldn’t handletheir payments. They
came to him and said, “You know, | guess
you'll have to throw us out, we can’'t pay.”
He said, “No, forget it.” He didn’'t take any
interest for the time that they were
unemployed. Eventualy, after continuing to
live in the houses, both parties got jobs and
paid off. He thought that anything above six
percent interest was too much, whether you
got it, or whether you paid it. And | hold to
that. Wheninterest rateswere twenty percent,
| thought it was a criminal act.

Ms. Boswell: It was pretty bad.
Sen. Moore: Yes.

Ms. Boswell: So B’ nal B’ rith then recognized
you for that long history of support for equal
rights?

Sen. Moore: Yes. |I've been there, on every
vote for women, for minorities, even when
some of them seemed a little overdone. I've
been there because there were few enough of
us who had that much of a commitment.

Ms. Boswell: And it was particularly true, of
the Republicans at least, that tradition would
not be disturbed. Very few would have had
that strong commitment to social issues.

Sen. Moore: Very few. Very few. For the
most part, Joel Pritchard met thetest. | totally
underestimated his political potential. | felt
that, over the years, he had a good voting
record, one of which | would have been proud.
Asaliberal Republican, he spent hisyearsas
congressman in the minority. Of course, we
will never know how he would have voted
had he been tested by being in the majority—
either he would have voted hard-line
Republican or would he have stayed his
Olympia course.

Thereason | dwell on thisisthat hisally
and friend, Dan Evans, as U.S. Senator,
changed stripesand | eft hisliberal Republican
viewsto vote the Reagan program, with which
| did not see eye to eye. The thing about Joel
was, he was part of atight little group—Dan
“Straight Arrow” Evans, “Slippery” Slade
Gorton, and Chuck Moriarty. | regard Senator
Moriarty with esteem and warmth—he was
conservative, but not self-serving. Evans and
Gorton’s records are clearly not up to
Moriarty’s standards, but Joel, | feel, was
greatly influenced by thesetwo. In noway do
| demean all four of their political abilities,
but except for Moriarty, I'm quite satisfied
the other three and | are basically not on the
same frequency.

You see, my family has a creed. My
mother and father would never do anything
to hurt anybody. Even if they could take
advantage of a situation, they wouldn’t do it.
| won't doit. My daughter won’tdoit. We've
built our own lives and our own businesses
without hurting anybody.

Ms. Boswell: | was wondering about al the
hard work and the long hours that you kept.
That must have taken atoll on family life.

Sen. Moore: Well, in 1967 Honora and |
separated. | moved out of our home at 1400
39th East, and six months later she left for a
new life in San Francisco. | moved back,
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subsequently selling in 1971 to buy a house
on Queen Anne at 1722 Bigelow North. We
were actually married thirty-six years. We
were divorced in 1973.

Ms. Boswell: And she is someone that you
had met here in Olympia.

Sen. Moore: Yes. She was a precocious
student. She wastwo years younger, but only
ayear behind mein school. | had agreat love
for her and I’ m sorry to have hurt her so much.
We're now good friends. | talked to her
yesterday. | asked her if | could buy her lunch
on her birthday, and she said, no, she was
busy, but some other time sounds good.

Ms. Boswell: Wasyour working so hard, and
being gone, part of the divorce, or wasthat a
result of not such a good relationship?

Sen. Moore: | think it was probably a better
than average marriagefor those days, although
we did grow apart. But | thought, “There's
got to be something better, different. | can’'t
go to my grave without having another look.”
So, | don't think it was the long hours. She
had trouble getting up every morning and |
had trouble not going to bed at night. | have
great admiration for her. She has degreestill
you won't believe it, | mean ranging from
nursery school to law. She's a great student
and awonderful person.

Ms. Boswell: Did she have an interest in
politics too, or not?

Sen. Moore: When | ran for ASUW vice-
president, | lost by ten votes or something like
that, and shedidn’t help mewith her sorority.
That could have made the difference.

Ms. Boswell: Just because shedidn’t want to
get involved? She wasn't interested?

Sen. Moore: Yes. Shethought it wasaterrible
waste of time.

Ms. Boswell: And so it was after your
separation with Honora that you became
involved with Jim McDermott’ scampaign for
governor?

Sen. Moore: Well, we separated in 1967, and
it was ' 71 when Jim McDermott asked me
to be part of hiscampaign for the Democratic
nomination for governor. Hewas afreshman
House member at thetime. Actually, I’ vefelt
badly that | supported Jim for governor in
"72. Not that I’ ve grown away from Jim, but
he split enough of Martin Durkan’s vote so
that Rosellini was the Democratic nominee.

Now, this was probably as exceptional
and talented trio as ever squared off in a
Democrat gubernatorial primary since
Martin, Schwellenbach, and Pemberton
squared off in 1932. | had always been a
Rosellini supporter, but Durkan was Ways
and Means Committee chairman, and |
thought, “No chairman of Ways and Means
has ever been governor.” Albert had been
beaten by Evansin 1968, so | left two good
men to help the “new white hope,” Jim
McDermott. Al Rosellini was nominated and
beaten by Evans again. | feel Durkan would
have beaten Evans. | certainly didn't make
the difference, but | didn’t do the best thing
for Martin or the party. Amazingly, | am on
good terms with Governor Al, Senator
Durkan and Congressman McDermott.
Maybe time does heal all!

Ms. Boswell: Tell me a little about Martin
Durkan.

Sen. M oor e: Hewasthe ultimate politician—
served the state well. As a senator, Durkan
served sixteen years in the Senate under two
governors, Rosellini and Evans. It seemed to
methat whoever wasgovernor, Martin dways
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had access. After he left the Legislature, he
became alobbyist whose effectivenesswas a
legend by thetime | arrived in 1979. He was
loyal and helped ex-legislators who, when
defeated, often had acampaign deficit. Martin
not only helped—he solved their problems.
After the nomination, | was really bothered
that | had helped kill Martin’sfuture. He was
acomer, smart enough to be agood governor.

Ms. Boswell: How did you become involved
in Jim McDermott’ s campaign?

Sen. Moore: | can’treally remember. Therel
was supporting the man who truly had little
or no chance. Martin waswell-organized and
well-financed. Albert had his faithful
followers. All Jim had wasanew, untarnished
image with no money.

Ms. Boswell: He was coming from the
Legidature?

Sen. Moore: Yes. Jm came to my door in
Washington Park in 1970 not once, but twice
that summer and fall. We had never seen or
heard of each other, but Jm obviously was
looking for votes, and although | did not
commit myself, | quietly voted for him for
state Representative. He had something called
“It.” Otherwise how could he have broken
tradition by being the first ever Democrat
elected to the L egislature from the Forty-third
District?

His only session in the House was spent
in the minority, but his wiliness showed
quickly. After his unsuccessful bid for
governor in ' 74, he surfaced as a Senatorial
candidate in hissamedistrict, the Forty-third.
Hewon and eventually ended up as Waysand
Means Committee chairman. Aschairman he
was slightly less secretive than his
predecessors, but you still couldn’t be sure
which walnut shell your pork was under, if
any.

Jim went on to Congress. He is, | fedl,
even better in Congress than in the state
Senate. Possibly he’'s matured, but more
likely because he always played better to a
large audience. Jim is always on the side of
the angels, and not afraid of any issue. As
state senator, no one was more liberal. I’ve
had very few bad moments with Jim,
although we’ve had some severe
disagreements. | always stopped to consider
his pluses and minuses, and the pluses were
always overwhelming. Now, who do you
know who so consistently saw the merit of
single-payer health insurance? This is just
one of McDermott’s liberal views. I’'m with
him on that one. He' s an important voice for
the general welfare.

Ms. Boswell: Soit soundslikeyoutwo had a
good relationship. You just came away from
that particular campaign with some mixed
feelings.

Sen. Moore: Yeah, but therewasabright side:
VirginiaLloyd Kelton, who later became my
second wife, seeing my name in the paper as
aMcDermott supporter, gave me acall.

Ms. Boswell: Oh, how did you two meet? |
don’'t think | know that story.

Sen. Moore: Well, we had met once a long
timeago. At thetime, shewasunmarried, and
she was seeing afellow who had been an al-
coast quarterback for the University of
Washington, and looked like Dick Tracy.
When | was King County chairman, he was
my assistant. Then he went to Korea and got
shot up. When he came back, heand Virginia
met somewhere. Then | met her in’56 at an
Eisenhower party, and | thought, “Wow, that
looksto melikethereal thing.” And | envied
my friend, this fellow who had been my
assistant. Then in’58, Virginia sent me five
dollars when | ran for city council. Well, |
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made it a point—that everybody who had
supported me—I would call them or do
something, and | called her and said, “Could
we have coffee?’ Shesaid, “Yes.”

She worked at the YWCA, and | worked
in the Skinner Building, so | met her and we
had coffee for a half hour or so, and | was
very fascinated. She said later, “Y ou know, |
really wanted to make a move, but you were
married.” Things have changed! So she
subsequently got married. First she had been
married right out of school to alieutenant in
the army, but that was a dud, so then she
worked for the Y akima newspaper, and she
worked for the Seattle Times. Then, she met
this colonel in the army and she married him.
Heand hisfamily werevery domineering. His
father before him had been a colonel. They
had a daughter, but thirteen years later,
Virginia left him. That was the summer of
1971.

Andthen, inJanuary of ' 72, shecalled me
and said, “ Do you remember me?’ Wow, how
could | forget her? Shesaid, “| saw your name
in the paper. You're on the committee with
four or five people that are supporting
McDermott for Governor. When did you
become a Democrat?’ | told her I'd really
decided in 1964 when | chose to support
Johnson in preference to Goldwater. She
didn’t say anything. Talked alittle bit. | said,
“Can| call you sometime?’ Shesaid, “ Sure.”
So, two or three days later | called her, and
we began keeping company. She was in the
throes of a nasty divorce. | found her to be
strong, attractive, humorous, determined to
succeed, and suddenly | was in love or
whatever happens to a sixty-year-old. We
wereintouch daily sharing our upsand downs.
A year later | was divorced, as was she. A
few months later we were married. She, her
daughter Eileen, and their big gray cat, Casey,
moved in. That's how the political team of
Virginiaand Ray was born, and we have been
constant companions. | have adaughter, fifty,

and Virginia has a daughter, thirty.

Ms. Boswell: That's great. When you were
running for officein the seventies, by that time
did being divorced have any effect on being
elected? | know that early on it did make a
difference.

Sen. Moore: In the twenties it would have
killed you, but now it hasno relevance. Infact,
before | met Virginia, | had been “living in
sin” with a young woman who later left me.
My opponent never brought it up, because
many, many people in Queen Anne were
living in sin. Either that or they were gay. So,
that’s not an issue anymore. Neither is
religion. They don’t want to know, and that’s
good, because you're going to offend more
people than you get, if you get into that.

Ms. Boswell: Y ou had runfor the Legislature
in the forties, run for the city council in the
fifties. Then you helped with McDermott’s
campaign. And then in 74 you ran against
Eikenberry. What made you decideto get back
into the legidative race again?

Sen. Moor e: After nearly ayear of marriage,
wewerereturning from the oceaninthe spring
of '74 when Virginia asked what | really
wanted to do with my life. | mentioned several
thingsand sheasked, “What really?’ | blurted,
“l want to run for the Legislature.” She, in
customary style, said, “ Let’ sgo home and ook
in the yellow pages to see what we can do.”
And so wedid.

Ms. Boswell: Y oulookedintheyellow pages?
Sen. Moore: It wasjust afigure of speech.

Ms. Boswell: You just got busy, in other
words?

Sen. Moore: Yes.
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Ms. Boswell: Okay. You hadn’t beeninit for
alongtime. How did you get the organization?
Y ou hadn’t been aDemocrat beforewhenyou
ran.

Sen. Moore: It was difficult. | went to the
Democratic Club’s Thirty-sixth District
meeting. Karen Marchioro was there and the
district chairman was there, and they’'re
sniffing like I’'m a new dog on the block.
They’re not happy with me because, having
been a Republican, how could | possibly try
to be a Democrat? They were antagonistic to
me. But, unknown to me, it turned out | had
one ally that was worth all of them, and that
was Helen Sommers. After arocky start, we
got to be on the same frequency.

Ms. Boswell: Why arocky start? What had
happened there?

Sen. Moore: Virginia and | came down to
Olympia to a meeting that the House
Democrats held to brief candidates on how to
get elected. We broke for coffee about ten-
thirty or so. | went out to get Virginiaacoffee
and get onefor myself. | saw Helen Sommers.
| walked over, and | said, “Ms. Sommers, I'm
Ray Moore.”

Shesaid, “Yeah, | know.”

Real friendly! So | said, “Sometime, I'd
like to get together with you and talk about
the issues, so we're on the same frequency.”

She said, “Find your own issues,” and
walked off.

So, afew days later | got thislittle scrap
of paper with half a dozen names on it with
telephone numbers. It was signed, “Call
these—Helen.” So, | called them, and she’'d
already primed them. “Y eah, we' re with you,
yeah, we'll take ayard sign, yeah, we'll have
acoffee hour.” Every few days came another
list.

Ms. Boswell: So shewassendingyou all these

sort of terse notes. Why did she decide she'd
go with you?

Sen. Moore: Well, shedidn’t like the other
guy. Infact, when sheran against Eikenberry,
her billboard said, “ She’ s better than the other
guy.” So, | think that was kind of a process
of elimination there—least worst probably!
And, gradually, we got to be on very good
terms. And now, | think that | am as close to
Helen as nearly anyone. At acertain level, |
really love her, which sounds strange,
because Helen is not considered lovable—
to me sheis!

Ms. Boswell: Why do you suppose you're
close?

Sen. Moore: I'm a sucker for brains.
Talmadge, Adam Smith, Marty Brown, some
others. | mean, if they’ vegot brains, | want to
know them. | want to be with them. | don’t
want to be with people that are even dumber
than | am.

Ms. Boswell: What did she seein you? Why
did she reciprocate?

Sen. Moore: | think that it may be the same
relationship that Talmadge and | have.
Tamadgethinks!’m hisgrandfather. She may
have afeeling I’'m her father. | think it’s sort
of likethat. And, shelikes Virginia.

One time | said, “Helen, | wish | had
your vote-getting ability.” And she said,
“That’ s okay, but I’ d trade places with you.
People love you.” WEell, the ones that love
me, love me. The onesthat don’t, they hate
me. | think there’s a certain straight
forwardness and a sharp tongue that | have.
But I'll go to the wall for Helen, as she
knows. Every once in a while, she slips a
little present to me in the budget. Never
comes by and says, “Did you seewhat | did
for you?’ It'sup to meto find it.
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Ms. Boswell: What kind of thingswould that
be?

Sen. Moore: Oh, | started Food Lifeline. We
got so big that we needed awarehouse. Raising
$800,000 for a warehouse is pretty difficult.
Helen knew that | wanted that, so she helped
to find money in the budget. She wanted to do
something another time, and she put amillion
dollarsin the budget for ACT Theatre because
their request seemed logical and reasonable. As
oneof fivefoundersof ACT, | liketothink she
helped aworthy cause—and me.

Ms. Boswell: How has she built and
maintained her popularity in such a strong

way?

Sen. Moore: It's unexplainable. | do not
understand it. Sometimes she doesn’t
campaign. Doesn’t have any folders printed
up; goes years without anything to hand out.
She’ snow becomejust asolid tradition. | can’t
really explain how. Some people haveit, some
people don’t. She' s Teflon. Nothing sticksto
her, even when she does something that’s
halfway bad, it's always overlooked. The
presslovesher. | can’t explainit. She hasthe
championship stuff.

Ms. Boswell: Are there a number of people
likethat, or isthat really rare? How frequently
do you see something like that?

Sen. Moore: It's rare. Reagan had it. Helen
hasit. Karen Fraser hasit. FDR, Dan Evans,
Joel Pritchard, and Bill Clinton haveit. Just a
very few people. Helen's unassailable. She
goes on these month-long trips right in the
middle of the campaign, while everybody else
is knocking themselves out. She's
everybody’s darling. The Municipal League
wishes they could think up something better
than “outstanding” to give her.

Ms. Boswell: Do you think she'll have afall
some day? Be that cavalier, and then all of a
sudden trip up?

Sen. Moore: No, she'll go on. | think she'll
quit at the top of her game, and that will be
it!

Ms. Boswell: If she had that following, why
hasn’t shegoneto adifferent office, or ahigher
office?

Sen. Moore: Shedidn’t want to. If she’d gone
for U.S. Senate, they’d never have heard of
Patty Murray. She could have gone for
governor any time from 1980 on. She could
be congressman in her district. She could be
county executive. She has her choice.
Anything. Helen knows all the offices she
could have had. We have one commonality:
we need privacy.

Shehasacertainlifethat shelikes. Being
with peopleal thetimeistoo much. Shelikes
her little housein Magnolia. Shelikestotravel
to faraway, exotic places. Can you imagine
somebody who is writing the county budget
putting alesser amount in for her salary? She
took apay cut. And her theory was, “I can do
al the work that’s necessary in four hours.
That's all | deserveto be paid. Why should |
get eight hours?’

Ms. Boswell: That’s arare person.

Sen. Moore: Oh, she's amost as rare as the
Dodo Bird. I’'m flattered that she likes both
Virginiaand me.

Ms. Boswell: So, she was helpful in getting
you back into the legidative races?

Sen. Moore: Yes, withHelen'shelp, | ranfor
the House against Ken Eikenberry. He beat
me by 2,500 votes—pretty bad beating. Now,
I’d lost so many times nobody can remember
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how many, but the important fallout of that
election was that | acquired Helen's support.
Asafreshman House member electedin 1972,
she showed promise asalegidative great and
continued to grow. And then an explosive
thing happened. As the 1976 election time
approached, Eikenberry decided hewasgoing
toreplace her inthe election. He said, “ There
isn’'t room for Helen Sommers and mein the
House. I’'m going to run and take her out.”

Well, a fact of life in Senate history is
that four Kinnears have served in the
Legislature—J.R in the late 1800s, Ritchey
in the early 1900s, Roy in the '40s and, of
course, George, who served in the House
from 1939 to 1943 and again from 1947 to
1951. All were conservativein the best sense,
and highly regarded. George lived in the
original Kinnear mansion on Queen Anne
Avenue on the property now occupied by Bay
View Manor. I’'m sure Eikenberry figured
Republican publisher and Senator John
Murray would support him to get rid of the
newly elected Representative Sommers. And
I’m sure he left George Kinnear out of his
thinking because George had moved to
Mercer Island.

Near the end of a vicious campaign by
Eikenberry, with little response from
Sommers, there appeared adouble pagead in
Murray’ s Queen Anne-Magnolia Newsgiving
Ken one of the great coups de grace in my
political span of sixty years. Signed by George
Kinnear! Come €election day, the votersturned
Eikenberry out by about the same vote as
Eikenberry beat me just two years earlier. It
was arough fight, but she retired Eikenberry
from the legidlative scene.

Even with Eikenberry on her hands she
gavemealot of support. Of course, after three
defeats—Senate 1946, City Council 1958, and
House 1974—I was sure | was finished, but
when Eikenberry vacated his seat to take on
Sommers the Democrats had no candidate,
except Emmett McCormick, whom | had

defeated in 1974. So with alittle nudge from
Helen, and knowing the political virus was
alive and well within me, | filed.

The Republicans came up with Joe Taller,
aBoeing supervisor. Hewas avery nice guy.
Very proper, every hair in place, perfect callar,
perfect tie, perfect suit, said all theright things.
[, on the other hand, was just a rumpled old
man, still ambitious beyond histalent and sort
of flip. Even so, my resume was filled with
thirty years of good works and community
involvement. Joe’s brochure was slick,
professional, but had little substance. Among
his accomplishments he highlighted “Winner,
Golden Acorn Award.” Nobody | knew had
ever heard of it. | worked very hard,
doorbelling eight hours every day for six
months, and in spite of my previous losses |
thought | would win. Well, I guess more
people were impressed with “Golden Acorn”
thanme. | lost by seven hundred votes, in spite
of Helen’ ssupport. | knew then, for sure, that
there was no hope. Here | had a cinch seat
and | blew it.

Ms. Boswell: Is the Golden Acorn Award
really the reason you think hewon, ultimately?

Sen. Moore: No. I think | blew it. | don’t know
how | blew it, but | did something wrong. |
just don’t think | spent the money right. | can’t
really say. | think | screwed it up, but | liketo
joke about the Golden Acorn Award.

After | lost that election, | was absolutely
convinced | could never be elected and my
life should revolve around home and business.
Virginia had just come into the brokerage
business and life was good. Back in 1969, |
left Bache and went with another New Y ork
firm that wanted a Seattle branch: Shearson,
Hammill. Strangely they gave me a $45,000
bonus to go with them, the same amount
Bache paid for meten yearsearlier. | used to
jokethat | wasa$45,000 man and could prove
it.
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Virginiaand | also owned that restaurant
in Bozeman, Montana and had decided to
move there to fully enjoy a new experience.
In addition, we were planning to go to Europe
inthefall of ' 78. So, what with our plans for
the future, 1977 was a good and peaceful
year—t00 good to last.
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AN ELecTED OFFICIAL

Ms. Boswell: Now, in 1978, things are about
to change for you.

Sen. Moore: Yes. In January 1978, Helen
Sommers asked if | would run for the Senate
seat occupied by John Murray, a longtime
acquaintance and, as | mentioned, publisher
of the Queen Anne and Magnolia News. She
came to me and said, “If we can’'t find a
candidate”—she’ d become the unoffical
maharani of the Thirty-sixth District—"if |
can't find anybody el se, would you run against
John Murray?’ | laughed and said this was
oneof themoreridiculousideas|’d ever heard.
She pressed her case, tantalizing me with the
suggestion she' d try to find someone el se, but
if she couldn’t, would | do it? | asked why.
Shesaid, “You'recredible.”

| laughed, “1 always thought of myself as
‘incredible.’” Weall laughed and, maybeI’d
had a second Manhattan, | said, “I don’t want
to, but if that’ stheway it worksout, I’ ll run.”

| gave it little or no further thought until
she saidin June, “1 can’t find anyone.”

| said, “1 can’t beat Murray,” towhich she
responded, “ Y ou can at |east keep him busy.”
| really wanted to try onemoretime so, despite
our plans, Virginia and | easily succumbed
and | filed.

Helen obviously knew John Murray’ sand
my strengths and weaknesses better than |. He

had the paper, name familiarity, was nearly a
generation younger, and certainly better
looking. His negatives were high: he didn’t
answer calls or letters; the business
community did not like his excessively high
advertising rates; and he was generally
considered arrogant. But | had always liked
him, and | did not assess his negatives
properly.

My strengths were from labor, teachers,
socia workers, seniors, and liberalsingeneral.
My weaknesses were numerous. | was age
sixty-six; had neither a memorable face nor
personality; had a sharp tongue; an inability
to speak publicly; and, in common with
Murray, | wasnot alover of peopleor crowds.
Nonetheless, on the last day of filing, | filed.
Then Virginiaand | jumped in our car, and
headed for Bozeman, Montanafor avisit.

We stopped at V antageto phonethe office
and weretold John Murray had called and had
to talk. So | called him. He was very upset
that I'd filed for his Senate seat. He pointed
out we' d known each other a long time and
we both had the same idess, etc., etc. After
quite a harangue | suggested he had no need
to worry about me. After all, | was overage,
had a reputation as a four-time loser, no
campaign, no money, no charisma, etc. Hewas
unconvinced and asked that | withdraw. | told
him he was lucky to have me as an opponent.

A few days later we returned from
Montanaand started atremendous campaign.
Wejust gaveit everything we had. Politically,
it was do or die. There were two huge issues:
acity election on agay rightsissue, and astate
initiative on mandatory school busing. John
was very active on behalf of both issues. It
was assumed by interested proponents of the
gay measure that | was with them because of
my forty-year civil rightsrecord. For whatever
reason | was not asked to participate. As it
turned out, thisissue became ugly and Senator
Murray wasidentified asaprimemover. Plus,
it was rumored his marriage was coming
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unglued and maybe hewas gay. It wasrotten.
And it damaged him with nominally GOP
rednecks.

But, the real issue was mandatory school
busing and his public endorsement really hurt
him. Asit turned out, the hotbed of anti-busers
was Magnolia, a mgjor part of our district.
They asked meto participate. The hard-core-
liberal Democrats who controlled the party
machinery in our district were pro-busing.
Thisdilemmawaseasily solved. | was, infact,
anti-busing. | told the anti-busers (mostly
GOP) that | wasin atight race and | needed
to keep theliberal Democrats mollified by not
making it an issue, but that if elected | would
support anti-busing inthe Legidlature. By this
timethey would do anything to derail Murray.

Throughout the race we were advertising
in John’ s newspaper, running cartoons of John
and me with such captions as “Why worry
with Murray?’ That seemed to catch on. And
then we had acartoon that weranin his paper.
It showed two kids on a teeter-totter. The
caption didn’t make any sense, but people
seemed to think it was funny. It said, “Move
over John, it'sRay’sturn.” | think sometimes
the ridiculous catches on. Somehow or other
it tickled people.

Ms. Boswell: And helet that runin hispaper?
Was that ever an issue about mediaaccessin
the region?

Sen. Moore: No. Heliked the money, and he
was sure he was going to win. He told his
caucus he didn’'t have any problem at all a
week before the el ection. Some of them were
beginning to wonder. A lot of them knew me
from the old days, you see. They knew | was
one tenacious scrambler. Republican Senate
leader m Matson and othersfelt, “Watch out
for this old bastard, he's wily enough and
nobody works as hard.” That was what they
were al saying. “If hard work counts, you're
in trouble, John.”

Ms. Boswell: How do you trand ate hard work
in acampaign? Isit the number of doorbells
you ring?

Sen. Moore: Well, that’s part of it. And the
post office. Somehow or other, we'd get an
anonymous phone call as soon as Murray
drove up with another mailing. We had
connectionseverywhere. All thelittle people,
you see. The little people can hurt or help.
Never underestimatetheir effectiveness. They
knew | was one of them.

| also used to have my finance chairman,
George Lane, drive me up to the end of the
busline, inMagnolia, wherel’dgeton. You're
not supposed to campaign on a bus. | would
start down the aisle handing out my folders
and thedriver would say, “You can’'t do that.”
o, I’d stop, and wouldn’t do it any more. And
peoplearereaching out, “Givemeone.” It was
interesting. If it wasawhitedriver, very often
| had aproblem, but all the black driverswould
pull the shade down behind them so they
couldn’t see what was going on, and let me
go because | was a civil rights-er, and they
knew it.

Andthen!’d get off the bus. Thebusdriver
would demand that | get off, so I’d get off as
soon aswe' d crossthe Garfield Street bridge,
and George Lane was right behind the busin
hiscar. He' d pick meup, U-turn, and we’' d go
back and do it again. We worked at that for
about an hour and a half every morning. |
made some friends—people | still hear from.
They laugh, “Remember when we met on the
bus?’ One of these was a Filipino man who
looked at my folder and madeit clear hedidn’t
believemy civil rightsrecord. That was about
7:30 am. After this routine, 1 went to the
brokerage office as usual. The phone rang. It
was the man on the bus. | guess he had
checked meout. Hesaid, “I didn’t believeyou.
Could wetalk?’ It turned out he was aleader
in the Filipino community in Magnolia and
he helped me alot.
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Ms. Boswell: And so that made the
difference? Some of those strategies?

Sen. Moor e: Y eah. Anyway, one day near the
end of the campaign | saw Murray
doorbelling, and the next day | covered where
he'd been. In the words of one woman who
answered the door, “Oh, | know who you are,
but yesterday that SOB Murray came by—
firsttimeintwelveyearsand | told himto get
off my porch or I’d call the cops.” | had a
suspicion Murray was in trouble. Our
campaign was managed magnificently, and |
had good support, athough based on thirty-
four years of losing, I'm sure none of us
thought we'd win.

Murray was the father of mandatory
school busing. Our district voted by a three-
to-oneratio against busing, and | still wasonly
able to squeak through, even with that. Asa
big plus, the fact that he wasway out in front
on the gay rightsissue certainly helped. | was
totally with him, but the issue never came up
about me. They were just after him. So, the
restishistory. After thirty-two yearsof defeat,
| dlidinwith asix hundred votewin. The next
time | won by 10,000, the next time | won by
5,000, last time by perhaps 4,000.

Ms. Boswell: It was just that one break
through and then—

Sen. Moore: | knew they’d never beat me
because | saw avacuum. Nobody was taking
care of the constituents. Helen Sommersisso
bright, and so good, that it would be a total
waste of her timeto be spending timeworrying
about whether somebody lost their food
stamps. What | did was good for both of us. It
freed her up because Virginia soon became
the district problem solver, and | knew that |
had no upward mobility. | couldn’t go
anyplace from here, and | was just intent on
getting a.500 batting average. | had lost four
times, and | wanted to win four times, and so

| did. Of al the opponents| faced over aforty-
four year period, | liked John Murray the best,
and I’'m not sure the best man won.

We had planned a party at the Washington
Athletic Club for election night. My plan was
to thank people and announce they’d never
have to support me again. Instead | thanked
them and promised to keep office hours 7 am.
to 9 p.m. every day of the year and that
promisewas never broken. Virginiaand | were
available. A longtime friend, Gil Houghton,
asked me at the election party, “Why did you
keep running al those years?’

| said, “I just wanted to beat somebody.”
| suspect my motive was not an isolated, rare
case.

Ms. Boswell: Reading some of the newspaper
articles, | noticed labor claimed arolein your
victory in 1978, | guess because of their
campaign donations, in particular. Was labor
really a big factor in that year?

Sen. Moor e: Labor wasabig factor, and Mark
Brown, who is now director of Labor and
Industries, was our advisor. Hewasthen with
the state employees organization. Their
contribution in effort and time made a
tremendous difference because, having been
defeated four timesin my life, | didn’t attract
alot of volunteers. And so they sprung to and
really did awhale of ajob for me. The AFL-
ClOin Sesttle, particularly the Central Labor
Council, were a big help, too. Very big help
withyard signs. Thefirefightersbuilt my yard
sgns, andthat’ sajobinitself, getting hundreds
and hundreds of those built so they’ll stand the
rain and wind. They had a technique that was
very good, probably the best in the state at the
time. | had really tremendous help. | aways
feltthatif | had livedin England, | would have
been a Laborite. They knew that way back
when | ranfor city council. They supported me
then, athough I’ ve never been aunion member.
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Ms. Boswell: Why thisyear, in particular, did
you get help, and maybe not so much in
previous years?

Sen. Moore: They did not like John Murray
for a variety of reasons. One was that they
alleged that he didn’t answer phone calls and
hedidn’t answer mail. Second, they wanted a
Democrat, and they knew from past
performance, that when | was dedicated to
something, | stayed put. | wasn’t going to
waffle. So, it was a natural alliance between
me and labor.

Ms. Boswell: During that same year, labor
also conducted what | guess you would call a
negative campaign against Augie Mardesich.
Wasn't that that year? 19787

Sen. Moore: That'sright.

Ms. Boswell: Tell me alittle bit about that.
Wereyou privy to that? What was the thought
on that?

Sen. Moore: Well, | don’'t really know what
went onthere. | really did not know Mardesich
until after he was defeated, and then he used
to come to Olympia. He's a tremendous
personality. It'samost impossible not to like
him. He did a little lobbying, and | can’t
remember for whom, but | liked him.

Augie must have been ajoy to serve with.
You know, he may have invented speed-
reading, making him dangerous. In addition,
he knew what he read and remembered! He
read almost every bill. He also knew the
Senate rules. And, to top it off, he was
aggressive, ambitious to rule the Senate. He
had only one serious hurdle—to be undisputed
king of the caucus. But Bob Greive, inhisown
non-confrontive way, held the power. |
sometimeslikened Augieto California’ s Jesse
Unruh who made legidating into a full-time
profession. Mardesich was intent on

improving legislators' pay—and particularly
retirement. He was tough, had an unreal
knowledge of legidativerulesand protocol—
equaled only by Vic Meyers, John Cherberg,
Sid Snyder, and Marty Brown—in addition
to which he could read people. Augie
eventually prevailed over Greive and became
adynamic leader.

But then, of course, the fellow that
defeated him, Larry Vognild, was elected the
same time | was, so we had a particular
kinship. Talmadge, Vognild, and | came here
at the sametime as new peoplethat had never
been in the Legislature. Tub Hansen was
elected to the Senate the same time, but he’'d
been in the House.

Ms. Boswell: Isthere something to the notion
that when you come in to the Senate, or the
Legidlature in general, that you're a class?
That there are some of thoseties? What isthe
nature of those ties?

Sen. Moore: Wdll, it' snatural, becauseyou're
sitting in the back row. Taimadge had seat
forty-nine, | had forty-eight, and VVognild had
forty-seven, and Hansen forty-six, asfar back
as you can get. And so, the people who are
senior to you aresitting up front, and | suppose
there’ salittle natural jealousy—*“1 want to be
up there, too.” And so, asaresult of that, and
maybe other factors, you begin to feel that
you're a unit. Although Vognild, Talmadge
and | arequitedifferent in someways, we have
alwaysableto support each other in, | suppose,
nine-out-of-ten cases. Wewereal compatible,
but I must admit | was so overwhelmed, living
vicariously through Phil, that | did not realize
Larry was a man of considerable talent.
Different from Phil, but just as important.

Ms. Boswell: How about when Vognild was
running against Mardes ch—aretherewaysthat
other candidates can help? Do you help each
other in the campaigns, or not particularly?
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Sen. Moore: When | ran, for example, | was
encouraged to run by Helen. | said, “I can't
win. I’ve been defeated four times. I’'m ajoke
of acandidate.” And she said, “No, just file,
you'll at least keep Murray busy,” which
meant, in the vernacular, that hewould be kept
busy in hisown district, and not ableto siphon
money off from his coffersto somebody else.
He' d aso be pinned down in the district as
far asgoing out and helping anybody else. I’ve
gone out and hel ped other people who needed
help. | was perhaps not running the same year
that they did, so | had the opportunity of
freedom of choice.

Ms. Boswell: So there is something to that,
then, that you could in fact influence another
race somewhere else?

Sen. Moor e: More then than now. Now, you
can’t give any money out of your campaign
fund to any other candidate, so that makes it
more difficult. There' s a dilution factor that
takes place there, because you have to give
your money to the central committee or the
caucus. And, of course, who knows after you
once make that donation, what they will
decideto do withit. Y ou kind of haveto trust
them.

Ms. Boswell: You were talking about your
back-row experiences when you got to the
Senate. What wasit like? Can you remember
back to that first session after you were
elected?

Sen. M oor e: | remember thefirst day because
| had only met Talmadge once before. It was
during the campaign. | had gone to alunch at
the Catholic Seaman’s Club. There were two
seats|eft, and the place was so crowded that a
huge young man and | sat at the head table,
but with our backs to the audience. And so,
therewas nobody that we could ook out there
and see, or make conversation about, and

within thirty seconds, we hated each other. His
name was Phil Talmadge, about to be el ected
senator at age twenty-six from adjoining West
Seattle. Turnsout that he was pro-mandatory
school busing, and | thought it was aterrible
idea. We made our positions perfectly clear,
and | really froze. | thought, “I realy don’t
likethisguy.” | went home and told Virginia
that | sat next to this guy who | swore was a
fugitive from an “Our Gang” comedy. | just
didn’t like him. So, the first day | arrived in
the Legidlature, therel am seated next to him.

Right away, Tamadge is on hisfeet, and
he’ smaking hisfirst speech within an hour or
two of the session opening. Vognild didn’t say
anything for quite awhile, and | didn’t want
to say anything, didn’t feel | had anything to
say. So, my dislike for Talmadge was
accentuated.

After the opening day swearing-in was
done, we adjourned to our offices. Phil’ soffice
was next to mine. Hiswife, Darlene, came by
holding their second baby, Matthew. The baby
looked exactly like Phil Talmadge! Exactly!
So, | got to laughing so hard, and she said,
“Hedoeslook like Phil, doesn’t he?” And then
she said to me, “Are you as crude as Phil ?’

Andl said, “I hopeso,” not really knowing
what | was admitting to. Remember, in 1979
senators drank spirits, smoked cigars, and
behaved like people. Anyway, she laughed,
and an hour later Phil came in and sat down.
We had a beer together and things started
going very well.

As | listened to him, | knew | wasin the
presence of an unusually bright person. I’'ve
always been a sucker for brains, so al of a
sudden, my didlike dissipated and | forever
after respected and loved him. | don't care
about personalities as much as | do brains.
We' ve had some other unique minds here.
Kent Pullen. We' d never be best friends, but
| recognized | was in the presence of a
thoughtful person with whom | didn’t agree.
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Ms. Boswell: In Talmadge's case, what is it
particularly, that you find intriguing about his
mind?

Sen. Moore: Sometimes we used to drive
back and forth to Olympiatogether. He'd be
gitting there, thishuge man sitting in thislittle
seat next to me, and he’ d have ayellow pad,
and he’'d be talking about baseball or
something, and he'd be writing a bill at the
same time. | thought, “This guy is really
something else.” And then | found out that
the bills he wrote were so perfect, that even
hisreferencesto RCWswere so accurate, that
when they went to the codereviser, they rarely
made a change. That never happens to
anybody.

Later on | would say to him, “Phil,
remember five years ago when you wrote the
dog bite bill?” This legislation set penalties
for people who allowed dogs to attack and
injure people.

Hesad, “Yeah.”

| said, “Phil, what was the number of that
bill?” He gave me the number. What a talent.
That kind of memory fascinatesme, anditisn’t
just the vignettes that tantalize me, it’s that
ability to have four or five balsin the air at
one time and keep them going. He could have
half adozen piecesof legidation, major pieces,
and could speak with authority on al of them
accurately. Alwaysfactud, didn’t embellish the
truth hoping it would be more dynamic.

Phil has a liability that has cost him
dearly—he doesn’t suffer fools lightly. I've
noticed some great politicians can listen to
drivel, actually appearing interested, al the
while thinking, “How can | use this time-
waster to my advantage?’ |I’ve actually seen
Richard Nixon and Warren Magnuson use
these types, often to mutual advantage.
Manipulation never crosses Phil’s mind. He
feels the facts, as he marshals them, can,
should, will speak for themselves, and will
prevail. He' s a unique person. My hope for

him is happiness, which may mean governor
or U.S. Senate—better yet, baseball
commissioner. Like I've said since we are
forty years and four days apart, subliminally
he may very well see me as a grandfather.

Ms. Boswell: How much advantage, or is
there an advantage, to being a lawyer and a
legislator?

Sen. Moor e: It hel ps because an attorney can
bluff his or her way through, as opposed to
the rest of us. We're kind of in awe, but if a
person redlly hasit, you find out in aweek or
two. If they’'re just flannel mouthing and
carrying on, you begin to discount them,
whether they have alaw degree or not.

Ms. Boswell: So, their rolein the Legislature
ismore than just presence and polish?

Sen. M oor e: | canthink of somelawyerswho
have been in the Legidlature, and some are
here now, that | wouldn’t take a case to. On
the other hand, there are some here that |
would really relish the opportunity, if | needed
one, to have them as my attorney.

Ms. Boswell: So it’s more of an individual
thing.

Y ou said when you were there in the back
row, you didn’'t speak for awhile. Y ou werean
accomplished politician, though—istherereally
an awe about starting out in the L egidature?

Sen. Moore: | was here when the building
was built, and | do have a reverence for the
Legidature, thebuilding, theinstitutionitself.
So, | was redlly in awe. | listened to other
people speaking with authority on the floor,
and | quickly realized that | really didn’t have
anything to say. I’'m not sure, but | think that
maybe one of the first times | spoke was on
the dog bite bill. Of course, everybody
understands dog bites, so | felt ascomfortable
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as anybody else speaking onit. | always feel
that I’'m at alossfor words. Often times, when
| think back, | think | could have done this
better, | could have said such and such. I'm
not at ease speaking. Some peoplethink that |
am, but I'm really quite shy.

Ms. Boswell: What kind of preparation did
the Legidlature provide to you as a freshman
senator? Did they have any kind of training,
or other kinds of help, in the beginning?

Sen. Moore: Well, the assistant secretary of
the Senate, Bill Gleason, came around to us
and said, “What can | do? What do you need
to know?’” Well, you didn’t know what to ask.
Since that time they’ve had some training
classes on things—where is the code reviser,
physically? Where do you go to find things?
They have it for secretaries, administrative
assistants, and so on. However, achange took
place. Training classes had lessto do with the
legislative process and more to do with
diversity, sexual harassment, and political
correctness, whatever that il

Ms. Boswell: Isthat enough? How long does
it take to really get comfortable in terms of
proposing legislation and getting it through?

Sen. Moore: Inthe case of Talmadge, it was
about one day. With me, it was maybe two or
three years. Vognild, on anything pertaining
to labor—he' d been through hundreds of 1abor
negotiations as a fireman—felt very
comfortableinthat arena. He probably needed
the first couple of months, but it was a very
long session that year. It went 160 days or
something like that. | was very slow to
develop. | recall | was scared of how Slim
Rasmussen would impale me as | was
explaining abill onthefloor. Hewould reach
for his microphone, stand and wait for
Lieutenant Governor Cherberg to recognize
him, and then he would face me. Then he

would ask thewords| grew to dread, “Would
Senator Mooreyield to aquestion?’ Now, no
matter how well you knew the bill being
debated, he always hit you with something
pertinent but for which you were totally
unprepared. He always listened attentively,
acting asif hewere unaware of your suffering.
When you finished your answer, he would
thank you—but that was if he liked you! If
not, he had follow up questionsthat made you
think how pleasant an IRS audit is.

Ms. Boswell: On the other hand, you had a
lot of previous political experience. Did that
set you apart at all from some of the other
freshmen?

Sen. Moore: | think it occurred to some of
them that | had a lot of experience, and the
fact that I’ d been a Republican made memore
unique. People asked me, “How come you
changed?’ And as | told them, it seemed to
be okay. Republicans were not as ornery as
they could have been to me, | think, because
so many years had passed since | was county
chairman. | think probably the fact that | was
aready sixty-six made a difference, too. |
think they realized | probably had no upward
mobility. At first, | think they were surethat |
could never be reelected again, because the
district had been sending Republicans for a
long time, except for Helen Sommers. She
broke the ice, and she became kind of the
darling of thedistrict, so everybody voted for
her. Shewaskind of everybody’ s conscience.
S0, the Republicans said, “Well, we're going
tobefair, we'll votefor Helen, and then we' ll
vote straight Republican.” So, other people
had trouble winning.

Ms. Boswell: At least thinking back to the
very beginning sessions, was it what you
expected? You had run several times, you
finally get there, isit what you had hoped?
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Sen. Moore: Yes. | had that part well inmind,
because | had lobbied for mental health and
against capital punishment many yearsbefore,
and asaboy, | wasover inthegallery alot of
the time, and even in the governor’s office
occasionally. Physicaly, | kind of knew my
way around. But, there were parliamentary
maneuvers that | didn’t understand, didn’t
know about, because the Senate has its own
rules as opposed to Reed's or Roberts'. So,
you can know alot and still not know much.

That first session was long, at least five
months. Virginia took over our office as a
volunteer, and athough we had a secretary
she really took charge, and at no pay. We, of
course, noticed abig change in our income, a
drop from $75,000 to $9,600. But we adjusted,
and for the first time, we were doing
something we enjoyed. Toward the end of our
first year, Phil and | had lunch with a
reporter—off the record, | thought. A
foundation had offered to fund a“legidative
humanist.” | said that was sort of like an
“ethical big businessman.” The reporter
managed to get it on the front page of the
Seattle Times. | never spoke with him again.
Shearson’s management feigned outrage,
suggesting | resign. Sincewedidn’t like each
other | said, “Sounds good to me.” So | left
and continued as a full-time senator on part-
time pay. We moved our licensesto asmaller
firm, but we weretoo busy to do any business,
so we were brokers in name only.

Ms. Boswell: You've spoken highly of
Tamadge, but did you have any other people
who you really respected?

Sen. Moore: Oh, Jim Matson was the best of
the best. Phil Talmadgefirst saw him at close
range in January, 1979, and we both laughed.
Here was Humphrey Bogart’s double, even
to the cigarette. Weloved him and thought he
was a perfect minority leader. When he was
ousted, | thought, “ Thisis the dumbest move

the GOP could make,” but the hard-linersin
their caucus couldn’t wait to push their
“money comes first” philosophy. Anyway, |
was never in a cooperative mood from that
moment forward and that was okay with them,
because they couldn’t and wouldn’t
compromise on anything. Jim Matson was a
big orchardist, an outstanding woodworker,
and abrilliant legidator. No matter how heated
the debate, | don’'t think anyone ever left
thinking, “Matson didn’t give me a chance.”
I’ve been enraged by Hayner, Metcalf, von
Reichbauer, West, Linda Smith, Eleanor Lee,
to name a few, but never by Jim Matson. A
truly lovable character.

Ms. Boswell: Did you have any other mentors,
people who helped you learn the ropes?

Sen. Moore: Senator Bill Day. “Big Daddy”
Day was a very kind man, and an unusually
gifted politician. He phoned me after | was
elected, maybe a couple of weeks later, and
said, “I'd like to have you be vice chairman
of the committee,” which was Social and
Health Services. It had a huge staff, and, in
those days, was a very important committee.
o, | thought about that and made afew phone
cals. Big Daddy had previoudly put acoalition
together in the House, and | had heard that |
might not want to be that closely alied with
him. But, | checked around, and people said,
“Takeit,” so | was vice chairman of his big
committee.

Weéll, heranit, and hewasagood mentor.
He had me sit next to him, and he would say,
“Watch thisperson,” when they’d comeupto
testify. And then, he’ dimpal ethem with some
question that pretty much proved that they
didn’t know what they were talking about.

Hewasa so very kind to peoplewho were
nervous. One day in a Social and Health
Services Committee meeting hearing thefirst
person to testify had come from the Colville
Valley, a 350 mile trip. She was obviously
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scared. Typically, Senator Day looked at the
list of people to testify, and seeing her name
said, “Is it okay with you if | call you
Mildred?’

Feeling a little more at ease she said,
“Most people call me Millie.”

He said to one of the staff, “Move that
microphone over so it's convenient for
Millie.” Hethen said to Millie, “Do you ever
fish in Waits Lake,” which was close to her
Chewelah address.

“Oh, yes, Senator, but | liked it better when
the lake was full of perch.”

“Now Millie you've come a long way—
please tell usyour ideas.” Well, she was now
relaxed and talked right along. As she got
going she was calling him Bill, because he
wasvery gentle. Now that isthe sign of areal
chairman. | learned so much, which helped
later on, just by watching and listening to him.
Hewasvery kind. He had aterriblereputation,
which in my view, was undeserved.

Ms. Boswell: Tell me alittle bit more about
his reputation.

Sen. Moore: Well, he was a chiropractor.
Having achiropractor in charge of Social and
Health Services was, in the view of doctors
and dentists, absolutely an outrage. Just an
outrage against society in general, and them
in particular. So, they were out after him.
Several things happened.

He was sort of a swashbuckler in away.
He was strong, and he was a huge man, very
imposing, and very at ease on his feet. So,
they set about to try to destroy him. Thelargest
donation that had ever been made, | believe,
in the state's history, was made against him
when he ran the last time in 1980. | think it
was something like $20,000 from the dentists.
The chiropractors had been having afield day
for quiteafew years. The doctorswould have
billsin trying to say that you could only go to
achiropractor if youwerereferredby anM.D.,

and things like that. So, it got very tense.

But, Bill Day knew everybody. He was
just everywhere, and had been in Spokanefor
a long, long time. As an example, he was
driving down the street one day, and he saw a
prostitute that he had known from way back
as a chiropractic patient, and she said, “Hi
Bill.” He stopped his car, didn’t get out, but
stopped and talked to her for a few minutes,
the next thing you knew, it's all over the
Sookesman Review, that he’'d approached a
prostitute. Thingslikethat. The M.D.sfinally
just destroyed him in 1980. Bob McCaslin
defeated him in a nasty election that year. In
all fairnessto Bab, hedid not personally attack
Bill. He didn’'t have to. His allies in the
medical dental profession did it for him.

When Bob arrived in 1981, | took adim
view of him, feeling hewas alightweight and
abuffoon. Astime passed, | had to revise my
attitude. Bob isakind man who would aways
help when someone had a problem. | guess
the clincher was when Cherberg told me he
was okay! Bob’ s an independent thinker, and
he' s still around. But that was the end of Bill
Day asapublic figure.

Ms. Boswell: Why did he choose you asvice
chairman?

Sen. Moore: He had checked me out pretty
thoroughly, | found out later, so | have a
feeling that he was|ooking for respectability.
The fact that | had been a Republican gave
me some credentialsin hiseyes. All theyears
| had been in politics | was alwaysfair to the
opposition. Looking at the rest of the people,
he could have asked Talmadge and been better
off probably, but he chose me.

Ms. Boswell: You had a long record of
working in health-related issues, aswell.

Sen. Moore: Yes. Heknew al about that, and
he used that as a reason when he approached
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me. He said, “You know, you’ve been
working in mental health, in the penal
institutions, and all these things that we have
something to do with. You'll be a help.” |
wasn't a help, but at least | learned a lot
listening to him. To this day, when I'm
chairman, | operate somewhat like Bill Day. |
aways take the person who lives the farthest
away first. If they livein Colville, they come
before the ones who live in Wenatchee. And
the last ones that get called are ones that are
herein Olympia, mostly lobbyists. And hedid
that. | learned quite a bit.

Ms. Boswell: Anyone else that you
particularly admired?

Sen. Moore: | loved Al Henry. He was a
dynamic figure. First elected in 1941, he'd
been in the Legidlature forever, at least so it
seemed. Governors came and went—L anglie,
Wallgren, Langlieagain, Rosellini, Evans, and
Ray. Al wasthereall dong and everyone knew
him. He was chairman of the Transportation
Committee, a powerful person, so powerful
that he rarely bothered to come to caucus.
People cameto Al Henry. Hewaseven larger
than Bill Day. This was an era of huge men,
physicaly, in the Senate. Al Henry had to
weigh over 300 pounds. He was a prodigious
eater. Breakfast was horrendous: five plate-
sized hotcakes, ten strips of bacon, four eggs,
al of which swam in maple syrup. He started
with fruit and finished with cups of coffee.
The exciting part of breakfast in the Senate
dining room was watching Senator Henry’s
routine: an empty platter was set in front of
him, then a platter of hotcakes, another with
strips of bacon, and a another housing four
fried eggs. He carefully began building his
breakfast. A hotcake was placed on the empty
platter; next, two bacon stripsfollowed by an
egg. He was meticulous in building his
breakfast, following the same pattern until al
food was carefully in place and swimming in

maple syrup. Then, with knife and fork, he
ripped it asunder! After five minutesor so he
finished hisfirst meal of the day and wasready
for al comers.

When | was in Olympia High Schooal, Al
wastheterror of Southwest Washington high
school football. He was a lineman for
Centralia, and, although they didn’'t have
much of ateam, hewas so fierce he kept them
in contention. There was no grass in those
days, and he'd pick up handfuls of mud. He
was a huge person, even then. He was
probably a 180 or 200 when he was in high
school. He'd have these hands full of mud,
and he'd just throw them in your face. Then
he'd just charge forward, just knocking
everybody down. Very colorful. And, to top
it off, his personality was very kind. He and
Lieutenant Governor Cherberg had much in
common: both had played football, had long
memories, could handle any occasion, and
wereloyal to afault. Therewasonesignificant
difference—they both could hate, but
Cherberg did it silently, Henry volubly.

Al Henry had almost forty years in the
Legidature. Hewas strong-willed, and blessed
with unsurpassed wit. He did not waste time
deciding whether or not heliked someone. He
was uncanny in how he decided whether
someone was worth wasting time on. He was
almost alwaysright. | had a modest but good
relationship with Al, so when Talmadge
needed money for the West Sesattle bridge, he
came to me. Tamadge was a little reluctant
because Al Henry was such a beast when it
cameto approaching him—nhe could kick you
around just to find out how tough you were—
so | arranged for Phil to meet Al Henry. Well,
when these two met, 700 pounds stood
pressing the flesh. | felt like a midget. They
fell inloveright away. | don’'t know if it was
because they were both large men or what,
but anything Phil wanted, Al wasawaysthere
to help him get it. Phil wasthe onethat really
got the money for the West Seattle bridge.
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Other people havetaken credit, but it was Phil
and Al. Take my word for it—I wasthere! Al
was generous. One of the last of nature's
noblemen.

Ms. Boswell: So both Day and Henry you see
asadifferent kind of style politician, then?

Sen. Moore: Oh yes. That was the old style.
They were on their way out by the time |
arrived. | could see that. Public disclosure, |
believe, was the start of the end.

Ms. Boswell: Tell me why that would be.

Sen. Moore: There are certain personalities
that don’t want to put up with awhole lot of
filling out uselessforms, complying with what
they view as useless regulations. They are
truly out of the Old West. They are good
people, but they’ re nonconformists—and
now, there’s no room for a nonconformist in
the Legislature. I'm about as nonconformist
as you can be here, anymore.

Ms. Boswell: Why has that changed,
typically?

Sen. Moore: The Public Disclosure
Commission hasyou in astraight jacket. And
every time there’s a new one of these
initiatives, like 134 that passed, it putsatighter
restriction onyou. Y ou can't givemoney to a
friend who's running for office out of your
campaign fund, you can’t do this, you can’'t
dothat. It'sall opento public scrutiny. You're
vulnerable al the time, and there’s no credit
given for good deeds. | voted against 276, the
initiativethat started the public disclosure, and
| haven’t changed my mind. Thereisadirect
correlation between the birth of the PDC and
the astronomical increase in campaign
spending. The proliferation of political action
committees gave those with money undue
power, thereby doing a huge disserviceto the

public. Thefirst director of the PDC, Graham
Johnson, was superb. He had judgment. Since
his departure, objectivity has disappeared

Ms. Boswell: Some people would argue to
you that it’s cleaning up politics, that it's
exposing corruption that existed. What’ syour
response?

Sen. Moore: You can pass al the laws that
you want to, but the human mind is so
constructed that it will find a way around.
When | came here, therewasalittle pamphlet
of public service contracts—PDC had only
beenin effect five or six yearswhen| arrived.
That book now has grown, infinitely faster
than government, or faster than inflation, or
any other gauge that you might want to use,
because now, people are getting public service
contracts, and that’ s supposed to be okay.

You see, before the Public Disclosure
Initiative, contracting for state services was
within the authority of the various departments
of state government. They were awarded
based on price and/or ability to perform.
“Public service contracts’ are now the custom,
and how are these awarded? Anyone may bid
provided they can meet the specifications.
Soundsreasonable, right? Here' sthe catch: it
is still easy to give the contract to the right
person by writing the “ specs” so that only the
right person can qualify. Thus bids become
moot. The public is no better protected than
before.

I’m not even sure there was that much
corruption to begin with. I’ ve alwaysfelt that
ninety-nine percent of all public employees,
including legidators, are absolutely careful
with the public trust. Some of them may have
some prejudices, but they can support those
prejudices with, at least to them, and others
maybe, legitimate arguments. So, | don’t think
you ever clean it up. | don’t think it was ever
that bad. It’sjust like everything else. Why is
it, on the cover of Fortune 500 Magazine or
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Time, they show somebody who isafabulous
businessman, for example? Well, that’s
because there are so few fabulous
businessmen, and the samething pertainshere.
Thereare so few peoplethat aretrying to beat
the gamein government that going after them,
in my view, should not be a major item,
because you're helping destroy the whole
institution when you dothat. Y ou' redegrading
it in the eyes of the public.

Ms. Boswell: It seems in the late seventies
period, when you came in, there was alot of
that going on. Mardesich later. Walgren. The
public eye was on what they had done. Greive
was gone by the time you got here, wasn't
he?

Sen. Moore: Yes.

Ms. Boswdll: There have been a number of
fairly public situations.

Sen. Moore: | think the only onein question
that you've mentioned—first of all, let me
back up aminute. Walgren, in my view, was

framed. Bagnariol, probably, unquestionably
guilty. Mardesich, guilty. Greivejust did what
he could to further the interests of the
Democratic caucus, and did not violate any
law. So, there are so few of them, redlly. It's
interesting you mentioned Walgren, because
there's no proof of guilt. None, to this day.
But the perception, you see, is there. You
picked up on that, just like everybody else
would.[]

Ms. Boswell: Tell me about Walgren’s
situation in particular. Why do you think he
was framed?

Sen. Moore: This is my own personal
opinion. | think that it was a vendettabetween
him and the district attorney at thetime, going
back thirty years, or twenty, or some such.
Thereisastory, which | never inquired into,
that Walgren succeeded in getting the woman
that the district attorney was seeing away from
him, and the guy had been waiting for Walgren
for years. | don't know the district attorney,
but my impression was that he was a guy
capable of getting even. Walgren never did

[In 1972, Sen. Mardesich challenged Sen. Bob Greive's nearly 20-year run as Senate floor leader. Sen.
Mardesich drew public attention to what became known asthe “ Greive Fund,” afund to finance the campaigns
of Democratic candidates. Sen. Mardesich alleged that Sen. Greive only gave contributions from the fund to
Democratic candidatesthat supported his continued position asfloor leader. Sen. Greive denied the allegation.
No formal investigation or charge was ever brought against Sen. Greive, but the rumorswere enough to turn
public sentiment against him, and he was ousted as floor |eader. He left the Senate in 1975, and continuesto
maintain his innocence.

Sen. Mardesich was investigated in 1975 by a Senate Committee for allegedly accepting a bribe, aswell as
transferring funds meant for Democratic Senate campaigns into his personal account. Though he broke no
laws, the committee found him to bein violation of Senate Ethics. He resigned of hisown will shortly before
he was charged. The Senate never tried to censure him. After his resignation, Sen. Mardesich was charged
in a civil case, investigated by Attorney General Slade Gorton, for being retained on a monthly fee by
Seafirst and Household Finance. This charge was settled out of civil court for $165,000. Sen. Mardesich
continued to maintain his innocence.

In 1980, Sen. Walgren and House Speaker Bagnariol were each charged by the Federal Bureau of Investigation
with three felony counts of racketeering in the state of Washington. Both men were subsequently convicted
and sentenced to five years each in prison.
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anything. Baggie did. Baggie took some
money. Walgren did not take any money.
Walgren was the kind of guy—not unlike me
in thisregard—who will see anybody. | goto
every deal once. | told you, | think, that | went
to Reverend Moon’ sconventionin California

Ms. Boswell: | don’t think you did.

Sen. Moore: | wanted to see what it was all
about. | found it was an Oliver North rally.
But, in order to be well-rounded, you have to
do these things. I’ve never been to a Klan
meeting, and | guessthat’sone | wouldn’t go
to, because my mind’ sso rigid on that subject
that | couldn’t accept anything | heard.

| understand that FBI agents posing as
businessmen approached Walgren and
claimed they had a corporation, and said they
wanted to get a foothold in gambling in the
state. It required legislation, not dissimilar to
what we're probably going to do when we
open up gambling in this state. | think it is
inevitable. Indian gaming is the opening
wedge. Soon private enterprise in this state
will say, “Why not us?” And there’ll be
enough pressure, and there' |l be the need for
money. Maybethey dedicate all the money to
education, | don’t know.

But, anyway, that’s how Walgren got
started. And, of course, he went to acouple of
meetings. | think Gordon was in sympathy
with what they wanted to do, as| would have
been. | think he went to some meetings, they
discussed things, and of coursethe guyswere
wired, and Walgren probably said, as he
aways did, “ Sounds good to me,” one of his
trademark expressions, and that was all used
against him. Again, nothing illegal. He safine
man, and | consider him afriend.

Virginiaand | visited Gordon at Lompoc
Federal Prison. During our visit, hetold usin
a half-humorous vein about prisoners from
abroad who, at this minimum security facility,
would go for awalk, be picked up by a car,

whisked to awaiting plane and flown back to
their country of origin. As Gordon said, “I
can’'t do that because | have nowhere to go.”

He should not have been convicted. To
me the evidence was inconclusive, and there
was more than reasonable doubt. When he
began lobbying after hisrelease, we both did
all we could to help him rebuild his life in
Olympia.

Ms. Boswell: So, overall then, these kinds of
incidentsyou seeasbeing really minor, inthe
bigger scheme of things?

Sen. Moore: Yeah. They are not at all
important. They become important though.
For example, shortly after the Mardesich
situation cameto light, | served with afellow
named Bruce Wilson. | liked him. Hewasthe
last of the Senate chain-smokers. He was an
idealist with a pixieish sense of humor, and a
solid sense of where he stood on any issue.
He was an asset to the Senate and a force for
liberal, new concepts. But of course, he
wanted to improve the image of the Senate
after the Mardesich scandal, and in doing so,
he so hamstrung the Senate Democratic
majority that they were actually
unmanageable.

Hisideawasto rewrite Senaterulesto split
authority between the majority leader and the
caucus chairman, thereby eliminating the
possibility of concentration of power as
occurred under Mardesich and Grieve. So, |
never served under aleader, but rather under
a tug-of-war between the two. There was
perpetual tension between the leader and the
chairman. Not a good idea. Much more
important to spend timetrying to explore how
many homeless, how many hungry, how many
people could be helped alittle bit and get them
back into the mainstream. Just a peripheral
amount of ink goesinto that compared to when
you come up with something that might smell.
That getsink 'till hell won’'t haveit.
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Ms. Boswell: | wasn't going to go in this
direction, but that sort of bringsusto therole
of the press, though. Y ou have not been shy
about your feelings about the press. Tell me
about it in your earlier years in the Senate.
Tell me about your reaction, or your
interaction, with the press.

Sen. Moore: Well, everything was going
along fine. Generally speaking, the Municipal
League in Seattle, and, | think, the press
downgraded me a notch when | became a
Democrat. The media gives undue coverage
to the Municipal League of Sesttle.

When | came to Olympia, | was treated
well. | have no complaints. However,
somewhere along the line, | made an
unfortunate attempt at what | thought wasthe
right thing to do, and that waswhen | tried to
amend the “truth in advertising” law, to read
“truthin advertising and reporting.” The press
really came unglued, shouting “First
Amendment rights.” Of course it’s been
accelerated now by the Sullivan decision,
which gives them the right to print anything
with immunity. | think they’re taking
advantage of their position. You notice that
the people who get good ink, good press, are
the ones that come up with good one-liners.
McDermott’s a master of the one-liner.
Talmadge is very good. | think the media's
very subjective. | think they’ remoreinterested
in scandal than they are in substance.

Isanything ever really done ontheincome
tax as an issue? Y ou never hear about that in
the press. And yet, if you want to be fair in
society, those that make it should pay. In my
view they have the most to lose if there's a
revolution, and therefore, they should pay
more than somebody who doesn’t have
anything, becausethey’ re protecting the status
guo under which they’ ve prospered. So, there
areall kindsof thingsthat you could dointhe
incometax arena. But they’ re moreinterested
in somebody who gets off a glib one-liner.

That’ s the news for the day!

Ms. Boswell: Were there any reporters that
you particularly respected during your time
in the Senate?

Sen. Moor e: | thought John White was good.
Lyle Burt was no Pulitzer Prize winner, but
he was fair. He didn’t pick up on little snide
remarks or scandals of any kind, he just
reported the news, what was happening inthe
Legislature, and left alone what | consider
abuses of the profession, he wouldn’t touch
them. Those are the two that come to mind.
Among the newer players, one | like and
respect is Hal Spencer. And in TV, there is
one standout, Larry Cali of KING TV.

Ms. Boswell: What kind of stock do
legislators put in columns that some of these
political writers produce? Arethey important?
Arethey influential?

Sen. Moor e: With legislators?
Ms. Boswell: Uh-huh.

Sen. Moore: | think maybe a third of the
legislators might be influenced. There are
people like Talmadge who will alwaystell it
ashe seesit, without worrying about what the
pressis going to say. There are other people
who are very aware and don’'t want to say
anything that could be misinterpreted, or
skewed somehow.

Ms. Boswell: The lack of depth that you're
describing in the reporting—how much isthat
an individual reporter, and how much is the
tone or the publisher, or the direction of the
newspaper itself?

Sen. Moore: Sometimes| get the feeling that
the owner-publisher-editor arein onebox over
there, and over here you have the reporters.
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The publishers are saying to the reporting
staff, “Go get ‘em, but don't get caught.”
While the publishers remain pure, the
reporters are encouraged to do wild and
wonderful thingsto sell newspapers. And, of
course, newspapers are losing out. Many
newspapers now arejust acombination of the
National Enquirer and ashopping guide. The
Seattle Times is a scandal-driven shopping
news, for example. There isn’t much
substance.

Ms. Boswell: Has that always been true?

Sen. Moore: No, the Wenatchee World, for
example, when the Woods family was at their
peak, they were dynamic. They favored alot
of thingsthat I didn’t like, but they wereright
out front and accurate.

There was a time when the two families
that controlled the Seattle Times were at
loggerheads, and each gave Elmer Todd, a
Seattle attorney, one percent of their
ownership. So, hereally ran the paper, and it
was a very objective paper—no nonsense.
They werevery careful. Every story that might
possibly be attacked was aways run by their
lawyer, who did avery first-classjob keeping
them out of trouble. And of coursetoday, with
the Sullivan decision, it’s open season on
public figures. Judge Sullivan ruled, in
essence, that public personalities, including
politicians, cannot suethe media. Thishasled
to skewering of politicianswith wild abandon.

Ms. Boswell: You think the press has too
much freedom these days?

Sen. Moore: Yes, and | just wonder what’s
being taught in journalism school. | catch a
wholelot of thingsin the storiesthat they write
that are grammatically incorrect. If | can pick
them up, think what areal student could do. |
just wonder what’s being taught. And, of
course, the papers are in a terrible position

because they’re losing out to television and
radio. Television makes an impression. Y ou
see people. It' smuch moredynamic. Theonly
thing that television doesn’t have is coupons
for grocery shopping.

Ms. Boswell: Aretheretimeswhen you were
ableto use the newspapersthough, newspaper
reporting, to your advantage?

Sen. Moore: No.

Ms. Boswell: No? Did you try?
Sen. Moore: Never tried.

Ms. Boswell: Why not?

Sen. Moore: | didn’t think it was appropriate.
I’ ve never had apress conference. Our caucus
staff, onceinawhile, will issueapressrelease,
and | laugh because nobody paysany attention
to pressreleases. They get amillion of thema
week. The only way you get any coverage is
to have some startling facts to present, or a
way in which you can present them. No, I'm
pleased to say, | never, never, have approached
the press. Never had anybody approach the
press on my behalf, that | know of. They can
find meif they want to. And I’ m not very keen
on being inthe paper. I’ veawaystried to keep
out, knowing they have control of what they
print. The interviewee is at the mercy of the
interviewer.

Ms. Boswell: Now, why do you suppose that
is?

Sen. Moore: I'm surethat if you think about
it, everything you know about that you’ ve seen
in print, you' vefound wasinaccurate in some
way. In every story that | see, that | know
about, they’ ve missed the point, or they didn’t
pursueit. They just kind of went over it once,
lightly, and another deadline is met.
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Ms. Boswell: Y ou were talking about other
people with one-liners, but you were telling
us earlier, a good—what | might consider a
one-liner—about the press and arating thing
that you were familiar with. How did you
characterize that?

Sen. Moore: Well, those reporters and TV
personalities, radio types, that | knew, | rated.
They asked for remarks, and | said something
to the effect that: “ Journalismin the Northwest
had about as much depth as a mud puddle.”
And, | think that sums it up, for me. | don’t
seeany real depthinany of thisreporting. It's
onceover lightly, and let’ smakethe deadline.
Where is Ed Guthman when we need him?

Ms. Boswell: You've aso, in the past, said
during your campaigns, and even after you
were elected, that people never really asked
you what you were doing. Do you think that
lack of depthisaresult of publicinterest? That
the public doesn’t want, or can’'t handle the
depth?

Sen. Moore: We'll never know because
they’ venever tried. They just don't try, so how
can you, except subjectively, guess?

Ms. Boswell: Aretherecertainlegidatorswho
are, in your mind, skillful? You mentioned
the one-liners, but I mean others who have
tried to get more substance into the news?

Sen. Moore: How often do you see Karen
Fraser quoted? Almost never. Karen Fraser is
oneof the heaviesin the Senate. If youwant to
know about a piece of legidation that isin her
committee, or another committee on which she
gits, she knows, and can discuss it in depth.
She could give them astory that wouldn’t stop
if they were to ask her about civil service
reform. She' son top of the section of regulatory
reform that pertains to the environment. She
knows more than anybody in the Senate on

those two things. Do they ever approach her?
No. Maybeit stoo dull, but they’ Il never know
because they never tried.

And you don’t hit people with just one
story. Most ad agencies maintain you have to
hit them seven times before they get the idea,
whether it’s soap, or a politician. When you
just write adoubl e page spread on theincome
tax onceevery threeor four years, who' sgoing
to pay any attention? Why don’t they have
charts showing that people making $35,000
are better off with an income tax than they
are with a sales tax? Or, if you cut the sales
tax in half, how much would you be paying?

Y ou can’'t discussthingslikethe B& O tax
because they say, “What's B&O?’ “That’s
Business and Occupation.” “Oh! Let’s tax
business.” In the Seattle Times, this last
Sunday, Warren Aakervik, who ownsBallard
Oil, wasquoted as saying, “ Regulatory reform
doesn’t do anything for me. | just passthe cost
on.” Pretty up-front statement. Well, | think
thingslikethat need to beaired. The publicis
paying if you raisethe B& O tax. Theincome
tax, | think, hasalot going for it, plusyou can
deduct it from your federal tax. You can’'t
deduct the sales tax from your federal tax.
Why not start showing people?

My question is, what is it they are trying
to hide? | think the management of these
papers are al in the upper income brackets,
plus, dl their friendsthat they have dinner and
lunch with at the Rainier Club, and the
Columbia Tower, don't want an income tax
because they will be paying more. But the
average person, likeyou and me, will be better
off.

Ms. Boswell: If you can't get the depth of
news to the people through the papers, how
can you get that information to them?

Sen. Moore: Youcan't, becauseontelevision,
time is paid for by the advertisers, and when
you figurethat some of those prime-time spots
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will run hundreds of thousands of dollars, who
can afford that? So, wejust continueto wallow.

Ms. Boswell: You don't see the television
news broadcasters, for example, as doing any
better job in terms of reporting than the
newspapers?

Sen. Moore: No, but it's harder for them to
distort, because when they show what’s
happening and then they try to say something
quite contrary, peoplesay, “Well, wemust be
listening to two different programsat the same
time.” Whereas, with the print press, we only
get their subjective view.

Ms. Boswell: What about the notion that
you'rejust getting these little, tiny, so-called
sound bites, that you' re getting so little of the
story, say on TV or in the media?

Sen. Moore: Serious shortcoming. No
guestion. Those little sound bites can be
devastating, or they can be useful. They don't
tell thestory. They just titillateyou, that’ sall.

Ms. Boswell: In terms of your own career,
have you ever had any situations where you
felt unfairly represented in the press?

Sen. Moore: Yes, but only recently.
Ms. Boswell: Y ou mean the residency issue?
Sen. Moore: Yes.

Ms. Boswell: Let’'s take a minute to discuss
that.

Sen. Moore: It'svery simple. A fellow named
Steve Kendall has attacked my residency. He
filed aVoter Registration Challenge with the
King County Records and Election Division.
That's one of hisrights as a registered voter
of Washington state. He claimed | spent most

of my time in Hawaii, and was no longer
permanently residing in Seattle. You see, |
can't serveinthe Senateif I’m not aregistered
voter in Washington, and | can’'t be a
registered voter if I’ m not apermanent resident
of the state.

| would say | spend about eighty percent
of my time between Olympiaand Segttle. The
other twenty percent | spend in Hawaii.
Anyway, the claim went before aKing County
Canvassing Board. It’s their job to decide if
I’m aresident of the state. They votedin favor
of me. They said Kendall didn’t provide
suitable evidence that I’'m not a resident of
the state.

But now he's challenged my residency a
second time, and becausethe pressand various
legidlative members are badgering them, the
board is going to hold another hearing. It's
set for today or tomorrow, and the decision
by the election department will be made—
again—asto whether they’ll honor hisclaim,
or whether they’ Il throw it out. It doesn’t make
any difference what they do, because if he
loses, he'll takeit to Superior Court, and if he
wins—he wants me de-frocked instantly.

Ms. Boswell: Why does he have such a
vendetta?

Sen. Moore: He's afellow who was sent to
us by Dr. Hugh Bone, at the University of
Washington, to observe our ' 74 House
campaign and write apaper on it, as a student
at the university. He came, and after a week
or so, our manager began to think he was a
little different, alittle strange. So, she didn’t
let him near anything. We let him sit in on
some meetings so he could get the flavor of it
and write his paper.

After | was elected to the Senate in 1978,
he began to ask me to do some redlly wild
things. | can’'t remember what they all were,
but they were impossible. “1 want you to do
this constitutional amendment for me.” | was
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unwilling to do it. Senator Al Williams had
the same experience with Kendall, because he
lived in Williams' district at the time.

Kendall had the same problem with his
district organization. They wouldn’'t let him
be close to anything. Going back, while he
was at the university, | believe, he ran for
school board in Auburn and was elected.
Twenty-oneyearsold and on the school board!
And | thought, “Boy, this guy probably does
have promise. | may have misudged him.”

A year later, all of asudden, he resigned.
He was out, and it’s been downhill for him
ever since. He' s never been ableto live up to
those early expectations.

Ms. Boswell: So, are you going to fight it?
What will you do?

Sen. Moore: No, | won'tfight it. If they throw
me out, I'm just going to Hawaii. It would
cost usmore money than | could afford to fight
it in court. I'll just let it go. If he wins in
court—the attorneys don'’t think the court has
theright, theability, to throw meout, it’ sonly
the Senate. If that’ sthe case, why I'll just serve
out my term. I’ll be here to fulfill my Senate
duties, two, three, four times for the
investment board, and pension policy
committee. Thosearethetwo important things
that | have. When I’min Hawaii, therest of it
will be done with conference calls, and that
will beit. A year from now, I'll be history.
People will say, “Ray who?’

Ms. Boswell: So you feel you were treated
unfairly by the press?

Sen. Moore: Just thisrecent furor | think has
beenunfair. It' struethat | liveaway part time,
but they’re ignoring the fact that court case
after court case has indicated that you live
where you say you live, and that is the last
word from the Supreme Court. |Is that ever
mentioned? No. And, the first headline about

itwas, “May LoseJob.” Well, not right. Either
the headline writer wasignorant, or therewas
malice. But that excites people. Our senator
may be thrown out! If | didn’t have a pretty
good reputation, that could be damaging. I’ ve
always said that nobody can ruin anybody’s
reputation. If they can, you didn’t have oneto
begin with. | think that’s atruth.

Ms. Boswell: Why do you think that? Is it
just to sell newspapers? Why would
somebody with a good reputation—why
would the newspapers go after somebody?
Certainly you' re not the only onethat thishas
happened to.

Sen. Moore: Oh, sometimes you get
crosswise with them. For example, |
mentioned my attempt to add truth in reporting
aswell as advertising. That could have been
simmering back there on the back burner
someplace for a long time. It is pretty
sensational. If | had a place in the Idaho
panhandle, or in Bozeman, Montana, wherel
once bought a house when | was thinking
about operating our restaurant over there, it
wouldn’t raise the specter of me lying on the
beach in Hawaii drinking Mai Tais, whileall
the minorities are up working their hands to
the bone on my “plantation.” The use of those
words conjures up awhole lot of things, and
so, it naturally creates a little jealousy. In
actuality, Virginia and | have a one-half
interest in three acres—scarcely qualifies as
aplantation.

Ms. Boswell: In terms of thiswholeissue, is
it the pressthat’ sreally to blame for blowing
it out of proportion?

Sen. Moore: Well, what is there to blow?
What is such a big deal? And, why keep it
up for fifty days? I’'m not Bill Clinton, I’'m
little Mr. Nobody from Queen Anne Hill. |
had no futurewhen | came here, | haveless of
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afuture now. | wasnot abig name. | am now.
| went into a restaurant yesterday, on Queen
Anne. Never been there before—new
restaurant. Waitresssaid, “ Oh, you’ re Senator
Moore.” So, al of a sudden, I’'m famous.
Actudly, I think that if | wereto run again, |
think I'd win. Head to head, or with severa
opponents. That may sound a little arrogant,
but I’ve found no deterioration. I’ve had a
couple of Republican precinct committeemen
write to me saying, “You’ve got a bum rap.
WEe'll support you next time.” Surprising.

Ms. Boswell: Y ou mentioned to me that you
also laid some blame on the Democratic Party.

Sen. Moore: Well, the county chairman is
somebody that helped me on my first
campaign. We supported him when hewanted
to be district chairman. There were other
people that were very adequate, but we
supported him when he wanted to be county
chairman.

We were right there to support him. And
now, when he could have maybe stemmed the

tide, he stood by and watched the flames. He
didn’t come forth. Didn’t come forward to
help, or to ask those people who were
attacking me to ease up. And his excuse is,
“Well, what could | do?” Well, George, you
could try.

By theway, today istheend of my sixtieth
year in the work force.

Ms. Boswell: Today?

Sen. Moore: | started March 23, 1934, and
March 23, 1994—that’ s tomorrow.

Ms. Boswell: Amazing.
Sen. Moore: Yeah, amazing to still be alive.

Ms. Boswell: That's quite an impressive
career.

Sen. Moore: Yeah. | worked along timewith
no vacation, never took a day off. Just
basically aworker. Not too bright, but a hard
worker.
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Ms. Boswell: Going back a bit, right about
the same time you came to the Senate,
Governor Dixy Lee Ray was coming in, too.
Tell me what you thought about her.

Sen. Moore: Oh, shewasfun. | liked her.

Ms. Boswell: You did? You were in the
minority.

Sen. Moore: | guess so. That’s not unusual.
Dixy was perhaps the least understood of all
our governors. Although I often did not vote
her way, we liked each other. We were both
forthright, and sheliked that. Her lobbyist was
Jerry Hanna, who had beenin the Legislature
and knew the process.

He was a big, robust, good old boy. So,
he'd call and say, “What have you got on your
mind?’

I’d say, “Someday | think | better talk to
the governor about something.”

“When do you want to do it?’

I’d say, “I don’'t care.”

He' d say, “Well, I'll call you right back.”

He' d call back, and say, “How about right
after lunch?’

“Fine.” Sol’d go down. Jerry would open
the door. Governor Ray would be sitting at
her desk, the two poodles right along side of
her, sitting at attention, their little bowlsright

down there. She’ d see me in the door frame,
and with a big, broad, smile, she'd say,
“Senator Moore, cometh.”

Now, you know, how are you going to be
mad? It’s so ludicrous and funny, and out of
thetwelfth century, you could think you were
reading Ivanhoe or something. | don’t know
why, but we always just got along fine. We
didn’t agree on much of anything, and | just
made it clear that I’'m extremely liberal, and
shewas extremely conservative, and we went
on fromthere. | liked her alot. I'd have rated
her right up there if she'd had the ability to
get along, but you can't give her points when
shereally failed.

Ms. Boswell: Just a personality that was just
not right for the office? She’' d sure been alot
of different things, too. She' d been successful
inavariety of fields.

Sen. Moore: She just couldn’t resist.
Talmadge is the same way. He can’t pass up
a microphone. In all fairness, they are both
worth listening to. The media got on her
almost from the start. She took their barbs,
but when she acquired a litter of piglets she
named the pigs after those in the media who
had been most vicious. Weall thought, “ Good
for her.” Some governors could have doneit,
and maybe made it stick, but she was aready
on such bad terms with them that that just
tipped it over and they never gave her the
benefit of the doubt.

She was agood thinker. She wasright on
the atomic energy business, | think.

Ms. Boswell: In what respect?

Sen. Moore: She favored using known,
proven plans for nuclear plants. She did not
believe that it was necessary to go out and
invent a whole new concept, which is what
we were doing. She favored just picking up
time-tested plans and using them, those that
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had worked very well. Shea so wasabeliever
in looking abroad, looking elsewhere to see
what other people are doing, whether it was
on sewer treatment or a new concept for the
elderly, like an in-between step from hometo
anursing home. There’ sanother step that you
can put in there—very inexpensive. She
favored that kind of thought. She had afertile
thought process. Of course, she insisted that
starvation was oneway to keep the popul ation
down. And so, she' d beflying along very well,
and all of asudden she’ d come up with one of
those, and everybody would be mad at her
again. | like people who are smart. They
fascinate me. She was very bright.

Ms. Boswell: What about political aptitude?

Sen. M oor e: She had the aptitude to woo the
public, holding them. Sheliked that. She was
not like anybody el sewho hasheld that office.
Nobody elsewho hasever held that office had
the education that she had. | think therewasa
certain amount of resentment by a lot of
legislators who were not so endowed. | don’t
know. To me, she filled al of the bill. She
was in touch with the Legislature. | was
nobody. She used to see me. She was very
friendly, and you could joust and joke with
her. It wasall the sameto her, shedidn’t care.

Ms. Boswell: Was she vindictive?
Sen. Moore: Yeah. Bad. Really bad.
Ms. Boswell: Can you give me an example?

Sen. Moore: Well, it appears to me, without
any proof, that her pawprints are all over the
Walgren-Bagnariol scene. Hard to prove.
Y eah, | may have been alittletoo enthusiastic
in saying that. | don't mean to say that she
loved being vindictive, but she could be. She
was very nice with me. | was new here, and |
may have appreciated that over much. | had a

lot of good thoughts about her.

[, too, believethat the United Statesisway
off base. Our psyche, which was always this
way, but accentuated by Reagan and John
Wayne, isthat if we didn’t think of it first, it
isn’t any good. She was not that way.
Vindictive, yeah, but her assetsfar outweighed
her liabilities, | thought. | was sorry to see her
leave.

Unfortunately, then we got Governor John
Spellman. Very under-confident. Spellman
was an average governor with a slightly
above-average staff. He is a likable fellow,
particularly if you like people who use apipe
asaprop. He cameinto the governorship at a
time when Reagan was encouraging the
religiousright to have aheyday. AsaCatholic
and a moderate man, he had a very real
problem in not telling them to ease up while
trying to keep the liberals at bay. Frankly, |
never was sure where he stood on much of
anything.

Ms. Boswell: Oneof thefirst yearsyou served
with Spellman, | guessit was’80 or ' 81, was
the year that von Reichbauer made his big
switch, and you were very vocal in
condemning that. Tell me how, from your
perspective, al that came about and why?

Sen. Moore: When | came to the Senate,
Democrats controlled 30-19. But the 1980
election cut us down to 25-24. Reagan swept
alot of usout and Republicansin. Fiveweeks
into the 1981 session, one of our members,
Peter von Reichbauer, announced his
defection to the GOP, giving them control
with 25-24 margin. Peter isafellow whowas
raised in thelap of luxury. Has never had any
position except in the Legislature. He's a
brilliant campaigner. Began to show signs, as
early asthat short sessionin’80, of not liking
the caucus, and deciding that he was going to
be independent. He just made a decision. He
walked out of the caucus one day and the
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magjority leader asked, “How areyou going to
vote on this package?’ And Peter said, “I'm
going out on thefloor to listen to the debate.”
| knew then something was wrong, but | had
no ideathat it would be drastic.

| was outraged because when | changed
parties, | didit quietly. | didn’t surfacefor ten
yearsafter | had doneit. I had nothing to hide,
and his was, in my view, such a grandstand
play. His timing was perfect, and the way he
carried on after that, like“ They’ re after me! |
haveto have surveillancein my office because
somebody will comein with amachine gun.”
Or, “I have to be driven home by the state
patrol.” They had to drive him to Vashon
Island every night and pick him up every
morning. Like, “I’'m so special, I'm so
powerful that somebody’ s going to want my
head.”

| would never do that. | would go to the
majority leader and say, “1 am not satisfied
with the liberal views of the Senate
Democrats, and I’ m not going to cometo the
caucus anymore.” 1'd say, “I'm declaring
myself a free agent. We can till talk, and |
may vote with you, but don’t count on me.” |
think that’ sthe gentlemanly way todoit. And
then, in the next election, run asaRepublican,
if that’s what you’ ve decided to do.

But, von Reichbauer caused an awful lot
of anguish, and from the winter of ’81 to the
fall of '92, there was aten-year period of bad
feeling in the Senate. His own caucus chair,
John Jones, came to me and asked me—a
couple of months after he had defected—if
we would take him back. So, hewasapainto
them, too.

Hisdemandswere alwaysimmense. He's
very skillful at timing. He's a skillful
politician. Never take him lightly. And when
he decidesto get somebody, that person might
as well shoot himself, rather than let him do
it, because he will get people. He's a tough
and wily customer, and he loves to keep the
pot stirred all the time—people gossiping

about other people. He's a cross between
Shakespeare’s lago and Machiavelli. That's
who he is. From the standpoint of one
politician to another, | have admiration for
him, because heistough and he getshisway.
He doesn’t have friends. He doesn’t care
because he's smarter than most people, and
he doesn’t need them. He's a maneuverer—
very skillful. His stock in trade is cultivating
the rich and famous.

Ms. Boswell: What were the issues that, at
least ostensibly, he was so at odds with, with
the Democrats at that time?

Sen. Moore: | think, basically, he had decided
that he was not a Democrat—I don’t know
that there was any one specific issue. He told
me a year before he defected that his hero,
politically, was Edgar Eisenhower. Edgar
Eisenhower isafar-right Republican. | mean,
he and his brother, Dwight, had nothing in
common politically. When von Reichbauer
told me Edgar washishero, | thought, “1 can’t
believe this.” An awful lot of Republicans
wouldn’t say that. Unlike ke, Edgar had little
feeling for the rank and file. He was, in my
view, a bad guy, and von Reichbauer chose
him as his hero.

Ms. Boswell: So there was nothing that sent
him over the edge at any onetime, you think?

Sen. Moore: No, he was waiting for an
opportunity to use something as an excuse,
and | can’'t remember what the bill was. It was
too early for it to be the budget. It was
something else.

He was careful to keep the teachers with
him, careful to keep the Teamsters with him.
He's very adroit. | have admiration for his
ability, but | would not trade my life for his.

Ms. Boswell: What could he have gained,
though, from making that switch in mid-
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session? | don't see what the gain for him
would be.

Sen. Moore: Well, because he was now the
center of power.

Ms. Boswell: He' s the power broker?

Sen. Moore: Yeah. He can go back. If he
doesn’t like what the Republicans are doing,
he could start voting with the Democrats
again, so he has everybody over the barrel.
Wonderful position.

Ms. Boswell: What about his constituency?

Sen. Moore: We did everything we could to
recall him, and we lost. We did everything
we could to beat him, and we lost. We came
awfully close last time in *90. Five hundred,
seven hundred votes out of forty thousand, |
guess. Big vote. And we had agood candidate.
Von Reichbauer managed to survive.

Of course, Kreidler took him out of the
congressional race. Now he's in the King
County Council and he' sflexing his muscles
there. He's chairman of the Finance
Committee, | think. It's a position of power.

Ms. Boswell: More so than the Legislature?

Sen. Moore: Yes. See, he’ sone of forty-nine
here. There he's one of thirteen. With aone-
vote lead, you see, it' sseven to six, | think in
the vote on the county council, he has the
Republicans where he wants them, too.

Ms. Boswell: When he made that switch over
in the Legislature, tell me what ensued. That
meant the Democrats lost their majority?

Sen. Moore: We lost our chairmanships, we
lost our offices, and the Republicans were
vicious. | wasoutraged. They wanted to censor
our mail. They were doing awholelot of bad

things. It happened on aFriday, and Saturday
and Sunday we were to move out of our
offices.

Ms. Boswell: They didn’t waste any time.

Sen. Moore: In order to make a grandstand
play of not costing the state any money, they
had the employees of the Senate moving
furniture. I came down, and | saw a woman
who was probably seven or eight months
pregnant, together with a woman who was
about sixty-five, wrestling with a big desk,
trying to get it on adolly.

Alan Bluechel wasin charge of themove.
He behaved like a southern plantation owner
200 years ago. He had everything but awhip.
“Got to get thisjob done. Move! Move!” And
so we all moved over to the Institutions
Building. It was almost uninhabitable at the
time, because the heating system had broken
down, and the air conditioning had broken the
previous summer. Just a lot of things were
wrong. There were |leaks.

After the 1982 election we took back the
majority, 26-23. The GOP spent a lot of
money refurbishing the Institutions Building
and getting it up to standard. They had so
improved the building, they decided to stay
therewhether they wereinthe maority or not.
So, they’ ve never | eft there. That has become
the Republican office building. They like
those offices now. Democrats are al in the
Cherberg Building.

Ms. Boswell: At that timeof the upset weren’t
you head of the Social and Health Services
Committee.

Sen. Moore: Yes, after Day had lost, | became
chairman of that committee. | had been there
five weeks.

Ms. Boswell: And how was that transition?
What happened?
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Sen. Moore: The switch put me out as
chairman and in asranking minority member,
a position which has no meaning and no
power, and everyone knows it! So from Mr.
Chairman | was Mr. Nobody. Oh, it was
brutal. When | was chairman, | had picked a
guy out of nowhere on the staff to be staff
director. His name was Gene Green. He'd
been here awhile, seemed to be theright one,
so | picked him out and kicked out the guy
that Big Daddy had, who | didn’t think was
right for me. Five weeks later, Alex Deccio,
was named Chairman of Social and Health
Services. And Gene Green was still staff
director. The fellow that | had picked out all
of a sudden couldn’t remember who | was.
S0, | was badly treated by Green, and Deccio
ran over melikel didn’t exist. Alex is decent
when in the minority. Personally | like him,
but...

The chairman of the committee always
used to get “title onlys’ from the bill drafting
department, which means there would be a
title that said something about
developmentally disabled, or mental health or
anything. Y ou would have about fifty of these
inyour desk all with different titlesso in case
you, at the last minute, all of asudden need a
bill with an appropriate title on it, you can
pull that out and useit. Well, all of these had
my name on them. Next thing | know, Alex
put a bill out there on mental health, | think,
and it’ sdesigned to destroy the mental health
system in the state. I’m the sponsor! Deccio
pulled a bill with my name on it to discredit
me. He pulled a blank bill out, put al his
languageonit, and it wasonitsway, with me
as prime sponsor! So | had to speak against
my own bill.

Ms. Boswell: Does that happen very often?
Sen. Moore: No. In general, people realize

that it can come back to bite you. But, it was
Deccio’ sone moment of power. Hewas eager,

he acted as if it was going to last forever.

Ms. Boswell: How wereyou able, ultimately,
asagroup, to recoup from that experience, or
to even get anything passed during that
session?

Sen. Moore: Well, wedidn’'t. Hayner blocked
everything. Shegot rid of Matson, who would
have been a conciliator. We would have had
the same relationship, only they’ d have been
in power and not us. Historically, | think in
general, the Senate tries to give the minority
maybe a fourth to a third of what it wants,
and the mgjority takes the rest. | think that’s
civilized. There' sno usejust abusing the hell
out of theminority, becausethey can get mean,
and worse, get even. It’s much better to have
everybody get along. Most of thetime, there's
no problem in getting along. But in this 1981
session, Republican senators who had been
very agreeable turned unpleasant and rode
roughshod over our Democratic minority. It
wastheend of theeraof goodwill inthe Senate
and the beginning of mean-spiritedness.

For example, | remember that Slim
Rasmussen didn’t think much of von
Reichbauer, who couldn’t resist jabbing Slim.
One day Slim had had enough. He rose, was
recognized, asked permission to speak on a
matter of personal privilege. After a few
minutes of rambling, he hit von Reichbauer
where it had to hurt, declaring that in the
Legidlature, only Senator von Reichbauer had
no visible means of support. Von Reichbauer,
as | mentioned, had inherited wealth and had
spent hislife playing at politics. Slim, on the
other hand, made his living in the railroad
roundhouse working with his hands. He had
made his point and there was no more flak
from Senator von Reichbauer.

But that was the sort of thing that went
on. And worst of al, when we regained the
majority we were unforgiving. Anyway, the
Senate was never the same.
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Ms. Boswell: Did the Republicansfee abused
from before? Isthat why they were so tough?

Sen. M oor e: They werein the minority most
of the time since 1930. Fifty yearsthey’'rein
the minority of thisLegislature agood part of
the time. They were waiting to pounce. So,
then they had it in their grasp. They even had
some memberswho were very unhappy about
everything that was happening, but Hayner
insisted, “You'll beout if you don't stay with
me on everything.” So, she forced them to
stay. Like when we had the bill on castrating
rapists. She had twenty-five votes for it. A
whole lot of people didn’'t want to vote for
that. You could hardly hear them say “aye.”
But she had twenty-five votes any time she
wanted them. She threatened political death,
and they came through for her.

Ms. Boswell: Whenyou say “threaten death,”
how did she do that?

Sen. Moore: Oh, just tell them that you won’t
be chairman of Education. Cliff Bailey, from
Snohomish, was one that didn’t want to do a
lot of these things, but he did.

Ms. Boswell: Tell me more about Hayner.
What' s your perspective on her?

Sen. Moore: Margaret Thatcher of the State
of Washington. Strong. A little more—can’t
think of the right word—isn’t vicious, or
violent, but a little—she’'s going to have her
way, only her way, and you get nothing. Stand
back or you'll get spattered. Had | been
endowed with Hayner’s confidence | might
have been king. Her heart is quite secondary
to her brain. Fortunately for Jeannette, she
lives late in the twentieth century in the U.S.
A royalist to the core, had shelived 200 years
earlier in France, she could have been in
jeopardy. Regardless of my personal feglings,
she was the toughest |eader on either side of

the aisle in my memory. | have admiration
for her ability, just asl dofor von Reichbauer’s
ability, but | don’t want to be in that mode
myself, nor in alifeboat with either of them.

The other day | was on the floor, and |
went over to see Ann Anderson because we
wereworking on regulatory reform, and | had
some news to give her. | noticed she was on
the phone with her head right under the desk,
way down. Talking. So, | went back to my
desk. A few minutes later | looked over and
she was still there. She came over to see me
as soon as she hung up, and she said, “1 was
just talking with Hayner. She called me from
Palm Springs to tell me how to do it.” And
Ann Anderson did not appreciatethat. | could
tell from her tone of voice. Ann is very
talented. She doesn’t need a whole lot of
direction.

Ms. Boswell: So Hayner still wants to keep
her fingersin?

Sen. Moore: Yeah, up to the elbow!

Ms. Boswell: Tell me about getting a bill
passed. I’ ve talked to some people who say,
“| wanted to get on asmany billsaspossible.”
Other people say, “No, | only went for just a
few that | really wanted.” What was your
philosophy about developing abill and getting
what you want?

Sen. Moore: | goon asfew hillsas possible.
I want it known, when I’'m on abill, that I'm
serious, and that I’'m not on there just for the
ride. | think some peopleget on too many hills.
It dilutestheir credibility. How can you be on
everything? We have a House member who
ison 430-somehills! Peopleask her about one,
“1 don’t know. | don’t remember that one.”

“What do you mean? You'reon it.”

“1 know, but I’'m on alot of bills.”

Wéll, that doesn’t wash. | want to be ableto
discuss, in modest depth at least, why I’ m there.
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Ms. Boswell: What about bills you
sponsored? Did you start right away, even
when you first cameto the Legislature?

Sen. Moore: No, | wasreluctant. | waited until
| saw aneed. Tamadge passed, | don’t know
how many hills, the first session. He got the
governor, Dixy, to sign severa of his bills.
Hewasamazing. He set arecord that probably
will never be broken. | don’t think | had one
bill, I might have had two bills. One was that
dog bite bill, and | can’t remember what the
other was—and he wrote them both! He said,
“1’ve got too many. These would be good for
you. They’ll liketheseinyour district.” So he
gave them to me.

Ms. Boswell: Now when did you start,
yourself, deciding that there were certain
things you wanted to do?

Sen. Moore: | guess about 1983. 1'd been
here, maybe, four years. | knew the business
in which I’d been involved for thirty-four
years—securities—from top to bottom. |
knew that although there were many ethical
brokers, therewerefar too many who put their
self-interest above the client’s. | knew what
motivated the firms, | knew what motivated
the salesmen. | saw what | could do in terms
of legidation with the securities business. |
began to think, “How can we straighten out
these firms and help the clients?’

For example, if you have an account with
a member of the National Association of
Security Dealers, known as NASD, you sign
afour-page statement. Inthefineprint it says,
“If | have a problem with my account | will
first goto arbitration.” Sounds good, but who
picksthearbiters? Thefirm or the NASD. You
don’'t get to pick an arbiter. | tried to change
that. Thingslike that.

Or churning an account, which meansthat
the broker makes more than the customer
does, or the customer loses while the broker

iIsmaking aton. We now have some penalties
on that.

Inappropriate placement. Now, we're
asking that the firms get in writing what the
customer’s goals are—speculation, high
income, safety. The firm is now expected to
supervise the salesman to be sure that he
follows the customer’s wishes. So, | made
some changesthat | think will help. There'sa
lot more that 1'd like to have done, but
somebody else can do that.

Ms. Boswell: When you had an idea of what
you wanted in abill, would you, like Senator
Talmadge, draft it out, or would you go to the
bill drafters?

Sen. Moore: | just went to the staff and said,
“This is what | want,” and they’d put it
together. They’d show it to me, and then
they’ d gotothehill drafter, who' d put thefinal
touches on it to be sure that the RCWs mesh,
and so on. You know, | worked on an
interesting piece of legislation with Senator
Vognild. The outcome of it was that it
overturned a state Supreme Court decision
retroactively.

Ms. Boswell: Oh, tell me about that.

Sen. M oore: Well, it cameto the attention of
alaw firmin Wenatcheethat Maytag had their
own finance company, and that they financed
their own contracts with the public. Some
members of the law firm thought the finance
company’ schargesbordered on usury, so they
took Maytag to court on a class action suit.
Eventually it wound up in the state Supreme
Court, which ruled in favor of the plaintiff,
thelaw firm. | can’t recall the nameright now.
Maytag would have to refund millionsin the
state of Washington—very small refunds, like
five dollars here and ten dollars there, which
just wasn't worth it—for at least the last five
years, maybe as far back as thirty to forty
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years. | didn’t agree with the Supreme Court’s
ruling. | didn’t think they really thought it
through.

Ms. Boswell: You didn't feel Maytag had
done anything wrong?

Sen. Moore: Well, I'll tell you, | think in a
situation like this, there is no right or wrong
answer. It was easy for that law firm to make
a case. There was reasonable premise. But
many companies, like GE and GM, also had
their own financing, and no one had ever
complained. Maybe if it had been an
individual going after Maytag, | would have
felt differently, but instead it was a law firm
bringing a class action.

What would have happened if the court’s
decision had stood? For every dollar amount
Maytag would have owed a past buyer, it
would have cost maybe that much to process
therefund. We' retalking about alot of money
spent by Maytag so that individuals can get
back five, maybe ten dollars. It could have
destroyed Maytag' s pension plan, and whom
does that hurt? Not the executives, but the
employees. It didn’t seemworthittome. And
if it had happened in Washington, it might
have madeit possibleto happenin other states.

So Representative Ron Meyers and |
decided to try to pass legislation nullifying
the Supreme Court decision. Well, you can
imagine, no one wanted to touch it. After all,
who wants to legidatively reverse a seven-
to-two Supreme Court decision, and
retroactively? Our only hope was to get the
bill into conference. | looked around the
caucus for support, and when | came to
Senator Vognild, | looked no further. | told
Larry he would feel some heat if he joined
me on the conference committee. He looked
straight at me, shook hands, and it wasadone
deal. Wewere ableto passthe legislation and
overturntheruling. Larry madethedifference.

Ms. Boswell: That’s amazing you were able
to pull it off. Now, you had some other
important pieces of legisation, but | want to
talk about those a little later. Let me switch
subjects for a minute—I| want to go back to
your thoughts on the governorsyou’ ve served
with. After Spellman came Booth Gardner.
What did you think of him as a governor?

Sen. M oor e: Booth Gardner’ sgreat regret was
that there were only twenty-four hoursin a
day inwhichto be adored. Anybody—people,
kids, dogs—they were all the same to him.
Hewas another governor who waslikable, but
not aheavy. Richard Nixonwould havecalled
him a candy-assed, touchy-feely type. His
humor had a self-deprecating sant. Oneof his
favorite vignettes went like this: “I run down
to the 'Y’ as soon as | get up to work out.
Then | run back to the Mansion to shower.
Oneday | stepped out of the shower and Jean
was sitting in the bedroom reading The
Olympian. Asl’mdrying myself, | asked her,
“What would the voters think if they could
see me now?’ Her response, “They’d think |
married you for your money.”

On one occasion CEOs from nursing
home chains called on Governor Gardner.
Since I'd set up the appointment, and the
pertinent legislation was before our
committee, | was introduced to the group. |
was playing host whilewewaited in the outer
officefor himwhen, suddenly, asmallish man
came up and goosed me. Hewas, asusual, in
shirtsleevesand they could hardly believethis
wasthe governor. As| introduced these men,
Booth shook hands and said to one, about his
size, “And where are you from?’

“Fresno, California,” was the reply.

Booth said, “Y ou can’t befrom California.
Y ou don’t have an earring.”

He wowed them with his goodwill, and
when we departed they told me how lucky we
were to have such a smart governor. He had
told them nothing, but they happily leftintheir
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Lear jets. Here was another governor who
truly needed a good staff, but couldn’t put it
together.

How Booth became rich is a story told
almost as many times as Cooper’s Leather
Stocking Tales. You can find it elsewhere.
Gardner wasjust avery niceguy and loved to
banter with people, but what the hard-core
Democrats wanted—after Ray and
Spellman—was a combination of FDR,
Truman, and Kennedy with adash of Johnson.

Ms. Boswell: Would you call Lowry a hard-
core Democrat?

Sen. Moore: Yes. Hard-core, old-fashioned,
liberal Democrat. A good-natured prophet,
really. | think the public wants to like him,
but Governor Lowry istoo often the textbook
case of how not to operate. Highlighting his
personal problemsisjust an excuseto get rid
of an unsuccessful governor. He was an
unusually good legidlator miscast asgovernor.

Legislators, more often than not, make
poor executives. Rosellini was an exception.
Evans was an exception, but Lowry is no
exception. He had a great opportunity. As |
told Patty Murray when | was doorbelling in
her first race, “You have two assets. You're
not beautiful, and you have crooked teeth—
count your blessings because no women voters
will bejealous or afraid you might steal their
spouse. They’ll vote for you.” She's never
been beaten. The same holds for Mike,
although he hasn’'t always won. On a good
day he looks like Arafat, and on a bad day
people fed they just want to help that ugly
critter.

But for all hisstaff experiencein Olympia,
hislegidative experience on the King County
Council, and as a congressman, he failed to
recognize the ego factor in the Legidature.
I’ ve always known | was not equipped to be
an executive and remained quite content to
always run for a legislative seat. These

positions suit the person who seeks
compromise as opposed to leadership.
Personally, I've always tested my ideasin a
group, often taking extreme positionsin order
to force discussion, which often leads to
reasonable compromise.

Lowry has never been in doubt, which in
a way fits my own “extreme positions’
technigue, but an executive can only do this
if he has public and legislative sympathy.
Instead of asking legislators what they think,
philosophically or politically, he has chosen
to let histhird-rate staff tell him how great he
is. Hismajor problem isthat he'sjust had a
terrible staff, and if he loses, it will be dueto
that staff. Talk about on-the-job training. This
group isslow to learn. They'reinto it a year
now, and | don’t see much progress being
made to handle the process. Maybe they are
afraid of their positions, so they sit on things
until they literally go away without ever
having made a decision.

Ms. Boswell: Why do you think that he's
chosen such a staff?

Sen.Moore: | havenoidea Ingenera, | think
that people who choose a weak staff do it on
purpose. They want “yes’ people around
them. | don’t think that’ strue of Lowry. | don’t
think it ever occurs to him. He is so into
himself that | don’t think he can tell whether
they’ re buttering him up or arguing with him.
It's about al the same to him.

Ms. Boswell: Tell me about choosing a staff.
How did that process evolve?

Sen. Moore: It is very helpful to have staff
who are better schooled, smarter, and more
disciplined than isthe legidlator. It isequally
important the staff understand where the
legislator wants to go. | had an advantage—I
was on the five-person Employment
Committee, so | had the advance knowledge
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of who had unusual potential. A funny thing
happened: when | was chairman of the
Employment Committee, we interviewed
three people for a position in a committee of
which | was also chairman. Aswelistened to
them, | wrote down how | rated each one.
When we voted, my last choice was the
unanimous selection of the other four
members. After we informed the winner, she
came by the office to thank me for her
selection. Being up front, | told her that | did
not vote for her. | do not know what response
| expected, but she handled it so well, saying,
“I’ll begood, you'll see.” And she proved the
committee right. We laughed about it many
times and | think it actually made for a very
honest relationship.

| have to have people that are infinitely
smarter than|. | won't tolerate anybody that’s
my equal or less. So, | got the best. They just
carry me around on a satin pillow. It's
wonderful. They’re wonderful. They follow
through on everything. Just on the remote
chance that something will come up, they’l
stay 'till 4 am., bored out of their minds in
thewings, just in casel might need them. They
know there’ snothing coming that can possibly
involve them, but just to be safe, they stay.
Great staff.

Ms. Boswell: Where are these people coming
from?

Sen. Moore: You have no idea how good
people are, nowadays, that you get acrack at.
I”’m chairman of the Employment Committee
in the Senate, and we just interviewed seven
people for four jobs, and | couldn’t believe
the qualifications, the background, the law
firms that they have been with, the areas of
expertise. All of them had samples of first-
classwriting. | don’t know, the market isjust
out there, and it’ s full of good people. There
are a lot of slobs coming out of the
universities, but the ones that are good are

really good.

Ms. Boswell: So, they are attracted, till, to
government? That’s another argument that
you hear being made, that peoplearen’t being
attracted to public service, to government.
Good people. But that’s not what you're
finding?

Sen. Moore: | think that’s true of those
seeking elective office, but not of professional
staff. These are not bad jobs. A good analyst
will make—just a very young one, without
much background—uwill start out at probably
$35,000. And, itisn’'t toolong beforethey can
be at $55,000. Thisisagood job, stimulating,
with variety, and you get to see consumers.
They don't just sit at adesk. | have one of our
stars going up to Ballard Qil. This man has
something to say about regulatory reform, and
| want the staff to be on top of that—asinred
life.

Plus, the retirement—not bad. Y ou put in
twenty years here, you get forty percent of
what your five highest years were, and if it
averages out at $50,000, you get $20,000 for
retirement at age forty-five or fifty. Not bad.
You can start another career. This opens up
all kindsof possibilities. Businesseswant you.
Lobbying, that’s a big and lucrative field for
them. They have alot of possibilities. These
aregood jobs, and they’ re sought after. These
people are professional.

Interesting sidelight. | never inquire about
their politics, but | can tell when looking at
their résumés, 1’d say that three out of four
are Democrats. | think thereis probably more
money in the private sector so Republicans
are probably going there.

Ms. Boswell: It would seem that the
universities, too, over the last couple of
decades, would generally have more students
who are Democrats. | may be stepping way
out to say that.



THE FIRsT YEARS IN OFFICE

92

Sen. Moore: | think that may betrue. | can’'t
say. But | know the ones that are coming to
me, when asked questionslike, “How do you
feel about welfare cheaters?” If they’'re
Republican, they say, “ They should be shot,”
and if they’re Democrat they probably say,
“Policing it is more expensive than letting it
go asitis.” Things like that, you can detect
pretty quickly.

Ms. Boswell: So you could, fairly
comfortably, rely on your staff to develop the
bills as you envisioned?

Sen. Moore: Oh, yes. If it turnsout that it'sa
Republican chairman, the staff people are like
chameleons. They may not bein agreement, but
the guy will never know, and they’ll givehima
bill that he wants, just the way he wants it.
They’re professionals. That’s the biggest
improvement in thiswhole scene, isthe staff in
the Senate. The House always had pretty good

staff. Now, we' reequdl, at least, to the House.

Ms. Boswell: How many staff members, over
all, does the Senate have? Do you know?

Sen. Moore: Well, we have about forty-five
on the staff for the committees, then there are
about twenty-five in the Democratic Caucus
staff and about twenty-five in the Republican
Caucus staff. So, there's probably ninety, or
something like that.

Ms. Boswell: Are most of them year ‘round
positions?

Sen. Moore: Yes.

Ms. Boswell: They are? It's an interesting
contrast to some of the older legidators that
I’ve talked to, where there was one secretary
for ten people and that was it. There was no
staff. There was no staff at all.
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CoMmMITTEES AND BOARDS

Ms. Boswell: Going back to 1981, you were
appointed to a board that you served on for a
long time, the State Investment Board. Tell
me how that works, and what you were able
to contribute.

Sen. Moore: It started out with atiny amount
of money, and it was pretty loosely run. People
came from investment houses and called on
the director, Roy Fitt. | did a little business
with Roy when | was in the investment
business. Very tiny amount, but still, |
understood how it worked.

WEéll, thefund grew because both the state
and the employees were making donations.
When you get that many people making
donations, it grows pretty fast. It was a very
loose operation. Nothing illegal, but it was
pretty much up to the director to decide what
was going to be bought, what was going to be
sold, and where we should be. He did not do
abadjob, but hewasvery friendly, very cozy,
with some of the investment houses, and a
couple of investments didn’t work out
perfectly.

And so in’81, Bud Shinpoch, a brilliant
senator from Renton, drew up a bill with the
help of Dan McDonald in the House, that
would set up anew board. Its purpose was to
oversee the state employees retirement
funds—nine voting members, and five

nonvoting members. The nine voting
members were to be the state treasurer, one
member from the House, one from the Senate,
onefromtheretirees, onefromthe WEA, one
from the public employees, one each from the
firefighters and police, the director of
Retirement Systems, and the Director of Labor
and Industries. The advisory group of five
were chosen based on their expertise: real
estate, securities, mortgages, insurance, etc.
It took effect in the summer of ’81. | wanted
to be the Senate member, but | couldn’t be
appointed because | had voted for it.

Thenin’821 faced my first reelection bid,
which generally is thought to decide your
future. Having lost so many times, | was
apprehensive. Our Republican opponent was
a“Barbiedoll” named LindaKay Porlier. She
announced that if | and the other legislators
would just communicate and cooperate we
could do the peopl€’ sbusinessin threeto four
days and go home. She was quite attractive,
aggressive, and articulate. | let her rave on.
Wewon with sixty-five percent, so | wassafe
for four more years. And we kept on with
office hours from 7 am. to 9 p.m. every day
of the year.

So, after my reelection in 82, | was
appointed to the Investment Board by the
Senatein January of *83. | wasthefirst Senate
member.

Ms. Boswell: Who chooses the members to
goonit?

Sen. Moor e: Our caucus chose me. When the
Republicans were there, they chose Hayner,
and she didn't like serving, so they put—I
don’t know, there were two or three on it—
finally, she put von Reichbauer onit. Anyway,
that’s how the legislators get there. The rest
of them are picked by their organizations. One
of the members from the police and
firefightersis now chairman of the board.
Early on in my tenure on the board, the



CoMmMITTEES AND BOARDS

95

Democratic Caucus appointed me to a
foundering Pension Policy Committee. There
were members from both Houses, but almost
no one came to the meetings. It really lacked
status, so we offered a bill creating a
committee of four from each caucus to study
and suggest to the Legislature possible
improvementsto the retirement system. With
thisclear mission, somereal heaviesfrom both
Houses came onto the committee. It cameto
have prestige. And for the first time, there
cameto bealink between the Legisatureand
the Investment Board. Since | was the only
member of both committees, | sort of
became—at least on the Senate side—the
authority on policy and investments. | also had
a further advantage: out of the unwieldy
sixteen-member Pension Policy Committee,
we created an executive committee of four,
and | was always the Democratic Senate
member. As to my role on the Investment
Board, my high point camein February of ’ 87,
when | urged the board to decrease its sixty-
two percent position in common equities to
half that amount. They agreed. By October
'87, when the market lost one-fourth of its
value in one day, we were at our goal. This
may have saved $500 million in value and
many sleepless nights.

| was on the board for several years, and
during that time, we were making fabulous
amounts of money. Oneway of calculatingit,
we were making nineteen percent on our
money for five years. Another way, it might
have been twelve or thirteen percent. But,
anyway, we were doing well, and it wasin a
period when the market was not doing
particularly well, didn't have that big
explosion that it's had in recent years.

But we did it by branching out and doing
other things. Wewent into leveraged buy-outs,
andwewerevery lucky. Weweredealing with
thefirm of Kohlberg, Kravis, and Roberts, the
onethat turned out to be the king of leverage.
When they weretiny we started doing business

with them, and made alot of money, and still
are. And they’ ve had some disasters, but even
S0, the disasters were tiny compared to the
victories.

So, we' ve now grown alot. The staff used
to be comprised of half adozen people. | don’'t
know how many are on the staff now. We
hired anew director threeyearsago, | think it
was, and he camefrom the Cdiforniateachers
retirement system. I'm not sure what his
background is because | wasn't on the board
at that time. Wewere out of power, and | didn’t
come back on until alittle over ayear ago.

Thewhole structure has changed so much,
it's now almost impossible for them to make
a major mistake. But it’s also almost
impossible for them to have a major win.
They’ ve hamstrung themsel ves with so many
rules, and so much red tape, that sometimes
an opportunity isthere and needsto be seized,
but it's evaporated by the time we get around
to doing it. | don't like the present structure
very well.

Things changed a lot last January, ayear
ago. When Lowry came in, he got rid of the
head of the retirement system, and the new
retirement system person is Sheryl Wilson.
She was head of Oregon’s system before she
came here, and was very familiar with their
board actions. She had been assistant director
of retirement systems before that in the State
of Washington. Very well known here, and
very smart. Also, the governor put a new
director of Labor and Industries in, Mark
Brown, very smart. Brought back George
Masten, who had represented the public
employees years ago, but now represents the
retirees on the board. | came back. So, the
power, since there are only nine voting
members, the power began to shift alittle bit.

Dan Grimm had instituted some very good
systems. | think that Basil Schwan, the new
director, had gone a little bit too far in
expanding some of these things. Too many
committees, too many people to look over
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other peopl€e’s shoulders, to be sure that
they’re doing it right. But Dan Grimm really
was the power there for two or three or four
years. Most of the time | was off the board
when he really began to be the dominant
figure. He did, overall, a very good job. He
was hard for the staff and director to fool. His
guestions had a canny way of ferreting out
what wasn'’t being said. Hewas an outstanding
board member.

However, things have changed now, and
these last fifteen months I've seen some
dissatisfaction arising. There seemto be some
conflicts of interest. | think that some of the
board members agree with me that there are
too many peopl e supervising too many people.
We used to have four or five managers, now
we havefifteen or twenty managers. We have
severa other people that are watching those
managers, to be surethat they’ redoingit right,
and sometimes | wonder what the staff isfor.
The staff isbig now. They have specialistsin
real estate, specialists in leverage buyouts,
stock specialists, bond speciaists, and I’ m not
sure that we need al of this.

We also manage the Labor and Industries
fund. That’s five billion or so. But, when
you’'re looking out there at twenty billion
dollars, you know that awholelot of soft-shoe
artistsare going to come before you with great
programs. We don't see most of these people,
because they have to be filtered throughout
the staff first. On the other hand, there's a
manager out there who is superb, but whom
they won't give the time of day to. He never
gets as far as the board because the staff
doesn’t believe that he is competent enough.
He had abrain tumor, and he recovered fully,
but it took him two years. | would hire him,
but they don’t ever let him get to the board.
I’m referring to Jerry Kohlberg, the senior
founder of KKR.

Ms. Boswell: So the board’ sroleisto be the
final decision maker in specific investments

or just in overal policy direction?

Sen. M oore: We don't decide whether we're
going to buy IBM or not, but we decide what
percentage of the money is going to be in
stock, what percent is going to go in foreign
investments—which | oppose. | don’t want
any money going abroad. | don’t care how
well these markets have done, everything
comes to an end.

The Japanese market went from nothing
to 36,000, or some such number, just unreal.
Well, everybody was getting into the
Japanese market when it was at 36,000. At
that time | wasn't on the board, but | thought
to myself, “This is no time to be getting in
that market.” It went to 14,000 right after
that. Now, nobody wants to touch the
Japanese market. They want to go to Hong
Kong and Thailand where there are just
roaring markets, but when they’reroaringis
not the time to buy. So, I’'m at odds with the
decision of the board, and with the decision
of the staff. It’ sonly five percent of the total
funds that they want to put abroad, but |
wouldn’t put any money there. Unproven,
emerging markets are not prudent placesfor
retirement money.

Ms. Boswell: Interms of partisan issues, you
said there’ ssome shift now inthe board. How
doesthat alter, generally, how the board goes?
Is there anything, besides maybe the idea of
trimming staff, that the Democratic
philosophy would change?

Sen. Moore: | think it revolves, right now,
around the director. We're evaluating the
director, the nine of us. I’'ll be doing that the
next day or so. I’ ve not talked to other board
members about it, but | have afeeling that he
may not come out with avery high rating. So,
| think that’s where the aggravation may be.

Ms. Boswell: Is that kind of position
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appointed by—

Sen. Moore: By the board. The board picks
them. When the director, Schwan, was hired,
it was a toss-up between him and Joe Dear,
who wasthen director of Labor and Industries,
and now ishead of OSHA in Washington D.C.
Had | been there, | would havevoted for Dear.
Von Reichbauer, whom | replaced, voted for
Schwan because he hated Dear, not because
he loved Schwan. I’'m sorry that Dear is not
there. He would have been, | guess | could
say, moremy type. Y ou can talk with him and
know that you' re getting through.

Ms. Boswell: How frequently does the State
Investment Board meet?

Sen. Moore: They meet every month, but
there are committees. For instance, Monday
I’ll be at the Audit Committee. At that meeting
we will be deciding on a vacancy that has
occurred in its advisory committee. They sit
with us. There are nine of usand five of them,
so therearefourteen, but of us, only nine have
the vote. These people that we pick out to be
ontheadvisory group areexpertsinreal estate,
experts in markets, or maybe they just have
good business judgment. It'snot al it should
be right now, but | think it’s improving.

Thevoting members, in my view, aremore
dynamic now than they were two years ago.
You've got Sheryl Wilson—strong—
succeeding George Northcroft, who wasvery
busy with busy work., and Mark Brown,
probably just as good as Joe Dear, on the
board. Actually, | think I’m an improvement
over von Reichbauer. It’ sgetting to be abetter
board again. It was very good when | came
onoriginaly, then| think it went into aslump,
and | think it’s coming back again.

Ms. Boswell: In terms of the caucus, the
caucus would select you. Is there a lot of
lobbying and jockeying that goeson? Do most

peoplewant to be on different boards, aswell?

Sen. Moore: Yes. But | had investment
background, wasn'’t bankrupt, and have never
been indicted, so | became kind of the natural
choice. And Shinpoch’s design of this board
fit me. | didn’t know about it. He designed it
so that Ray Moore could be on it. He always
saw sometalent in methat | couldn’t see, and
nobody else could. But, anyway, the board
was designed so that I’d fit onit.

Ms. Boswell: Did hetell you that later? How
did that all come about?

Sen. Moore: No. We just both knew.
Wonderful guy. Hewas one of thelegidlative
heavies, inthetimethat I’ ve been here. | think
that during histwelvelegidative years he had
moreimpact per year than anyone who comes
to mind. Logical to a fault, straightforward.
He was hyper-friendly to those he respected,
but he could bite when disturbed by phoniness.
Hisdecisionto leavethe Senatein’85wasan
unexpected blow which | had trouble
handling. In a word, outstanding describes
him. | am grateful to him, because of all my
varied experiences, the Investment Board was
my real love. It was a board of very sharp
people endowed with ararity—judgment. We
outperformed nearly every private or public
pension fund in the nation.

Ms. Boswell: Aslong aswe're talking about
commissions and committees that you've
served on, another one wasthe Tax Advisory
Council. Do you want to tell me a little bit
more about the workings of that Council?

Sen. Moore: In 1982, | was appointed to the
Governor’sTax Advisory Council whichwas
comprised of one member from each caucus
and eleven selected by then Governor
Spellman. After much research, staff time, and
the council’ s meetings, we finally voted on a
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revenue-neutral tax plan to cut the B& O tax,
the sales tax, the property tax and to institute
an income tax. This was in 1982, and
projections indicated the state would have a
more stabletax structure, and anyone making
less than $35,000 annually would be better
off. It was to be a constitutional amendment
which required a two-thirds vote of both
Houses and then an affirmative vote by the
voters. The council voted thirteen to two for
theplan. Asl recall, Doc Hastings and George
Sdllar voted “No.” At least thosetwo indicated
they like the present regressive system which
unduly taxes those with lower incomes! Doc
is certainly not mean-spirited. He just
happened to vote that way both in Olympia
and now as a Congressman. Not a bad guy,
and I’ m surethe salary has appeal. And asfor
George, he is extremely likeable. Without
demeaning him, he' samong the best inaslow
field.

Anyway, their votesdidn’t matter because
westill voted in favor of theincometax being
presented to the Legislatureinthe’ 83 session.
Although all the governor’ s appointees voted
for the measure, Spellman, who was not
famous for courage, would not make it an
executive request bill. So, | asked to be the
sole sponsor in the Senate. Because it wasto
be a constitutional amendment, it required
thirty-three Senate votes. After much
wrangling we could only muster thirty-two
votes. Although the Democrats furnished most
of the votes, GOP Senator Patterson was
tremendous. He brought us up to thirty-two
with several Republicansjoining him. On our
side, Senator Rinehart led the charge—
outstanding performance.

To meit was an amazing experience. The
amendment could only become law by avote
of the people, and it had so many attractive
features, but no matter how hard | tried to sell
thisides, resistancewasuniversal. | told voters
again and again that it could only becomelaw
if they voted for it, and it could only be altered

if they voted for a change. The response
became almost predictable, “I don’t believe
it—you politicianswill somehow changeit.”
My own conclusion is that the abuses of the
federal income tax, with so many loopholes,
has given the mere words “income tax” abad
name. As soon asvoters hear incometax they
become rigid opponents. No amount of logic
or proof can changetheir minds. Even thefact
that a state income tax is deductible from the
federal tax had no effect. | tried for several
more sessions. Although a majority of the
Legislature favored putting it on the ballot,
we could never get the two-thirds vote
necessary, even though two-thirds of
Washingtonians would have been better off
financialy. When Dwight Pelz arrived in the
Senate he grabbed theincometax asanissue.
| figure his involvement—sponsorship—set
the cause back at least a generation.

All in al, I’ve served on a number of
committees. People fight hard for
chairmanships of committees, but those are
standing committees. On these committees,
you kind of get there by your field of expertise.
I’m known asarisk-taker, and, of course, I'm
pro-gambling. There aren’'t many of us
around. Some members are skittish about
being associated with the word “gambling”
inany way.

Ms. Boswell: | was reading some of the
motions or remarks made by senators on the
floor, and Senator Wojahn began by praising
you also for your accomplishments,
particularly as chair of different committees,
and | wanted to ask you about that. What
makes a good chair? How did you run your
committees?

Sen. Moore: | want everybody to know that
I’m the chairman. But, | want it to end there.
From that point on, | think it’s important to
be, first of al, courteous to al of the people
that testify. Never argue with them, do not



CoMmMITTEES AND BOARDS

99

berate them because your personal views
differ from what they’re presenting. | think |
mentioned that | learned that from watching
Senator Bill Day and Lt. Governor Cherberg.
Always treat members, staff, and the public
with the ultimate courtesy.

| think the second thing is to try to
establish that the members of the committee
are to ask permission to say something, or to
guestion. So, there’ sacertain Cherberg quality
standard therethat | liketo have observed and
try to enforce. Now, some very senior
membersof the Legisdature—Slim Rasmussen
was one—would just start talking whenever
he felt like it, and you have to accept that.
After all, he's been around forever—not
really, it only seemslikeit. Youcan't, all of a
sudden, turn around and say, “Y ou’'re out of
line, Senator. So-and-so isnext.” So, you put
up with that. Irv Newhouse is another one,
although thistime | noticed that he's always
asking, “Mr. Chairman.” | say, “Senator
Newhouse.”

| think it’s important, the smaller the
person that istestifying, inthe scale of success
or life, the nicer you are to them. If you're
going to have any discussion that maybeisa
little antagonistic to the speaker, only do it
when you' retalking to somebody that ismore
important than you are. In other words, when
I’m chairman and | see the executive vice
president of Boeing sitting there, I’'m not
afraid to challenge him, which | would never
do to some person from Usk or Forks or
Peshastin.

| think thefourth thing that’ sreally equally
important is to try to work with the minority
members, and to include the ranking minority
member in meetings before hearings,
scheduling, etc. It was very easy this time,
easier than anytime in my life, because, first
of al, I was compatible with their ranking
minority member, Neil Amondson. Neil and
| both wanted the same thing. We wanted
regulatory reform with some teeth in it and

some specifics. So, it was easy to work with
him. We tried to have meetings every week
or so, to cluehimin asto what we' rethinking,
ask whether he would like to ater it alittle
bit. | think that is important, in the long run.
That carriesover into your relationship onthe
floor by extending that courtesy. Not only is
it a courtesy, but it's oftentimes beneficial,
becauseif you have a smart ranking minority
member, he'll actually throw somethinginthe
pot that isvery constructive, and Neil did. So,
things on that score went very well. | feel the
same way about Ann Anderson.

| also think that it isvery impolite to start
the meeting late. Some people get there on
time. They’ vedriven along distance, and they
want to be there. They get there at eight
o’ clock, they’re in their seat. | see chairmen
walk in, and twenty minutes afterwards,
they’re still gossiping with people, other
members, or they’re drinking coffee, or
they’re talking to the staff, or something.
That’s not very polite or businesslike. It
doesn’t give a good impression. It further
substantiates the voters view that legislators
arearrogant, unfeeling, indifferent, lazy louts.
So, | start—even if I'm the only one there—
ontime, at eight o’ clock. Assoon asthe clock
is straight up at 8:00 am., down goes the
gavel, and | ask the staff to present the first
bill. And, believe me, pretty soon the members
are getting there on time, too. They used to
straggle in a half hour late. Irv Newhouse,
boom, he's there every day on time. Neil
Amondson. Prentice. They get there right on
time. So, | think those arethethingsthat make
for agood chairman.

One morning at 8:00 am., no one was at
a Labor and Commerce hearing except for
Senator Prentice and me. Assoon as| opened
the meeting, | announced wewerein executive
session. This means we will start voting bills
out of committee. Senator Prentice moved a
bill in which we both had an interest. Asis
the custom, | seconded her motion, asked for
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discussion—and hearing none—I asked the
clerk tocall therall, al in onebreath! By 8:05
am., we had moved six bills out and into the
Rules Committee. A member of our
committee arrived and asked where we were
on the scheduled agenda. To which |
answered, “We have had executive session.
We will now go to the agenda for the day!”
After that, members arrived close to on time.

Additionally, | think that when you have
alarge committee, you have to encourage the
lobbyists to deal with the staff, and most of
them get the newsfast. Thereare some of them
that still think they have to see the chairman.
Some of them have been here twenty years.
Often times, | don’'t even know what they’re
talking about. | need to be briefed on an issue
that | don’t know anything about. | need the
staff to tell me about it, and then | can talk
with the lobbyist. But, some lobbyists have a
tendency tojust rattle off their side of the story,
andyou aren’tinapositionto makeadecision,
so | send them to the staff, and the staff then
tellsmewhat their feeling is about that issue,
and what this person wants. I’m then able to
make somekind of decision. | try hard to hear
every bill.

| think that there are too many committees
in the Senate. There should be one education
committee. Asitisnow, Higher Ed and K-12
are competing. If you have one chairman,
everything hasto funnel through the chairman.
| think that would be more productive. | think
Trade and Economic Devel opment should be
put in the Labor and Commerce Committee.
Then, | think that every committee should
have a subcommittee of three people, two
from the majority and one from the minority,
who sit in judgment on whether abill shall be
heard or not. Then they could make a
recommendation to the committee—*Wewill
have aninformal study of thisbill by the staff
during theinterim.” “This bill we'll hear, but
probably doesn’t need action.” “ That probably
will end up inaformal study.” A third group

of hills, they’ll come and say, “These bills
need a hearing, and they need executive
action.”

So, that’s the way | would like to go. |
wanted to do that this time, but | was
discouraged from doing it by the management,
who said, “Let’s get set a little bit firmer
around here. Find out how we do in the next
election and then we'll start some more
revolutionary, structured ways of doing
business.”

Ms. Boswell: Why were they being so
conservativethere? They werejust afraid they
hadn’t solidified or consolidated their power?

Sen. Moore: | think so. And, the fact that the
management had already agreed to let me
combine Commerce and Labor and Financial
Institutions. Probably they felt that was
enough trouble for one session, and maybe
they shouldn’t et me do much more.

Ms. Boswell: Wasthat your idea, to combine
the committees?

Sen.Moore: Yes. I'dwantedtodoit for years.
Ms. Boswell: What were your main reasons?

Sen. M oor e: Banking isnow being taken over
by other areas of commerce, you know, all
kindsof businesses now havetheir own credit
cards. Businesses now own banks. Thewhole
thing has changed. Brokerage firmsnow have
checking accounts for people. So, they’re all
intertwined. | wanted to get them all in one
tent, and we were successful in creating Labor
and Commerce, which included thetraditional
Financia Institutions Committee.

| think I mentioned before that securities
were buried over in the Department of
Licenses. In order to get anything done, you
had to go through the administrator for the
securitiesdivision, to asupervisor, thento the
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director, then to the chief of staff in the
governor’s office, or OFM, and then to the
governor. Well, the brokerage business is
gigantic. It can't be handled that way. It has
to have the same status as banks, savings and
loans, and credit unions. So we put them all
in one department with John Bley asthe new
director. Superb choice. And they’ [I now have
cabinet status, which they didn’t have before.
None of them had cabinet statusbefore. | think
since money is such a driving force in our
society, it needs to have more direct feed to
and from the governor.

Ms. Boswell: Since we're talking about this,
you did some important legislation whileyou
were chairman of Financial Institutions. Do
you want to talk about that?

Sen. Moore: You're referring to the
legislation with Seafirst and Old National ?

Ms. Boswell: Yes.

Sen. Moore: In March of 1983, it finally
dawned on Seattle First National Bank that it
wasin trouble, because of speculativelending
to dlick oil drillers in Oklahoma and Texas.
At thesametime, Old National Bank realized
that its holding company was in trouble
because of real estate mortgages.

Interstate bank acquisitionsare prohibited
unlessauthorized by the state, and at that time
Washington had given no statutory
authorization. Wewere approached separately
by Seafirst and Old National Bank requesting
legislation to permit interstate banking.
Seafirst, at first, claimed they were not going
to fail, but needed the legislation as a safety
valveto prevent damaging market speculation
and a possible run on the bank.

With his usual clairvoyance, one of our
staffers, Blaine Gibson, had alerted metothis
issue way back in the fall of 1982, before |
even became chairman. He told me that

Seafirst had made some very bad loans with
Penn Square Bank in Oklahoma that would
probably lead to failure as ail prices dropped
because of the recession. | requested that
Blaineindependently verify what thelobbyists
were saying and determine what the situation
of these banks was, and what the effects of
failure would be. He concluded that Seafirst
was headed for failure, a fact that Seafirst
recognized in April. Throughout this ordeal,
Blaine provided mewith detailed and accurate
information concerning the conditions of both
banks, and the effects of failure on the state’s
economy and on public deposits, as well as
on their employees.

My philosophy was that if the private
sector had asolution for thisproblem, the state
should get out of theway and let it happen, so
long as no taxpayer money would be spent. |
also believed that if we saved one bank, we
should save them all, not pick and choose. |
did not like the law at that time, under which
a bank from Japan could buy a Washington
bank, but a bank from Oregon could not. The
law as it stood was the creature of SeaFirst
which feared expansion by out-of-state
banks—Bank of California and
BankAmerica—which might give them
competition. Good for customers, bad for
Sedfirst. Suddenly, when Seafirst found itself
foundering, they reversed their fifty-year
stance against the entry of foreign banksinto
the Washington market.

Seafirst’s Olympia mouthpiece, Joe
Brennan, began lobbying for the entry since
the only salvation for the bank was to be
bought out, or using a more genteel term, to
merge. Joe was moderately popular with
Republicans (in the minority with twenty-
three of forty-nine votesin the Senate) but he
had been for years obliquely insulting to
Democrats and habitually talked down to me.
Not an endearing quality in anyone, and
particularly a lobbyist. Well, Senate
Democrats remembered how, only two years
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previously, Joe had reveled when von
Reichbauer defected, giving the Republicans
Senate control. Powerful Democrats lined up
against Seafirst in general, and Joe Brennan
in particular, peoplelike Lieutenant Governor
Cherberg, Slim Rasmussen, Jim McDermott,
and Phil Talmadge.

Ms. Boswell: But you supported Seafirst’s
efforts to change the law.

Sen. Moore: Yes. As chairman of Financial
Institutions, | felt quitelonely becauseal these
peopleand | werenormally natural alies. But,
early inthe session, two new, very young and
ultimately well-mannered and pleasant young
people appeared. Their names were Sandra
Burgess and Randy Robinson, and | cameto
know, respect, and love them. They
represented Old National Bank. Becausetheir
bank had aso fallen on bad times, these two
neophytes to Olympia lobbying and Joe
Brennan had the same problem—trying to
keep their respective banks alive.

Joe, from the first day on the job, treated
them asif they wereliabilities. It was asif he
patted them on their heads, and said, “Run
along and play. I' [l take care of thelobbying.”
Weéll, therewere 147 membersand, with great
politeness, Sandra and Randy asked for
appointments with each one. They |obbied
with great sensitivity, and were almost
painfully polite. Thesetwo young peoplewere
so charming that people began referring to
them as Hansel and Gretel. Everyday one of
them would come by our office with a
progress report, which was, of course,
flattering to the chairman!

Ms. Boswell: What do you think prompted
you to go against Democratic conventional
wisdom on this issue, when your allies were
opposed?

Sen. Moore: Well, when | was born my

parents opened a savings account with one
dollar at the Old National Bank. Old
National’ scurrent president, David Clack, was
part of a family who owned cut-rate gas
stations in the Northern Tier states. | bought
gas there because | was able to save a penny
or twoagaloninthe1930sand 1940s. David
Clack married the daughter of a couple |
admired, Dr. Clyde and Mari Jensen. From
the first time | saw Mari Jensen, there was
vitality and good will. So, | must admit, when
Sandra and Randy showed up | was aready
favorably disposed to their employer. And
then, as| said, | wanted to save al the banks,
not just one. Plus, to let the banks closewould
have been disastrous.

So while Randy and Sandra lobbied, |
worked to help them out. Although control of
aseven-member committee can be tenuous, |
had no problem moving at will in committee
because with the three Republicans going
along, it made little difference how our
Democrats voted.

The Washington Bankers Association
convinced its membersto put all lobbying on
hold until it developed an industry consensus
position. They produced a bill authorizing
interstate banking if the Supervisor of Banking
made a determination that a bank was in
danger of failing. Thebill wascraftily written
to save Sedfirst but leave Old National Bank
to fail, because Seafirst’s problems were in
the bank, and Old National’s were in the
holding company. While the WBA tried to
convince us the bill was drafted to reflect
public interest and philosophy, it was clear to
methat the WBA waswilling to save Seafirst,
but would allow Rainier Bank to pick up the
pieces of Old National Bank after it failed.
Joe Brennan was satisfied. Randy and Sandra
were not. But, most important, | didn’t likeit.
Like| said, save ‘em al, or save none.

It was too late to introduce new hills, so
the only thing the banks could do was amend
their bill onto a Senate bill that was now in
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the House Financial Institutions Committee.
This obscure bill was a Ted Bottiger special,
to eliminate the dedicated fund—part of the
fee banks pay to help support the banking
industry—for the Supervisor of Banking. But
it had avery conveniently broad title: “AnAct
relating to Financial Institutions.” So the
WBA and all the array of bank |obbyists
trooped down into House Financial
Institutions Chairman Gene Lux’ scommittee
to hang their industry consensus onto this
insignificant bill. | walked over to the House
committee where | saw Keith Hopper, the
WBA lobbyist. | informed him that | would
try to amend it to save Old National Bank as
well. He said, “You can’t do that. Thisis a
WBA consensus bill!” That was all the
inspiration | needed. Just try to tell a senator
he can’'t amend a hill!

Randy and Sandra started |obbying in the
House committee to include the necessary
holding company language in the amendment
to save both banks. The president of ONB,
Pat Fahey, joined them, and was sensational .
To everyone's surprise, the underdogs won,
and the amendment hung. This meant that
Rainier Bank now actively opposed the hill,
and it became a bank free-for-all. Rainier
hoped for disaster so they could pick up the
pieces.

With al this maneuvering, Joe Brennan
decided he didn’t want to carry Old National
Bank and its problems, so he told Randy and
Sandra to remove their hard-earned
amendment from thebill. Thiswasnot agood
move, because Randy and Sandra were his
best chance of passage. Fortunately for Joe,
they refused. Asthelegidation progressed the
Republicanswent with Joe, and the Democrats
went with Randy and Sandra. In their attempts
to separate the two banks in the legislation,
the WBA and Rainier had turned the two
young ONB lobbyists into sympathetic
characters. Rainier Bank fought the bill
because they wanted to see Sedfirst fail, and

they wanted to gobble up ONB for nothing.
Joe Brennan convinced himself the
L egislature was acting to save him. The truth
isthey were acting to save ONB, and in spite
of their hatred for Seafirst, smply wanted to
save the state from economic disaster. Joe
Brennan and Seafirst actually were an obstacle
to passage as far as most Democrats were
concerned.

Ms. Boswell: What was the mood in the
Legidature at the time? | imagine this issue
was pretty volatile.

Sen. Moore: Yes. By now theinfighting was
intense. When the bill came to the Senate, its
opponentstried to kill it by declaring that the
House amendment was beyond the scope and
object of the original bill. It obviously was,
and Cherberg correctly so ruled. This sent us
through a series of parliamentary maneuvers,
conference reports and free conference to
finally bring the bill, at the last minute, to the
Senate floor.

The main question the conferees and all
Senators had was whether Seafirst actually
was going to fail, or if the lobbyistswere just
trying to put one over on us. Blaine Gibson’'s
research had already determined that the
situation wasreal and failure wasimminent. |
arranged for the Controller of the Currency,
C. Todd Connover, to call the conference
committee members to state expressly what
Seafirst’s situation was. He did, and quite
frankly told usthat if the bill did not passthe
bank would fail and he would haveto closeit
the next morning. Then Seafirst would be
merged with an out-of-state bank anyhow.

We knew from our research that if this
happened, the Seafirst employees would be
unemployed; the stockholders’ investment
would be gone; the employee retirement plan
would disappear and the California retired
teachers, as the largest shareholders in
Seafirst, would be hurt badly. The pension
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fundsholding Seafirst stock would take abath,
and the State of Washington would |ose about
$150 million in unprotected deposits, resulting
in aloss of taxpayers money. Additionally,
through the public funds collateral pool,
Seafirst would take a few other banks with it
asit sank. At thispoint, thebill gathered more
supporters. Few Democrats, | among them,
had any warm, fuzzy feelings toward banks
ingeneral, and Seafirst in particular. But, just
to see Seafirst executivesruined, wasn't worth
the trauma to employees, customers, and
stockholders. That became the dominant
driver inmy decisionto go all out to save Old
National Bank and Seafirst.

| recall that when union organizer, state
Representative Ken Jacobsen, tried to give
Seafirst employees a choice to be unionized
or remain disorganized, Seafirst made hislife
more than miserable. Ken would have been a
Democrat House member with some
understandable emotion favoring a Seafirst
collapse. But not Ken Jacobsen. He came out
four square to save Seafirst—another
legislative hero overlooked.

On the night of the session, Slim led the
attack to kill the bill. I was hourly updated by
Sandra and Randy as to how the votes were
lining up. They had the votes, but how to keep
Slim from stalling 'till midnight, when the
Legislature would adjourn without bank
legislation, became a real worry. With
intermittent caucus meetings, the evening
dragged on slowly. By eleven o' clock, time
was wasting. | felt I'd done all | could but
was haunted by a feeling | could have done
something additional.

Slim kept asking the Lieutenant Governor,
“Mr. President, could you tell uswhat time it
is?” Cherberg would methodically check all
visible clocks and a few that weren't, before
announcing, “Senator Rasmussen, it now
appearsto be 11:47.”

Finally, after several more such
exchanges, Cherberg said, *“Senator

Rasmussen, it is now twelve o’ clock.” There
erupted an argument pertaining to finishing a
bill in progress. Finally we were able to call
for the previous question—which is not
debatable—and the roll was called.
Anticlimactically, the bill passed and was
rushed to Governor Spellman for hissignature.

Ms. Boswell: That’s quite astory.

Sen. Moore: Yeah. Then in 1985 |
sponsored, and we passed, legislation
authorizing interstate banking on areciprocal
basis regardless of the bank’s condition.
Rainier Bank had one good point in 1983.
Why reward failing banks by letting them sell
out-of-state, but deny the opportunity to
healthy banks? While | understood that, the
situation in 1983 made such legislation
impossible, and the need to solve a serious
banking crisis was great, so we had limited
thebill to failing banks. In 1985, we did what
the banksalwayscalled “leveling the playing
field.” Thefailing bank bill of 1983 was the
leak in the dam, and now it had burst.
Fortunately, as| had foreseen, there hasbeen
a boom in community banks to meet the
needs of customerswho do not want to deal
with big bank bureaucracies in faraway
places. So, | feel | may have helped save
Seafirst and Old National Bank from going
bankrupt eleven years ago.

Ms. Boswell: Arethere other committeesthat
you felt were particularly influential, or that
you really—I don’'t know if enjoyed is the
right word—nbut that you really had some
power in?

Sen. Moore: | think it would be a waste of
my time to have wanted to be on some
committees. | would have spent too much time
learning to be of any value. | would like to
have been on a higher education committee.
Perfect for a guy who flunked out of the
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university three times and never finished.
They needto get alittlereal lifeexperiencein
teaching, and I'd like to have been there to
help that idea. But, in order for me to
understand their budget and how they all
worked, it would have taken severa years. |
think it was better, sincel never thought | was
going to be heremorethan four yearsat atime,
that | wasutilized inthose areaswhere | knew
something. I’ mfairly good at numbers. | never
wanted the responsibility of being Ways and
Means chairman. | wouldn’t have been as
good, politically, or asgood at the job, asthe
people that have had it—Donohue,
McDermott, Rinehart. It was just not
appropriate for meto try that. So, | did things
that | knew something about, and | think |
understand the psychology of gambling
probably aswell, or better, than anybody here.
| knew what | wanted to do, so the Gambling
Commission fit me.

But, | wason other committees. Socia and

Health Services—I spent four or six years
there, 1 can't remember. |I've heard every
horror story imaginable. Finally, you just get
worn out with that. | was on Local
Government. I'm not very pro-local
government to begin with, and that didn’t
improve my feeling about them any, and |
wasn't particularly a fact of life there. I've
been on some other committees, but | likethe
Labor and Commerce end of it, and | liked
Financial Institutions.

If | were younger, | would have been
happy to spend my whole career doing just
that kind of work. As | said before, | never
aspired to a position of leadership. Partly
because | don’t think 1I'd have been
particularly good at it, and second, | don’t
want it intruding on my time. I'm willing to
giveit everything for twelve hours aday, but
at seven o’clock | want to be having a
Manhattan and have dinner with Virginia—
thisismy first choice.
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CAUCUSES, PARTISANSHIP, AND
THE ART OF LEGISLATION

Ms. Boswell: In terms of the leadership of
the party, are there different characteristics
that, say, the chair of the caucus has, that
possibly are different than those of the
president pro tem of the Senate, or themagjority
leader? Are there different people that are
suited for those different things?

Sen. Moore: You have to be everybody’s
confidant to be acaucus chairman. Peoplewill
come and cry to the caucus chairman, asking
him or her to intercede for you with the
majority leader, particularly when you're
fairly new here. So, the caucus chairman
servesarea function in that way, in addition
to hopefully running a stand-up meeting.
The presiding officer needs to exhibit
dignity appropriate to the institution, which
Cherberg furnished. He never had to ask
membersto shape up—most of usrecognized
we were lucky to have him as a standard.
When he departed, so did the dignity of the
Senate. Now, we have a new president,
Pritchard. Joel and | have known each other
for forty-five years, and | regard him very
highly. His standards and mine are somewhat
different, but he runsasuccessful Senate. It's
moreinformal, and he' sableto get away with
it, I think, partly because of his age. When
you'’re older, you can do some things that
when you’re younger, are not considered

funny. It'sjust afact of life.
Ms. Boswell: Can you give me an example?

Sen. Moore: Well, he has everybody’ s name
pretty well down now, but he used to take his
gavel and just point at you when recognizing
you because he didn’t know your name, and
Cherberg would never have done that.

Cherberg would say, “Senator Moore,”
and you’ d stand up, and histone of voice was
such that it was intended that you were
honored by being recognized by the president,
and you were to speak in a reasonable way.
Hopefully nothing inflammatory, don’t insult
anybody, and behave yourself. Pritchard is
good, and | like him, but | also yearn for
Cherberg' sdays. Maybethat’ sbecausehewas
herewhen | arrivedin 1979. | likealittlemore
formality, but Joel doesareally good job, and
I’'m pleased that he's there. He's very fair.
Very fair. The presiding officer hasto bevery
fair. Only be a son-of-a-bitch when you
absolutely have to. Once in awhile you just
have to step forward and be a dignified
authority, but you will settle all disputes
finally. That sort of attitude—both of them
do that well. But there will never be another
Cherberg—imagine thirty-two years of
perfection as lieutenant governor!

The majority leader has to be somebody
who understandsevery issue. Itisatrying job.
| can’'t believe, when | go to our majority
leader, Gaspard, and | say something, he
immediately raises three questions or two
guestions that show me that he understands
maybe more than | do, and | like that feeling.
| want him to be something more than just a
title. And, of course, hedoesn’t preside. Heis
the majority leader out on the floor. He has a
floor leader who looks after al the details, like
you go to the floor leader or assistant floor
leader when you want to get a bill moved
down on the calendar, or you want it moved
up. So there’s quite a bit of authority in the
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floor leader, and the floor leader has to be
fair—well, sort of!

| supported the present floor leader when
shewanted thejob because she' slibera. There
are enough conservatives in that caucus, so |
wanted somebody with some authority, in that
prestigious position.

Ms. Boswell: And sheis?

Sen. Moore: That's Harriet Spanel. Now, |
know that when | go to her, there’'s a
mechanism in her mind that says, “Friend.”
When it says friend, it's like, “What do you
want? What can | do for you?” If it was
somebody that has been antagonistic to her,
either before she was elected, during her
election, or isjust too wildly conservative, or
isbolting the caucus and such things, I'm sure
that something in her mechanism says, “Be
careful.” She may not give the person what
they ask for. She'll try, if it doesn’'t cost
anything, but if it’s going to preempt
something | want, she’ sprobably goingto give
methe preferential treatment. It’ sjust theway
it works.

Gaspard, as mgjority leader, mostly isin
hisoffice during sessions. He' snot on thefloor
awhole lot. He's meeting with people who
have some case to plead. You'll notice that
he leaves his office to come out and vote, and
goes right back in the office. Terrible strain,
really. He comes out on the floor on critical
issues, like he knows, but he doesn’t need to
come out to support Talmadge. Talmadge
needs no support, but he'll come out just to
be sure that Ray Moore doesn’t flub it, or
maybe needs a little help. I’ve always felt
rather inadequate on the floor, and he knows
that, because I’ ve told him.

So, Gaspard always comes out on a big
issue that I’'m on, or I'm the chairman, and
maybe I’ m the prime sponsor, he comes out
to let the caucus know, once and for al, the
majority leader expects support for this. He

wouldn’t do that for other people becausethey
don’'t need it. He wouldn’t do it for VVognild,
Vognild’'s so capable, as is Phil. But, for
people who aren’t quite so confident, aren’t
guite so eloquent, and maybe aren’'t quite so
well-informed, he' [l come out and pick up the
cudgel for you. Well, you know, that welds
you to him once and for all. Y ou don’t forget
those things. This is a business of loyalty.
Gaspard isvery ethical, good choicefor now,
though | wish hewasalittle stronger, maybe.
It would be niceif he kept the caucustogether
alittle better. Vognild was good on that score.
He always acted on behalf of his members,
but he was a strong leader, totally dedicated
to hisjob.

The president pro tem is a ceremonial
position. However, if the lieutenant governor,
as Senate president, feel sthe president protem
can fill in for him, he will probably ask the
pro tem to take over on the rostrum. President
pro tem isalways given to asenior senator. It
will look good in their obituary.

Ms. Boswell: Y ou mentioned caucuses. How
do they really work? Behind closed doorsyou
said they could get pretty vicious, but how
doesthe format of acaucusreally work on an
issue?

Sen. M oor e: The chairman and the leader sit
at the head table. Also there are the caucus
vice chairman, the floor leader, and the
president pro tem. The rest of us al sitin a
big square around the head table. The
chairman bringsthingsto order and says, “ Our
leader has something to say.” So, he gets up
and tells us what the program is going to be
for that day—"We're going out and we're
goingtorunafew bills. But first, we' regoing
to haveto go through the calendar.” Sowe go
through the calendar, and the committee
chairman or the prime sponsor or the ranking
member describes the bill and tells people
whether it’s controversial or not, warning
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them that there are amendments coming and
how they should vote—be careful of
amendment 204, | hope you won'’t votefor it.
| hope you'll vote for al the others, and then
they go on to the next bill. They probably go
through twenty bills, and then they go out on
the floor and start running these bills.

Whenwegetinreally tight spotsin caucus
where there's great argument about, for
example, the health plan, someone like
Talmadge will explain the health plan, and
then the critics begin whining. “It’ll never
work. Can’'t dothat. Can’t tax thisgroup. Not
fair to tax pop to pay for health—got to tax
booze, got to tax beer.” And they get into
terriblefights. Guysand dollsjumping up and
screaming, and everybody talking at the same
time. It getsreally out of hand. And, sincel’ ve
been there, there’ snever been achairmanwho
could contral it. | keep thinking that if | were
chairman, | could, and would.

Ms. Boswell: How would you?

Sen. Moore: I'd tell them to shut up, and if
they kept right on, I'd adjourn the meeting.
“We're going out on the floor, not going to
have any more of this. We're adjourned.”
Boom! “Let’s go. You people know
everything.” That'swhat I'd do.

“No, no,” they’ d shout. “Oh, no. Wedon't
understand this.”

“Weéll, you had your chance. Let’ sgo out.
Every manfor himself, that’ sapparently what
you guyswant. Every man for himself. To hell
with the caucus, who needsit? Y ou don’t want
to listen anyway, so shut up and get out there.”

Next time, we'll see how it goes. New
caucus, new day, we'll see how they behave.
Of course, they’d soon rebel and I'd be out.
Democrats don't like organization or much
structure. Free spirits. I’ m happy to be a part
of the bedlam, but it’s exasperating. Y ou see,
on a good day, on a controversial issue, we
have twenty-five votes. We need twenty-five.

That’s agood day on acontroversial issue.

On abad day, on acontroversial issue, we
may have twenty-one. Seven in our caucus
depart and start voting with the opposition.
That’s where the leader has to come in.
Sometimes the leader hasto ask the governor
to come up. And the governor tells us, “Got
to have this.” Well, three of them, lamely,
come back, so there's twenty-four. How do
you get the twenty-fifth? Well, theleader, the
caucus chairman, and thegovernor, call intwo
or three Republicans whom they think they
could get, and they finally will get one of them.
Now, we go out and vote—twenty five for
this bill—three of our people still vote “no,”
but we get the bill. That’s how it’s done.

I’'m a team player. They know that I'm
always there. But they don’'t take me for
granted, because | can be pretty biting. The
management doesn'’t liketo hear mewhen|’m
on a tear, because | can be as violent as the
rest of them. When they havea* good old boy”
who is upset, it upsets them. They don't like
it either, so they keep me informed, and they
keep me abreast of what’s down the road.

M ost members have two faces: the caucus
face of naked emotion, conniving, greedy
ambition, and the Senate-floor face of veiling
these emotions—all sweetness and light. On
thefloor, most legislatorsaretrying to present
a united front, al the while dancing around
theissues. In general, the shrewdest say little.
But, the fact that in a caucus there are often
several side conversations only proves my
point. There is zero silence and not much
attention even paid to the leader or chairman.
During my sixteen yearswe had afew brilliant
minds. Bud Shinpoch, Adam Smith, and Phil
Tamadge; a few zealots: King Lysen, Bob
Oke, and Margaret Hurley; and a few
workaholics: Karen Fraser and Nita Rinehart.
The people with whom | felt rapport were
good old boys, aterm | useto describe people
loaded with common sense and good
judgment: Gordon Walgren, Don Talley,
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Lowell Peterson, Al Bauer, Margarita
Prentice, Lorraine Wojahn, Bill Day, Al
Henry, Sid Snyder, John Cherberg, and Tub
Hansen. Without these people there is no
ballast to the caucus ship, and it could capsize
with an overload of goofy ideas. Therearetoo
many with ambition beyond their talent. |
won’t mention them by name.

Ms. Boswell: You say you respected Don
Talley. Do you want to say alittle more about
him?

Sen. Moor e: The ultimate old pro. He loved
and respected the Senate, the members, and
the staff. In hislater years, when offended, he
could lose control and occasionally use
language unbecoming hissurroundings. Inmy
first session, Don and | were on the Local
Government Committee. We were listening
tothecities, counties, and portsand other local
governments, asking the Legislature to raise
the amount of work they could do in-house.
At the time, they were limited to $5,000.
Anything above that had to be put out to bid.
L ocal government wanted to raisethein-house
limit to $20,000, as | recall. It sounded good
to me and | was ready to vote for the raise.
Our chairman, Bruce Wilson, brought the bill
up for a vote at which point Senator Talley
whispered that | vote “no,” which
flabbergasted me until he explained, “If we
give them what they ask for, they won't feel
the need to show up at our fund-raisers.” Well,
what a predicament. | hated, as a freshman
senator, to go against our most senior member.
Atthesametime, | felt my original intent was
valid. At thispoint another member movedto
amend the bill to $10,000. Senator Talley
voted for the amendment, as did I, and the
bill as amended.

Don was right in his prediction, and the
next session local government was back again
asking for theraiseto $20,000. It wasaticklish
issue because the Association of General

Contractors wanted this as low as possible.
By giving neither sidewhat they wanted, both
sides had to play the game. There are many
issues like this in which there is no logical,
right or wrong decision. Asis often the case,
what | call the “greed-o-meter” isthedriving
force, like that case with Maytag | told you
about.

Therewas another issue in which Senator
Talley played akey role. Severa mishapshad
occurred while ships were being piloted in
from Port Angeles to the Puget Sound ports
by pilots from the Puget Sound Pilots
Association—now Port AngelesPilots. Since
one active pilot was over eighty, and several
were in their seventies, the ship owners
clamored for an age limit of sixty-five. The
president of the pilots association, Captain
Phil Luther, afriend since the 1930s, lived in
my district, and was very voluble. | enlisted
the help of Senator Talley, whose district was
near the Columbia River and who therefore
had knowledge of pilotage problems. Hewas
ready to pass the owners bill, which made
sense, but | needed a compromise, which he
agreed to. | suspect he wanted to help me,
which he did, but saw that | got the credit. It
was fair, and both pilots and owners knew it.

Ms. Boswell: What about as a leader? Y ou
mentioned earlier, that in terms of caucus
leaders, that there really haven't been many
strong ones since you'’ ve been here.

Sen. Moor e: | may havenot described it quite
right. Having been Republican county
chairman, | believe it is easier to be a
Republican leader than a Democrat
counterpart. As Will Rogers said, “I don’t
belong to any organized political party. I'ma
Democrat.” And seventy years later, it isstill
true. | think strong isstill right, theright term,
but most of the caucus leaders either weren't
totally dedicated, or their minds wandered—
| mentioned Bottiger, he’d go right down the
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hall and not even see you. Well, you're
walking with a constituent who knows that
that’ sthe majority leader, and the guy doesn’t
speak to you, the guy that you’ rewalking with
thinks, “Geez, Senator Moore must be in bad
with the majority leader.” That kind of thing
hurt Bottiger. He was an average leader who
wasfair but unimaginative. | think he parlayed
amodest talent into agood thing. | liked him,
but he could be maddening. | would reproach
him sometimes for not telling me the truth,
and hisresponsewsas, “ Y ou didn’t ask theright
guestions.” He had avery gy streak.

Walgreninherited thejob from Mardesich,
who was king. Y ou went to Mardesich, and
he told you, “Yes, you will get this lollipop,
but you won't get the box of Frango mints
this time, and that's all there is to it. Good-
bye.” Andyou d get thelollipop. Hewouldn't
double cross you, but you wouldn’t get the
Frango mintsthat time. Next time, maybeyou
get the Frango mints. So, Gordon had a
difficult roletofill. Plusthe fact that we were
beginning to slip, although we held thirty
seats. Weheld on during the’ 78 el ection when
the Republicans were beginning to make
inroads. Talmadge and | made the difference.
Welost acouple of seats, but we camein and
took two Republican seats.

Also, Gordon had to deal with what might
be called an “assorted” caucus. There were
shrewd good old boys—AIl Henry, Don
Talley, Bill Day, George Fleming, Hubert
Donohue, Ted Bottiger and Lowell Peterson.
Then there were troublesome types, like Phil,
King Lysen and JJm McDermott. Into thismix
you also had tough customers—Wojahn, Slim
Rasmussen, Bud Shinpoch. And, just to round
out his covey of strange birds there were
Barney Goltz, Dianne Woody, Bruce Wilson,
Ray Van Hollebeke and Dan Marsh. All
Democrats, but with diverseissues, they posed
daily problemsand provoked and participated
in occasional skirmisheswithin our ranks. So,
Walgren had atough time, and then, of course,

the scandal broke, and he was very distracted
during that period. | became his friend and
ally when he was getting hit so hard. I’ d been
critical of him in the beginning, as had Phil,
but as soon as he was getting beaten to death,
werallied.

Ms. Boswell: Why wereyou initially critical
of him?

Sen. Moore: When | ran for the Senate in
1978, | was already a four-time loser so
Walgren had littleevidencel’ d ever be el ected
to anything, and he made no overture toward
me. My finance chairman, George Lane,
called Gordon and we finally met at Victor
Rosellini’s 410 restaurant. The meeting was
perfunctory. | was then chairman of a paint
company in Seattle, and the president, Bob
Lent, wanted to give $1,000 of company
money, but hedid not want to embarrasseither
of us, so | asked Walgren if he could handle
the contribution. He suggested a donation be
made to a Kitsap County fund and he would
take care of it, and take care of it he did. The
$1,000 went in, but only $300 came back to
me! At thetime, thisseemed asif it werekind
of a steep handling fee. So, from my
standpoint, Gordon and | were off to arocky
start. But, as| said, | came to respect him in
the end.

Ms. Boswell: Do you think, over all, that he
was aworthy and competent legislator?

Sen. Moore: Yes. You have to use the word
“great” sparingly, so | would not say that any
of them were great, but Gordon was a good
representative of the caucus. He was very
adroit, politically. He was good.

Ms. Boswell: How did he get himself into the
leadership position that he had?

Sen. Moore: | think that he was a younger
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star coming on, who was extremely affable,
did not get crosswise with Mardesich, had
enough respect from the older members like
Al Henry, Bill Day, and Don Talley, some of
the others, so hewasthe natural choice. Henry
didn’t want it. Big Daddy didn’t want it. Don
Talley didn’t want it, but Gordon was in the
appropriate age bracket, an attorney, and
pretty skilled, and well-liked, so he succeeded
to it after Mardesich left. I’ve never had any
real problems with Walgren, except | was a
little aggravated that he wasn't stronger, but
like | said, | didn't realize at the time how
loose Democratic organization is compared
to Republican counterparts.

Ms. Boswell: So the Republicans were much
more “toe the mark” in terms of leadership?

Sen. Moore: Yes.

Ms. Boswell: Do you think it’s the nature of
their philosophical grounding, or what? Why
isthat?

Sen. Moore: No, | think they'rein power so
little of the time that it’s “we better hang
together or we'll hang separately.” | think
that’ sthebasic thing. “Weonly will beherea
short time, so let’s get it done fast, and we
need to stay cohesive.” They can’t tolerate
anybody getting of f thereservation. And that’s
theway it amost alwaysworks. In Congress,
and here in the last sixty years, Democrats
have had control of the legislative process
amost al the time. So, when the GOP isiin,
they’re going to push hard to get what they
want—now!

Ms. Boswell: Some peoplethat I’ vetalked to
in these interviews have told me that when it
gets right down to it, they’re not partisan.
What they vote on, and what they do, is just
on the issue itself. Would you characterize
yourself in that way, too, or not?

Sen. Moore: No, I’m partisan. Of course. I’ ve
made a choice. A lot of people are born
Democrats or born Republicans. Well, | was
born a Republican and | made a choice, |
changed. And since | changed, | haveto keep
proving, every day, that I’m areal Democrat.
They don’t let me show any signs of
Republicanism, or any leanings. Otherwise |
would be suspect. So, I'm a solid Democrat
vote, which fits my personality anyway.
Whatever the mgjority has decided they want
togowith, I gowith. Onceinawhilel get off
the reservation, but rarely.

Ms. Boswell: Isit possibleto be nonpartisan?

Sen. Moore: I’'ve not known such a person,
yet. I'm sure they think they are, but if you
were nonpartisan, you would not lock upona
procedura motion. On all procedura motions,
it isexpected that you will support the leader.
On hills, of course, under our weak system,
you can do anything you want to do. The
Republicans always vote on procedural
motions asaunit. We do, too. | don’t want to
hear any of this business about “1 look at the
issue.” That's baloney.

Ms. Boswell: Would it be acommon practice
for you, when you had a bill, to get people
from the Republican party to cosponsor it?

Sen. Moore: Oh, yes. We have issues that
shouldn’t be considered partisan. For example,
on unemployment compensation, the two
minds that know anything about it in the
Senate are Irv Newhouse, Republican, and
Larry Vognild, Democrat. They cosponsor.
They sponsor every bill likethat. And, if you
seethe two names on an unemployment comp
bill, you know it's okay. You know that
business has been represented by Newhouse,
and you know that labor’s been represented
by Vognild, and that’s good enough for me.
Newhouse is an exceptional asset in both
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Houses. Heis very strong and smart. We got
on well socialy, but in hearings and on the
floor, I'm always alert because he can be
deadly. Additionally, he knows Senate rules,
which in itself is a killer weapon. Totaly at
ease farming or legislating. He has an austere
side. | like and fear him, but when | see his
name with VVognild as sponsors on that kind
of ahill, I’'man automatic vote. | don’t giveit
any further thought. | know | couldn’t come
up with anything as good.

Ms. Boswell: Arethere other duos like that?

Sen. Moore: | cosponsored a bill with Jack
Metcalf. He found out the Federal Reserve
Board had never been audited, so| joined him
on legislation asking Congress to establish
audit procedures. We were never successful.
It appearsthe” Fed” isasacred cow and should
never be questioned. | oftenwondered if it was
my name or Jack’ s that did the bill in.

Ms. Boswell: What wasyour relationship with
him like?

Sen. Moore: Jack really belongs in the
Libertarian Party whereyou don’t pay for any
services you don’'t use. He loves politics and
would rather make a statement than be
effective. Physically, he' sacrossbetween Abe
Lincoln and Dick Tracy, but any similarity
beyond that does not exist. He' squite certain
he’'s always right. Although a veteran of
countless poker games, he lashes out against
gambling. He reminds me of the English
nobleman, who, when told his peasants were
indulging in sexual intercourse, ordered it
stopped declaring it was too good for them.
That is about as logical as Jack often wasin
thetwelveyears| served with him. But neither
Jack nor | like to be programmed. That was
our link. Try as| would, | could never dislike
him.

Ms. Boswell: Any other people you often
sponsor with?

Sen. M oore: Amondson. | think that if people
see Moore and Amondson on abill, why not?
Thereissomerespect for both of them intheir
CaUCUSES.

Ms. Boswell: What kind of billswould those
be?

Sen. Moor e: Thosewould bebillsthat pertain
to banking, pertain to regulatory reform, civil
service. Thoseareall thingsthat comethrough
our committee. | learned a long time ago to
be as brief as possible, so when | explain a
bill, I try to do it in twenty-five words or less.
Sometimes it goes so fast that people aren’t
really listening, so Amondson gets up on the
Republican side, and maybe takesfifty words
to explain. Sends asignal to the Republicans
that they’re supposed to vote for it. I've
already sent one to our people. He's very
gracious.

Ms. Boswell: Arethereany other littletricks,
or thingslikethat, or relationshipson thefloor
that make things go more smoothly?

Sen. Moore: Yes, and it takes time. It will
never happen under term limits. Slim
Rasmussen is proof enough term limits are
unnecessary and are an evil. Slim is to this
day the oldest member, most yearsasa Senate
member, most consecutiveyearsin the Senate.
If, for no other reason than his ingtitutional
memory, heisatreasure. Believe me, it takes
at least a term to discover who, among
lobbyists, members, and bureaucrats, is
always on the level. Some are salesmen and
don’'t tell you everything they know about
their product. Even staff are not always
objective, having their own prejudices. Slim
could corner the most adroit and | hold it was
hisyears of knowledgethat gave him the edge.
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Ms. Boswell: Will you expand alittle on your
views of term limits?

Sen. Moore: | think term limitsare an outrage.
It'saquick fix, that on close examination, is
quite destructive. | had been here about four
years before | was able to detect the wheat
from the chaff. After six or eight years, | had
most of the bureaucrats figured out. | could
tell from their answers whether they were
lying or not—I don’t think alegislator who's
limited to eight yearsin the Senateisgoing to
be able to do areal job. How many times do
you get a Newhouse, or a Talmadge, or a
Vognild? Not very often. One of them is a
farmer, oneisan attorney, and one’ safireman.
From now on, they’ll just get up to speed and
they’ Il be out. No gain.

No, it takes years. Only this last session,
last session ayear ago, did | finally get close
to Ann Anderson and Neil Amondson. | think
they wanted to befriendly, and | think | wasa
little standoffish, alittle suspicious. It turned
out that | was wrong about them all these
years, and they extended the olive branch. |
accepted it, and mutual respect has blossomed.
Amondson, for example, | now think of asa
potential legislative hall-of-famer! They help
me, and | help them. | can go to them, | can
go to Newhouse. Newhouse is a little more
rigid than they are. George Sellar, the minority
leader, | can work with.

Ms. Boswell: You can do that without too
heavy suspicions from your caucus that this
IS some sort of betrayal ?

Sen. Moore: Oh, no. No, it's common
practice. In fact, when | see abill come from
the House with twenty Democrat names and
no Republican names, | know that’ sapartisan
issue. | ook at that before | ook at thetitle of
thebill, frankly, and | know then that I’ d better
think about this. But, if | see Dick King and
Bill Reamson abill from opposite viewpoints,

liberal, conservative, | know it’s probably
been worked out, and I’ m not going to inquire
too heavily into it after that. I’ll read the
synopsis, and if it soundsreasonable, andisn’'t
going to condemn the poor to be poor forever,
I’ll be there.

Ms. Boswell: What do you think about this
past session? Are there certain parts of it that
are memorable, or certain things that they
passed that you think are particularly
important?

Sen. Moore: | don’t think this was a
particularly heavyweight session. These short
sessions, coming in a non-budget year, have
a tendency to be overridden, or to be taken
more serioudly the next year. When you pass
abill in an even-numbered year, don’t be too
surethat it won’'t be seriously tampered with
in the next session. When you' re herefor 105
days, athoughthebudget isoverriding, there' s
still enough time for alot of other things. In
these short sessions, everybody wants to get
out of here becauseit’ san election year. They
want to get out with the best damage control
they can achieve, so they don’t take bad votes,
or what might be perceived as bad votes.

Ms. Boswell: Were there any bills that
particularly surprised you thisyear that did or
didn’'t get passed?

Sen. Moore: I'm always a little surprised
when anything good happens. | consider that
financial institutions bill as being critical. It
was done last year, but it was implemented,
put into effect, this year. | was disappointed
in the fact that a bill that | wanted badly,
having to do with securities, died in committee
in the House. A member who I’ ve been quite
close to in the House changed his vote in
committee at the last second, so | lost the hill.
He came over, kind of furtively, to see if |
was going to kill him or not, and | said, “All
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I’m asking is, why did you put Greenberg
ahead of mein your thinking?" And he said,
“It wasn’t Greenberg,” so then | knew
somebody else had put the finger on him. |
still don’t know who it is. Of course, the
chairman could have rapped the gavel down
sooner, he gave plenty of time for him to
change his mind. Pete Kremen was a
disappointment. | may never know what
happened there, and | don’t care. What' sdone
is done, move on.

Ms. Boswell: Another thing that this session
dealt with, that many other sessions tried to
deal with, iscivil servicereform. Y ou talked
about the state employees being a strong
supporter of yours. How do you handle a
situation like this one, where you’'re
advocating certain types of reform?

Sen. Moore: Youjust tell them that thisthing
isinevitable, which I did. Now, what you have
to do, is sit down with the governor, the
governor’ sstaff, and tell them how far you're
willing to give, what is your bottom line, and
once you have established that, then see how
far the governor is willing to come to meet
you. And you havetowork it out. | might say,
“I’'m not in a position to help you. | will do
what | can because | am your friend, and our
goal is close to the same, but this is bigger
than our personal whims.”

Sometimes it’s necessary to just lock all
these players in a room, and you’re outside
with the key. No bathroom. Y ou work it out.
They get pretty frantic after awhile, and they
begin to work it out.

Ms. Boswell: What about the whole issue of
collective bargaining?

Sen. Moore: I’'m a strong advocate of
collectivebargaining at all levels. University-
level professorslike to think they’ re above it
al, or should be sacred somehow. | think

everybody’s entitled to that, and | think
everybody should be part of aunit. Otherwise,
you're totally at the mercy of management.

Ms. Boswell: Youth violence has been an
issue this session, hasn't it?

Sen. Moore: Thisisaharsh thing to say, but
| am not sure that legiglation is going to do
any good. | think we must try, but every
society that gets too crowded in space
becomes violent. They turn to gambling and
violence. That’s man’s tradition, and | think
we're in that state of affairs in the United
States. We have too many peoplein too small
aspace, and it’ s getting worse.

I'll tell you, if about one more of these
people that has committed multiple rape gets
afifteen-year sentence, and for one reason or
another gets out in four years, there’s going
to be a vigilante operation started in this
country. It’ sgoing to be ugly. Innocent people
are going to get killed. “Who needs a trial?
Let’s kill *em.” “Sucker won't do it again.”
And| seethat intheoffing, and that’ saterrible
state of affairs.

| hateto seethetort system tampered with.
We've tampered with it in this state. There's
an effort nationally, a Republican move by
thefar right, to call almost anything afrivolous
case, and deny peopletheright to sue. That's
another thing that’s going to aggravate the
situation. Peoplewill becomefrustrated ontoo
many fronts. “We can't sue, or they'retelling
us we have to go to church,” or some such.
People aregoing tofeel closedinon, and then
one of theseterrible, violent crimes happens.
People are going to become over-exercised
and take the law into their own hands.

Here | am, don’t believe in capital
punishment, but | cantell you that if anything
happened to my first wife, or my daughter, or
Virginia, | could come unglued, and I'm a
pretty solid citizen. But | could get carried
away. | could take aball bat and just beat the
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offender’s brains out. If I’'m getting in that
mood, think of all the people that are alittle
wilder, alittle less understanding. It could be
just aterrible scenein thiscountry, and it may
be imminent.

Ms. Boswell: But you don't see legislation
being effective on thisissue?

Sen. Moore: | doubtit. I think it’ sthe state of
society. | don't think legislation can do
anything. It’s like, what can you do about a
water shortage? Not much. Well, thisis out
of control too, and | don't think legislation
will change people. And then, how can you
legislate against drive-by shootings?



CHAPTER 9

CAMPAIGNS AND THE
PARTY SysTEM

Ms. Boswell: Now tell me, would you really
have run again this next time?

Sen. Moore: No. | said in 1990, this is the
last time. | told the committee, one moretime,
and | jokingly said, “That will give me .500
batting average, which wasfour winsand four
losses.” Y ou know, my opponentshit mevery
hard, last campaign. | had a tremendous
opponent. One-third my age, charismatic,
good talker, and they ran ads every week for
months. Dan Evans would sign one. Slade
Gorton would sign one. Norm Maeng would
sign one. Eikenberry would sign one, and
Kraabel, the president of the city council, just
beating up on me, week after week. So, he
had a good shot at it. He spent a quarter of a
million.

Ms. Boswell: What was his name?

Sen. Moore: Andy McLauchlan. He spent
$250,000, and | think | spent $280,000 or
$290,000. Pretty ridiculousfor ajob that pays
$25,000. And pretty ridiculous to put that
much money on a horse with no future.

Ms. Boswell: Well, hardly. That’'s not your
reputation.

Sen. Moore: Thank you.

Ms. Boswell: What was the factor that made
the difference in that election?

Sen. Moore: | always believed in sizing up
the opponent. He started in May, going after
me. We never responded. My supporters
were getting desperate by July. August,
they’re out of their minds. September
primary, | only beat him by 100 or 200 votes.
There werejust the two of us going head-to-
head. By October, | hated to answer the
phone. My friends and allies are already
despairing. “When are you going to do
something?’ Well, thismay bealittle crude,
but | always believein allowing the opponent
to become emboldened by taking his best
blows, getting him into the teepee before
letting him see the tomahawk. | want to get
them in close quarters. And he kept
becoming bolder and bolder, and beginning
to make some pretty outrageous statements,
al the while hiding behind Evans and all
these good-government types.

Then, inthelast two and ahalf weeks, we
counterattacked. He made a terrible mistake
in the campaign. When people get extremely
confident, they sometimes do that. Hewas so
sure of himself, and their poll showed that he
was quite afew points ahead of me. So he put
out a brochure showing himself shooting a
basket.

It was the clumsiest whiting-out job you
ever saw on hisjersey, all across the front of
it. You could even see the lumps sticking out.
So, we seized on that. “What is Andy trying
to hide?’ That became the theme. Of course,
what he was doing was trying to make it
appear that he' d played in Seattle, because he
maintained that his grandfather was a Sezttle
minister, and hisfather was a Seattle minister.
Offhand, | said, “1 wonder if anybody in his
family has ever earned an honest living?’ Of
course that infuriates some people, but | felt
good about saying it—it was a Vic Meyers
shot.



CAMPAIGNS AND THE PARTY SysTEM

117

Ms. Boswell: So, he was claiming to have
played basketball in Seattle?

Sen. Moore: He let it appear that he was a
Seattle boy. He was from Longview, and it
said Lumberjacks on the jersey. So, that’s
what we built the campaign on.

Therewere other thingsthat wewoveinto
that. What is hetrying to hide? And then, we
had a guy—we called him the “French
Underground”—who appeared out of
nowhere. He went down one day to Andy’s
headquarters, and he said, “You know, I'm
really interested in Andy’ scampaign. I’ m new
here and | don’t know the candidates.”

Andy’s father was the only one in the
office that day, and he gave our guy the
literature, who then says, “Well, what's in
those boxes over there?’

“Oh,” Andy’ sfather says, “ That’ sthe stuff
that’ s yet to be used. I'll give you those.”

S0, he gave our guy everything that was
to be used, Andy’s entire mail plan! So, our
stuff arrived the same day as his mailings.
When he hit me, we had our rebuttal in the
same mailing!

Ms. Boswell: Pretty clever, I'd say.

Sen. Moore: That guy would be aguy to be
with in the underground.

Ms. Boswell: Would some people consider
that sort of a dirty campaign, or not? How
would you define adirty campaign?

Sen. Moore: | think adirty campaigniswhen
youjust outright lie about somebody. Say they
say you areaCommunist, and you' re no more
aCommunist than Buffalo Bill. Lying, | think
isdirty. | think if your opponent has a child
who is sixteen, and already has four DWISs, |
think that’s bad to use in a campaign. It has
nothing to do with your opponent’ s ability.

Ms. Boswell: So, family or personal attacks?

Sen. Moore: Yes. | understand what you're
saying. Innuendo isborderline, and that’ swhat
wewere doing. But, people began to wonder,
what did he white out? It was* L umberjacks’
of Longview. All the time, he wants to leave
the impression that he’'s from Seattle. Now,
which is the dirtiest? His misleading the
people, or me whacking him? | don’t know. |
think a case can be made for him and against
him, and for and against me.

Ms. Boswell: Isitfair to say “that’ spolitics?’
Isthat politics?

Sen. Moore: That's certainly a segment.
Unfortunately, it's become well over half the
campaign, now. Television’s changed the
whole thing a lot. You look good on TV,
you've got aleg up.

Ms. Boswell: Doyouuse TV at al?

Sen. Moore: | didlast time. Because we had
so much money, | just thought, “Well, guess
we'll do that, too.” One of our people wanted
to have me go on one of those cable stations.
So, we ran about 300 spots.

Ms. Boswell: How effective do you think that
was?

Sen. Moore: We had onewhere | was shown
catching aFrisbeewhilel’mwalking fast. And
then it shows me striding off really fast, and
going down some steps, hippity-hop, to
counteract theideathat I’'msoold | should be
bronzed.

Ms. Boswell: Is age afactor?
Sen. Moore: No.

Ms. Boswell: Wasthat brought up alot or not?
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Sen. M oor e: It was brought up when Murray
ran. He brought it up, and the senior citizens
went crazy. Unsolicited by us, they went down
and camped in hisofficeand wouldn’t get out.
He ran an editorial four years later saying |
wastoo old. Of course, | wasfour years older
then, and they werefour yearsolder, and they
went wild again. Gave him aterrible workout.

Ms. Boswell: | amost got theimpression that
you used your age asamost an advantage that
set you apart. “I’m going to be the oldest
freshman in the Legislature.” That seemed to
be something that caught peoples’ attention,
not asanegative at al. Isthat fair?

Sen. Moore: Well, of course, at that time, |
wasayoung sixty-six. If I'd had ahairpiece, |
could have been forty-six. | was kind of a
model for older people. If he can do it, look
what our guy can do, sort of thing.

Ms. Boswell: The History of Washington is
what they use in many of the high schools,
and in there they made the statement that
Washington people vote for the man, not the
party. It's been proven because of these
interesting switches, and because of the fact
that somebody may be voted in as governor,
but whoever is elected for President may be
of atotaly different party. Would you say
that’ s the case?

Sen. Moore: | would say so, although in the
thirties, the big slogan was “Vote "er
Straight”—straight Democrat. The
Republicansdidn’t get elected. Now, whether
that was Roosevelt pulling them all along, or
whether the country wanted to get on with
change in ’32, a chance to mature, I’'m not
sure. The proposition that there is
independence among the voters here has been
true, certainly since 1940. GOP Art Langlie
was elected. Democratic Legislature.
Democrat Mon Wallgren was elected, and two

years later he had the wildest Republican
group imaginable on his hands. Langlie was
elected in ’48, still had to grapple with a
Democratic Legidature. And when Rosellini
camein, hedid have pretty solid control. But,
ever since then, Evans had to grapple with a
Democratic Legislature on both sides, both
Houses. Dixy viewed herself as a Democrat,
and in a sense she was, but she did not
represent the mainstream of the Democratic
Party. She had to grapple with a Legislature
that was unfriendly.

For the party system to be effective in a
democracy, there must be party discipline.
With the advent of the initiative/referendum
system, and the open primary system in
Washington, political parties were weakened.
With that evolution, discipline all but
vanished. Sinceanyone canfileasaDemocrat
or Republican or anything else, it has become
away of lifeinthe Legislatureto declareyour
party affiliation, not on ideology, but on
demographics. So people run to get elected,
not necessarily to follow the party positions.
To me, itisridiculousthat the party platform
is not written by elected legislators, but by
the party mechanisms, two totally different
entitieswhoserelationship at bestiscivil, and
at worst, awink and a nod.

Ms. Boswell: What do you mean by party
mechanisms?

Sen. Moore: Oh, the county or the state
chairman appoints people to a party platform
committee, and they write the platform. But,
you know, their thinking is not necessarily
representative of their legislative members.
It's my belief that more often than not, the
members of the platform committee are out
of touch with the voters as well. They’'re
coming out of party clubs, and they don’t
know what’ sgoing oninthedistrictswith the
average person. As an example, if | had to
choose between attending the Thirty-sixth
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District Democrat Club or the Norwegian
Commercial Club, the latter would have won
out.

S0, you know, the party platform doesn’t
mean as much to elected officials, and why
should it? There's no party discipline. It is
difficult for the leadership to work
constructively. The mavericksin each caucus
forcetheleader in each caucusto pamper their
agenda. Of course, when you are in the
majority, the leader hasthe power to designate
chairmanships, which can be used to keep
peoplein line. Although | am afree spirit and
rather outspoken, | do believe in party
discipline, and my record of following the
majority/minority leader is solid. | believe if
we don’t hang together, we will hang
separately.

The only time the party is any kind of a
vehicle is in presidential years, when they
select the candidate for president. And that is
now being eroded by al of the presidential
primaries. So the party doesn’'t even have that
much to say on that any more. In general,
whoever spends the most money wins the
primary.

You see, I'm a fan of the party system,
but it svery difficult, asl said, whereyou have
open primaries. Anybody can run. Look at the
people in the Legislature from such assorted
spectrums in both parties. More so in the
Democratic Party. They have some very
conservative types in the Democratic Party;
they also have some very liberal types. Well,
that wouldn’t work in any other country. The
party should pick the candidates. The public
isnot well-informed enough, and they are not
that interested in becoming informed.

Ms. Boswell: Do you think that’ salong-term
thing, or do you think it’s sort of cyclical?

Sen. Moore: No. It'slong term, and getting
more so. When | was twenty-five to forty,
people were anxious to be precinct

committeemen. You had something to say.
Today, you have nothing to say. They arejust
kind of a straw organization out there, and |
think it's a shame. But it can’t be otherwise,
so long as the party people have no muscle.

Ms. Boswell: Why do you say that?

Sen. Moore: Whenyou get severa candidates
running for governor, the party’ snot going to
take any partinthe primary. They’ regoing to
sit it out, and perhaps properly, so winners
arenot beholdento the party. They raised their
own money, their friends elected them, their
charisma el ected them, or whatever, so that’s
why it will not change. It won't get any better.

Ms. Boswell: Where does that |ead—the end
of the parties, or not?

Sen. Moor e | rather think so. | feel wewould
be better off if we had three or four parties.

Asitisnow, look at Perot. Mr. Nobody.
What did he get, a quarter of the vote or
something? Doesn’t that tell you that they’re
ready for a third, fourth party? | think so.
They’retired of us.

Ms. Boswell: Arethemajor partiesnow doing
anything to try to stave that off?

Sen. Moore: No. They don't seeit. And, do
you think that if wewereto put ontheballot a
return to the closed primary, where the party
selectsthem, do you think that initiative would
go?Down, down, down. No, | think the parties
will get weaker.

And one of the worst things are
presidential primaries. That’ staking whét little
they haveleft in most states. Now, it’ sgetting
to be a media event. “Why don’'t we have a
block of states? We'll have it in January, so
we'll befirst, or, we' Il wait 'till July and we'll
be the last.” Who pays any attention to the
platform?1f you paid attention to the platform,
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you'’ d never get elected. | endorsethe platform
because I’'m in a district where | could do
amost anything, and Virginia and | are in
touch with the voters, all kinds of voters.

Ms. Boswell: How much of that is the fault
of the party leaders, whether they’re at the
county or state, or even national, level? Are
they the ones that are missing the boat?

Sen. Moore: | think they know what’s going
on, but they can’t stem the tide. There's no
way. Just like if you put something on the
ballot to return to theway | think it should be,
it goes down five to one. If | think the party
should select me as the candidate and they
don’'t want me, | can go out and start a new
party. Fair enough.

Ms. Boswell: Wasthe party helpful toyouin
your legidative races? 1974, ' 76?

Sen. Moore: It’s my opinion, without
answering directly, that parties can hurt your
campaigns. How much they can help you is
open to question. | could have done better, in
1986 and 1990, if | had the money they spent
on organizing volunteers, manning a
headquarters, etc. We could have presented
more of a united front. As it was, the party
was almost competing for the spotlight among
themselves. In al fairness, does anyone pay
attention to a party campaign headquarters
with volunteers answering phone calls,
stuffing envelopes with material most people
don’'t even open? No! With campaigns being
mechani zed, the mailings are done by mailing
companies. The old days of campaigning are
over.

Now, who pays any attention to asample
ballot where all the Democrats are in big
letters, and all the Republicans are in small
letters? | think that’s insulting to people. |
opposed slanted sample ballots when | was
county chairman. And yet, that’ stheir idea of

acampaign. It sthesameasit’ sbeen for fifty
years. They haven't had anew ideain along
time.

Ms. Boswell: Isyour argument that they can
be hurtful or detrimental, based on your recent
experience, or arethere other experiencesthat
lead you to think that they’ re more harmful,
their harm can hurt you more than their help
can help you?

Sen. Moore: What you have is a district
chairman beating the precinct committeemen
over the head to get them to deliver sample
ballots, and to stuff envelopes, and a whole
lot of things that are outmoded. | think they
could better use the resources tying in with
individual campaignsdirectly. Y ou have two
prongs going out in the samedirection. If you
have a good campaign, it’d be better to have
the party in thetent than outside. No candidate
wantsto get in the tent because the popul arity
of the partiesis at such alow ebb. The party
has little status.

Ms. Boswell: So, if you want to have an
impact on the political scene in Washington,
where would you go? What would you do? If
the parties are that ineffective, and you have
an issue or philosophy that you want to
promote, where would you go?

Sen. Moore: Say you want a single-payer
health plan. We're talking now about an
individual. Well, you go to somebody in the
Legidlature. Y ou get them to carry the torch
for you.

Ms. Boswell: That’s interesting. If we're
talking about the lack of legislators' interest
in the party platform, why bother? Why do
they go through that process, then?

Sen. Moore: Why do they have a platform?
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Ms. Boswell: Yes.

Sen. Moore: It'slikeasmall townthat hasa
1.0.0.F. hall. They probably should have quit
fifty years ago, but they don’t know how to
quit. They don’'t know how to turn in their
charter. There are just a few old people
hanging around, there’ sno new blood. | think
it's the same thing. Organizations outgrow
their usefulness. Asl pointed out earlier: why
work for the party when all the goodiesarein
the hands of the winning candidate?

Ms. Boswell: Do you think that will change?

Sen. Moore: No. | think what will happen in
the next twenty-five years in this country is
that people are going to get awfully tired of
Congress and state legislatures. | think
somebody will come along, a demagogue. It
could be a saleable Perot, and he'll sweep the
country off its feet, and he will bring
prosperity. Everybody will be working. It'll
be hard on people that don’'t think the new
party line. It will not beunlikeHitler. It won't
be as brutal, although it may. | can visualize
twenty-five years, maybe sooner, a big
movement against gays, and perhaps other
nonconformists. It may very well make
McCarthyism seem mild indeed.

Ms. Boswell: Are you talking about the
ascendancy of what some people might call
the “religious right?’

Sen. Moore: | don't think it will take that
form. | think they have abad name, too. | think
the religious right is, right now, about where
theleft wing of the Democratic party wasfifty
yearsago. | think both extremesare not going
to be acceptable. Thereisgoing to be a new
extreme that comes right out of the middle,
but it’s going to be extreme. Y ou will march
toarigid tune. Wewill hear, “Thisisthetune
the forefathers meant, not what’ s been going

on. Y ou don’t want any more of that, do you?’
| think both parties, at that point, succumb.

Ms. Boswell: A slightly scary scenario, |
would say. Y ou don’t have much optimism, |
takeit?

Sen. Moore: Did you ever see athing called
a“histomap?’ It sabout afoot wide, and about
four or five feet long. Hangs on the wall. All
different colorsof culturesstarting with 2,000
B.C. Egypt, which had half theworld' spower,
and tracing by centuries when power and
wealth shifted during the next 4,000 years. It
showsin these confineswho was powerful for
what period, and there are dates along side.
The United States is just going to be a little
blip in there because things move faster now.
The United States probably reached its zenith
about 1970. Our arrogance only hastens our
vulnerability. | think, if 1 were to draw a
histomap, | would be moving us off to theside
a little bit, and | would show Japan, India,
Central and South America, and China,
gaining alittlein the last few years. The rest
of them are pretty static, except for China.
China has a big bulge that’s coming, and it
will crowd everybody for a while until
something else happens.

We are likely to roll along until an
overpopulation crisisstrikes. Thefact that we
are now periodically encountering water
shortages should dictate that we are planning
for the future. Quite to the contrary. Except
for Senator Karen Fraser, no one takes the
water shortage as an omen of the future
serioudly. Pollution of air, water, and land is
now at theturning point. Weeither put in place
an orderly process using a 100 year plan for
water, air, sewer, and other public needs or
continue as we are, doing little or nothing.

| think we have peaked out. A question
that has recurred frequently during these
sixteen years is where the state, the United
States, and the world, were and are headed.
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Taking the state first, the trend toward
suburban living grew faster than the
infrastructure could accommodate. Planning
isalmost un-American. Sowithlittle planning,
urban sprawl has been the order of the period.
But the computer age brought businessto the
suburbs which helped the tax base, which
made for better streets, schools, and
everything we have grownto feel isnecessary
to our lives.

For sixty years, the Republicans have
talked about saving America for their
grandchildren, but how many times do they
vote for planning or the environment? My
guessisthat littlewill be planned and western
Washington will be as unattractive in fifty
yearsasit wasattractivefifty yearsago. Look
what we did to the best farm land in the state.
TheKent valley isnow paved, and that didn’t
happen before we knew better. San José
paving firms had already ruined that valley’s
farm economy. We paid no attention to that
prime example.

The United States is just beginning a
cultural shock as we move from our claim to
being the greatest, to one of several—perhaps
many—countries sharing world leadership. |
feel | livedinthe golden age of thewhite man.
When | started my sixty years in the work
force, the only competition came from other
white males. Werel starting out now, with no
college degree—and maybe with one—I’d
face women and minorities. When | started,
women largely were expected to marry and
stay home. Their job opportunities were
largely limited to K-12 teaching, nursing,
stenography, being areceptionist, and waiting
tables. So as | progressed, little stood in my
way toward advancing to better pay, better
working conditions, and a good life. Today
al that is changed, and for the better, with
more equal opportunity.

And this means the white man—
generically speaking—must come to grips
with thefact that knowledge and emotionsare

not hisfield alone. If whites can accommodate
to the changing structure of the world, they
can survive. But, should we continue on our
present “whites are born to rule” course, we
are doomed. It is my hope that through
intermarriage we can, in a few generations,
be of more or less the same color. At least
that will eliminate one area of prejudice.

| had an interesting thing happen. When |
was ten years old, people used to say, “Well,
I’m going to send my child to college so he
won't havetowork likel’ veworked.” Do you
know, in the sixties, | heard somebody say,
“My child is going to college, so he won't
have to work.” That’ s thirty-five, forty years
later. | think there’ smore of that out therethan
you think. That’s why they all want to be
brokers or work for the government.

Ms. Boswell: Do they think they actually
don’'t have to work, then?

Sen. Moore: Yes.

Ms. Boswell: That's not why you became a
broker, isit?

Sen. Moore: | became a broker because |
needed the money. But, | did so many other
thingswhile | was being abroker, that it kind
of salved my conscience for being a broker. |
know one, two, | know three ethical brokers,
and | probably know 200 brokersall together.
Three out of 200 is not very good.

Ms. Boswell: No, it doesn’'t seem like it.
Talking about awork ethic, and tying it back
to the party, | had a conversation with Bob
Greive, and he has a really interesting
perspective on partiesaswell. My sensefrom
him was that, it’s not so much the party
platform or even party philosophy, it'sjust a
majority ruling the system, and keeping that
system going, but having the power to
dominatethe system. Wherethe party fitsinto
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that, is that this is where you get all your
recruits to build a coalition which will allow
you to rule, essentially. That may not befair,
and it certainly isasimplification, but maybe
there’s some truth to it.

Sen. Moor e; SoundslikeBob, and | don’t find
fault with that.

Ms. Boswell: I’'mthinking about all the hordes
of workers, doorbellers, and the people who
are at the base of a party, or at least of the
base of acampaign to help whoever it iswin.
Isthat really going by the wayside, too, asthe
parties weaken? This kind of core of people
who will get out there and work for a
candidate?

Sen. Moore: | think so. Mediaisgoing to take
over initsplace. See, in order to bean effective
precinct committeeman, you must, and | mean
must, circulate in your precinct all the time.
Y ou’ ve got to know everybody. They haveto
regard you, maybe not as brilliant, maybe not
even halfway smart, but as a sincere person
who will help them.

You have a developmentally disabled
child, three years old, and the precinct
committeeman should be acquainted with that
person, and say, “Why don’t | cometoday and
stay with your child whileyou get aday off?’
WEéll, you know damn well they’re probably
goingto votefor your candidate. But, wedon't
do that any more. Most of the committeemen
that | know are not active in anything.

The other way that a precinct
committeeman can do it isto be active in an
organization, and earn the respect of the
people in that organization. It is not enough
to just join and belong. If you are a precinct
committeeperson, bel onging to anon-political
group—Ilike a community club, service club,
socia club, etc.—is in itself not enough to
acquirerespect and status. In any organization
those who volunteer to do the tough jobs—

membership, finance, program—these are
commitments other members notice and

respect.

Ms. Boswell: Does that commitment to the
tough jobs, to personal contact, still happen
with legislators in terms of their districts?
Agan, | get the sense that in the past, you
have anetwork inyour district that if anything
happens, you help those people, whatever it
might be. Does that still happen, or is that
gone, too?

Sen. Moore: | think it’s happening less than
it did fifteen years ago. But, not a whole lot
less. The problem now is, that there are
assorted outlets for you. There is your
legislator. There is the talk show. There are
ways that the politician gets diluted by other
things. So, | think that it may have leveled
out. There will aways be a few people like
me who know they don’'t have the talent to
project, or the force to project, their ideas
across in a saleable manner, so they rely on
taking care of people's problems. There'll
always be some like that. And, believe you
me, the constituent-oriented person is
important. He or sheisthe only link between
the voter and the bureaucracy.

It works so well in our district, because |
relieved Helen Sommers of much of the
constituent problems. They liked and
respected Helen, but Virginiaand | were the
oneswho largely took care of their problems.
And so, in spite of the fact that they didn’'t
havetherespect for methat they had for Helen,
they’d still vote for me because | was acting
like what | suggest a precinct committeeman
should be, on a larger scale. Now, as these
districtsget larger—you see, | had only 60,000
people when | was elected, and now | have
100,000—it’s getting almost too big for that
personal touch anymore. But westill keep the
door open to friend and foe alike.
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Ms. Boswell: Did you find that even now,
with all the publicity, that you still get
requests, and hear of problems?

Sen. Moore: Yes. They still write. They still
phone. My phone rings in here, and Jim
Hughes picks it up every day and solves the
ones that he can, tells me about the ones that
he thinks | need to know about—but he still
tells me about all the ones he' s doing.

Ms. Boswell: Do most of the legislators in
today’ s Legidlature lack that personal touch?

Sen. Moore: | think it's an inverse ratio to
their egos. The ones with giant egos—take at
a congressional-level somebody we both
know, Norm Dicks—his ego needs
gratification al the time. It needs to be on a
grand scale. But Norm is equally interested
in people who lose their food stamps or
whatever. As the districts get larger, more
people in them, | think that kind of
gratification will bewhat drives people. | got
enough gratification out of straightening out
the bureaucracy when some snafu had taken
place. That's all | want. In fact, | think |
mentioned beforethat | never sought publicity.
| didn’t want it, and | was disappointed that |
was unable to escape.

Ms. Boswell: Thelast burst of it?
Sen. Moore: Yes.

Ms. Boswell: Interms of party participation,
what about the whole notion of having afund
to help other legidators?

Sen. Moore: | think it's appropriate. Some
members can’t raise money. | spent more on
a campaign than anybody ever has, and
probably may ever. | can raise money without
trying. Talmadge' stalentsdon’t raise money.
He's raised only $10,000 or $15,000 for the

state Supreme Court, which makes me sick.

Ms. Boswell: What about the line there in
terms of ethics? | suppose a part of it is your
definition of what ethicsis. Can you crossthe
line there by raising this money and doling it
out, or getting people to vote with you, or go
along with you on certain issues, because
you' ve contributed to their campaign or done
some other favor for them?

Sen. Moore: It looks different to everyone. |
suppose it is a little like the Christian who
says, “1 am my own person. I’m not going to
be part of this group.”

“Well, what’ s going to motivate you?’

“The Lord.” Well, you take any five
people, and you'll have a hard time getting
them to agree on what it was the Lord really
wanted. So, even those so-called purists
interpret God' s will as they want to interpret
it. Some say, “Turn the other cheek.” Some
say, “An eye for an eye.” Both right. Both
wrong. Then there is a situation in which an
ardent “dry” would never own abar, but would
rent space in his building to a bar and collect
a percent of the sales—I encountered thisin
my own life experience!

So, | think the important thing is to get
elected, but | never ran adirty campaign. I’'ve
been in some, but | never participated. | did
send two checks back last time. One from the
telephone company. They had supported my
opponent, then wanted to “tip” me after the
campaign wasover. | forget who the other one
was. Y ou accept whatever it takesin theline
of money to get elected. No amount canreally
buy your vote.

Ms. Boswell: If an organization, like the
telephone company, gives you money—you
explained the situation in that case—but what
do they normally expect in return? Do they
expect anything?
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Sen. Moore: They expect to get in the door.
They expect to get afair hearing and some of
them, afew of them, figure that you owethem,
but not very many. They’re just paying their
dues to be able to get a seat at the table so
they can explain their position.

Ms. Boswell: What about |obbyists? Did you
find that thefirmsor the groupsthat are bigger,
that havelobbyistsand also contribute, do they
expect something? Isthat any different?

Sen. Moore: Yesand no. My all-timelargest
contributor wasthe public employees, but they
knew from before| waselected that | wastheir
advocate. So all they were doing was electing
their friend, who was such a believer that if
there had been athird of the money or atenth
of the money, he would have still been there.
“We've got to save him, so we're going to
give him whatever it takes to keep him—get
there and stay there.”

Why does Weyerhaeuser support certain
people, and not support me? Because | think
Weyerhaeuser was too slow to get the news
on reforesting, and then they sought to plant
trees that weren’t indigenous. They planted
treesthat would grow fast, maybe didn’t help
theerosion or thefauna. But they have people
who believetotally in Weyerhaeuser, so they
support Weyerhaeuser strongly.

Thentherearegroupslikethefiremenand
the police. | support the firemen and police
strongly, always have. Gradually, down
through the years, they became more
supportive because of my position.

Y ou’ re going to see abig change now with
term limits. Buying and selling of legislators
is going to be a very well-honed business. |
believe that you will see big entities, whether
they belabor, or business, or others, will have
their own candidates.

Ms. Boswell: So you do seethat therewill be
more, literally, control by special interests?

Sen. Moore: Oh, absolutely. And all thistalk
about, well, they won’t be in long enough to
cause any damage, | wouldn’t count on it.
Think: if aperson’sin just eight years, he'd
like ajob after he’'s out. Y ou're going to see
more people getting jobs, as a result of this
business, than now exists. What’ swrong with
professional politicians? It’'s a revered field
in some countries, but here character
assassination is the name of the game.

Ms. Boswell: Are there really, truly corrupt
legislators? Were there some when you were
serving?

Sen. Moore: WEell, how corrupt is corrupt? |
don’'t know. | think, maybe, I might have
known three or four that might qualify. But,
if you are amember and head of aunion, and
through legislation you' re able to fatten your
union members up, or protect them from
something or other, and you end up getting a
pay raise from $40,000 to $60,000, is that
corrupt? | don’t know.

I’ ve probably mentioned it before, but I'm
not abig believer in good government. | think
good government, very often, isthe expensive
way out. Purity does not necessarily mean
competence. Purity isawonderful thing. That
congressman from lowa, Leach, is pure, but
asto a contribution to the general welfare of
humanity, | don’t see much.

Ms. Boswell: But you' re not saying anything
goes, either.

Sen. Moore: No. | can think of an
improvement that | would make here. | would
do away with the transportation commission.
I’d put it back in the hands of the governor
where there's some accountability. But, you
know who loves it the way it is? The
contractors. And when the recipients love
something too much, you’ d better take another
look. It can be a cozy arrangement now.
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Ms. Boswell: We've talked a little bit about
your sense of the declining role of the party,
but why isthat happening? The party used to
be the end all. Why has that come about?

Sen. M oore: Well, thereisno patronagefor a
state chairman or acounty chairman anymore.
Thereused to beasaying in upstate New Y ork,
“Money makes the mare go,” and they had a
pictureof ahorse onthiscoin. It wasamayora
campaign, hence the play on words, and to
the victor belong the spoils. Now, there is
nothing in it for a precinct committeeman,
except zeal ousness, love of the game, but they
just don't have anything that they can dole
out to help anybody—zero influence.

Look at Lowry’s appointments. They
don’t come from the ranks. They come from
business, labor, education, alot of fields, but
they don’t come from the ranks of the
Democratic party. And the same was true of
Spellman, Gardner, Dixy, and Evans, and so
on. Evans was a little more patronage-
oriented. | believe hetook care of hisfriends.
Sincethat time, there’ sbeen very little of that.

The governors all seemed to be a little
frightened, so they reach out and try to get
thisgroup mollified by appointing one of them
to the Parole Board, the Liquor Board or to
some environmental group. So, there’s not
anything that comesfrom the party and there’s
nothing that goesinto the party. It’ sastructure
that serves a purpose to nominate a president.

We' ve been around 200 years plus now,
and there are only two parties. England has
three. Other countries have multiple parties.
The power structurethat controlsthe economy
of the United States, and controls the
institutions, whether they be religious or
economic, want two parties. They don’t want
three parties. Three parties could be quite
embarrassing, or could disrupt the present
system, which they have mastered. I1t’d make
their life more complicated. It is true, when
you look at Congress, and look at the U.S.

Senate, there isn’t that much difference
between the parties. So, the power structure
in this country owns both parties. You and I,
and others, like to think that there's aliberal
group, and we're proud to be in it, or a
conservative group, and we're proud to bein
it, but actually, you don’t see very much of a
progressive nature, or a regressive nature,
going through Congress. Maybe that’ s good.
But I’'m not of that persuasion.

The thoughtful, disenchanted citizen
should be afforded a place to go to protest
both parties. |, for many years, when United
Airlines was the dominant coastal carrier,
alwaysgave my businessto Western Airlines
just to keep UAL aware of the competition.
Not that | disliked UAL, but it is good to
have competition; and so it is with politics.
Minor partiestend to affect the major parties
with their ideas. Were | in England, | doubt
I’d votethe Liberal Party, but | quietly enjoy
their continued viability. The dissatisfied
“Brit” can register positive disapproval of
both Labor and Conservative Parties by
voting “Liberal.”

In our country, we protest by not voting.
Wildman Ross Perot gave these voters a
choice, and they did respond.

Ms. Boswell: Okay. Thismay bethelast day
of the session, think so?

Sen. Moore: | think so.

Ms. Boswell: What does that make you think
about, now? Is there anything nostalgic or
that’s particularly hitting you as this last day
comes?

Sen. Moore: Nothing ever hits me when |
leave. | don’t know what it isabout me. | don’t
think | did the best | could have done these
sixteen years. When | look at Vognild and
Talmadge, | think my work was minimal. |
think | could have done better. | don’t know
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quite how, but when | look at their achieve-
ments—you know, nobody understands that
unemployment compensation business like
Vognild. He sbeen ableto work compromises
for the good of the taxpayers and the employ-
ees. Just alot of things.

Talmadge, of course, you know, hisefforts
are gargantuan. Homeric, they’ re so vast, over
such avast array of issues.

I’ ve cast some deciding votes. | had avote
that people thought was a hard vote for me,
but I've never had a hard vote, so | don't
understand why people think there are any.
This was one which was a matter of whether
or not the State Investment Board should
divest themselves of South African
connections, and | decided that | would vote
against divestiture, in spite of the fact that it
was billed as acivil rightsissue.

Ms. Boswell: So that was, at least from the
outside, wasatoughissue, but you knew what
you had to do there?

Sen. Moore: | either go with the civil rights
people and get off the board, or stay. | waited
and decided | really had more importance to
the board than thisissue. Plus, the fact that it
was kind of a specious issue to begin with.
Do you think General Motors cares whether

the State Investment Board sells their stock
in General Motors? They’ re selling it to some
other investor. It’ snot new money that’ sgoing
to build anew General Motors plant in South
Africaor some such.

Plus, how do you trace capital? It’s not
easy when you’'re dealing in cash or
equivalents. A lot of things could be donethat
could help the South African economy, but
could violate the spirit of that vote if | had
voted with the civil rights people. So, it
couldn’t beaspure aseverybody really wanted
it to be.

You know, | recall that after I’d been in
officefor ayear or so, | asked Martin Durkan,
“How would you rate me asasenator?’ After
ashort pause he said, “Y ou’re ajourneyman
senator.” | could hardly wait for himto leave
so | could look for “journeyman” in the
dictionary. | accepted the definition as
accurate: A competent but undistinguished
worker.

Ms. Boswell: You’'re minimizing your
achievements. Tell me, don’t you think your
constituents were generally happy with your
performance?

Sen. Moor e: Eventoday, I'll never know, but
| think I could have won again.
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| DEOLOGY, CONVICTIONS,
AND DoGmA

Ms. Boswell: | wanted to ask about your
involvement with the capital punishment
issue.

Sen. Moore: I’ ve always been opposed, and
my view was strengthened when | read an
essay by Camuson capital punishment. | was
mightily impressed. But, | had always
thought it was terrible to kill anything, so it
was an easy step for me. Albert Rosellini was,
| think, intellectually opposed to capital
punishment. That’swhere it started.

He brought out a fellow who was about
to retire from the Michigan penal system. |
wasin the governor’ s office the day hegot a
phone call from Soapy Williams, governor
of Michigan, who said, “I’ ve got thisguy and
he just might fit your ticket.” So, Garrett
Heyns came out here and Albert hired him
right away. He was violently opposed to
capital punishment. He'd been in the penal
system forever. Turned out that Bobby J.
Rhay who was the warden at Walla Walla
State Prison didn’t think much of capital
punishment, either.

| became—I don’'t know whether | was
chairman or vice chairman of the Committee
to Abolish Capital Punishment. There were
just a handful of us. We had a bill in every
time to abolish it, and it was aways killed
by John O’Brien in the House. One day,

Garret Heyns and | were talking. | said, “I
don’t think we're ever going to pass this
legislation, but what would you think if we
went to the governor and said, ‘ Governor,
what would you think if somebody called you
and asked for clemency? Would you commute
their sentence to life imprisonment? What
would you think of that?" Heyns thought,
“Yeah, we' vetried other ideasand failed.” So
that was done, and asaresult, only one person
was hanged in twenty years under Rosellini
and Evans, and that one called and said, “Hang
me.” Therest of them called and said, “Don’t
hang me.” S0, a purpose was accomplished.

Intellectually, 1 am absolutely still as
strong against capital punishment asever. But
what do you do with guys like Charles
Campbell?1 don’t want people, in spite of the
fact that they made people suffer, to die. |
don'tlikean eye-for-an-eyeapplication. When
does it end? Hatfields and McCoys! But, if
you give them an injection and they just goto
sleep, | think I’'m ready. | never thought |
would get to this point, but | may be closer
than I’ ve ever been.

| read something about Chinese
philosophy on capital punishment. When they
catch them, and they’ve done a bad deed,
whether it’'s rape or murder, or whatever,
BANG, you're gone. “We know it doesn’t
deter these crimes, but that guy won't do it
again.” That's the Chinese attitude. It's a
confusing area. Difficult, | think, for most
people. And it’s not easy for me to al of a
sudden decide that the Charles Campbells of
society should be singled out. Just where does
one draw the line—you die or you live.

Ms. Boswell: Do you think that society has
changed so that the kinds of violent crimes
are so much more broad-based? You don’t
have somebody that killsone person, you have
somebody who kills ten, or fifteen, or who
makes these other horrible crimesthat may or
may not have been thought of, even.
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Sen. Moore: There were epidemics before.
In the twenties, Winnie Ruth Judd, | believe
that was the person, she was big on killing
people and putting them in trunks and shipping
them someplace. Every time a trunk arrived
at arailroad station, people wondered.

But there were no serious, violent movies
inthe 1910sand 1920s. Bill Hart and cowboy
movies, but they always had a happy ending.
There was aways a bad guy in a black hat.
We live in a very ugly culture here in the
United States. We brag about our good works,
tryingtoignoreour violent side. | think it more
than a passing curiosity that no head of state
has been assassinated in England or Canada,
while we lost Lincoln, McKinley, and
Kennedy, to say nothing of the unexplained
death of Harding. Maybe, just maybe, easy
access to guns in the U.S. is contributory.
England and Canada have very few guns, and
there arelaws prohibiting ownership. Perhaps
they value life more than do we.

Some say there are 250 million guns in
this country. In some countries like Belgium,
Holland, they don’t have any guns. Who needs
them?

Ms. Boswell: So, is gun control the ultimate
answer, then?

Sen. Moore: Yes, including makingitillegal
to ownagun.

Ms. Boswell: Isthat ever going to get passed?

Sen. Moore: | doubt it. | think there's an
inherent fear in the United States that we are
not going to be first, therefore we must be
armed to provewe' refirst. Guns prove we're
right.

Ms. Boswell: And no hope of changing that?

Sen. Moore: | don’'t think so. Our majority
leader’s son was accidentally killed in the

family home with his father’s gun. Didn’t
cause arippledown here. Of course, we made
speeches, sent flowers, etc. I'm somewhat
discouraged about thelong-range view for the
United States. A society where everybody says
“TGIF” isin trouble, and it is replacing our
Bill of Rights as the code of our culture.

Ms. Boswell: It soundsto melike you aren’t
one of those people.

Sen. Moore: Well, I’'mdrivenby fear. That's
another thing. Nobody’s afraid anymore.
There's no fear of losing your job. “Oh, I'll
go on unemployment comp.” “ Something will
happen.” | was always scared of losing my
job. | was scared of being fired from Hotpoint.
That’s why | won the national sales contest
three out of the fiveyears| wasthere. Driven
by fear! | wasafraid | wasgoing to befired if
| didn’t comeinfirst. Securities, samething—
aways fearful I'd lose clients. And later, the
voters!

Ms. Boswell: Was that fear conditioned by
the Depression? By those years? Isit just the
generations that were too far removed from
that, or what?

Sen. Moore: | think that’s a good point. In
' 29 everything looked great that spring when
college graduates got jobs, and everyone
thought life was going to go on like that. And
then, | know alot of them werejust destroyed
by the Depression. | was seeing their
destruction all around me when | started to
work. Well, what happened to them? “This
isn’t theway it was supposed to be. Here | am
selling shoes, and | have acollege education,”
or “1 had this job with a brokerage firm or
insurance and now...” and they never
recovered. The expectations were too high,
and | think | was lucky to have started work
just at the right time—at the worst time.
Although | was scared, | thought, “Things
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can't get any worse,” so | borrowed money
my entirelife. Assoon as| wasableto borrow
$100, | borrowed it to buy something, and, of
course, what happened: automobiles have
gone from $600 to $12,000. A loaf of bread
went from ten cents to a dollar and a half or
two dollars. Butter and eggs, same thing.
Essentials were so cheap. So, | was buying
“things’ such as rare coins and real estate,
whatever it was, on borrowed money. | could
have been ruined but for the U.S. recovery
from 1935-40.

| was very lucky. | was somebody that
people may not haveliked, but they had akind
of a respect for me because | was never a
crying Charlie. | just kept working harder. |
was invited into that farm situation across
from Hanford because people knew | could
takeit if it didn’t work out. The other people
who were asked to come in were somewhat
like me, if they lost, they lost. They weren't
going to sue if it failed—it was just part of
life. Of course, thefarm worked out extremely
well.

Ms. Boswell: It sounds like you’ve been
somewhat of a gambler, then. From the land
experience on.

Sen. Moore: Oh, yes. I'm a risk-taker,
definitely. If you combine risk-taking with a
little depth, | think you really have money in
a better perspective, than if you're just
scrounging al the time.

A couple here in Olympia, the Carlton
Sears—he was a state senator—had a drug
store here. Heand hiswifeworked all thetime.
He went for years without any employees.
They worked themselveshard. Their goal was
to get one million dollars. They finally made
it, and died. No perspective. Nice, God-fearing
peoplewho did al theright things. | don’t do
all the right things, but | try not to hurt
anybody. | have a sharp tongue. Virginia
understands and accepts me as | am!

Ms. Boswell: On the issue of societal ills—
canyou legidate change, besidesgun control ?
We talked about violence, but what about
other problems?

Sen. Moore: You can sometimes. We'll use
civil rightsfor example. Whenwe put that first
little bill together in 1945, it really said
nothing. Let’s consider not beating up on
peopl e because of their race, color, creed, and
soon. But, afew yearslater, the City of Sesttle
was starting to pass ordinancesonfair housing
practices, whereif the housewasfor sae, they
had to sell it to anybody. We attached the
Public Accommodations Act, which meant
anyone could sleep in hotels. When Paul
Robeson came here, he couldn’'t sleep in a
hotel in Seattle. He had to stay with a black
family. He was the star in Othello. | went to
see Othello in the old Metropolitan Theater.
He was fabulous, but couldn’t get a hotel
room! So, you can give substance to things
by putting them in statute.

I’ve also tried for many years to have an
animal-cruelty bill. Finally, | became the
issue, not theanimals. It was Ray Moore, that
freak, after us farmers again. Never my
intention. But this time, Representative
Romero from the House, alegislator from here
in Olympia, wanted to promote it. | said,
“Godspeed. I’'m happy to have you do it.” |
was ableto help her through acouple of rough
spots. But basically, she did it all by herself.
Andwe passed an animal-rightshill. But, now
it's in a statute, and it’ll be easier to amend
that. Getting it on the books is the hard part.

Now, whether you make any long-range
change in people, | don’'t know. You might
affect another generation coming up, but
you’ re not going to affect the present one, you
know, the ones that want to use kittens as the
bait for hounds. Y ou’re not going to change
them, or the cock fighters. But, maybe, the
next generation might be affected. But it’ sthat
cruelty that existsin the United States that’s
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very bothersome to me. And we're critical of
bull fighting!

And, there’s so much hokum. When |
spent five monthsin France, | came away with
an admiration that | didn’t have when | went
there. They do alittle living every day. We,
here, wait for thegolden years. Well, I’ ve been
in the golden years for along time, and they
ain'tal they’recracked upto be. Theadsdon't
show the ravages of old age. | have the best
of all worlds. I’'m healthy. | have a great
spouse. We have just enough wherewithal, so
if we shop carefully and don’t buy expensive
automobiles, we're comfortable.

| know everybody thinks they have
perspective, but I think you have to have
perspective with reference to the food chain,
the delicate balances in nature. Y ou have to
be thoughtful of all the animals and people
that exist. Every once in a while, | say,
“Wouldn't it be a hell of a world if people
and animals respected each other and they’d
just go on generation after generation.” | think
it was Loren Eisley who said, “ The elephant
isfully developed. Theant isfully devel oped.
Manisfour percent developed.” And, thereis
an old proverb Mark Twain quoted that said,
“If aman seesastarving dog and feedsit, the
dog will be his friend for life. That is the
difference between manand dog.” | know it's
pretty cynical, but | think it’ san absolutetruth.

How many times do people who are
helped turn on their benefactor? | could be
upset when | think about the help that I've
given to our county chairman, and the good
things that I’ve done for the Thirty-sixth
District, before the matter of my residency
surfaced. They turnonyoujust likethat. They
can’t remember anything you did for them or
society. In a mild way, | know how Joan of
Arc felt! I’ve known this to be true since |
saw the GOP love Wendell Willkie and then
turn on him almost overnight.

Ms. Boswell: What would have been issues

this session that you would have gone on a
tear? That you would have argued vocally?

Sen. Moore: The pop tax. The beer tax. The
cigarettetax. You see, | don't believeintaxing
special groups for societal projects.

Talmadgeand |, close aswe are, disagree
on this. He believes in taxing beer, wine,
booze, and cigarettes, on the theory that they
are causing physical problems, and therefore
should pay for the health care plan. Not abad
argument.

| maintain that it's a societal issue, that
everybody needs health care, therefore
everybody should pay for it. Anyway, we got
in abig brouhaha over that. | just get up and
shout, and | don’t use very many words. |
don’t belabor anything, then| sit down. | think
| always underestimate myself a little bit,
because | notice people come up to me
afterward and say, “ Y ou did the right thing.”
And | notice one or two of them will switch
over and vote with me.

| always took on causes that were not in
vogue. | will not follow the mob. | won’t do
it. So, | took things on that perhaps weren't
yet acceptable and tried to push them.

But, you know, | have been credited
wrongly for aways being on the side of the
less fortunate. My theory isif people areill-
housed, ill-fed, unemployed and without
medical care, a revolution will erupt. Who
loses? Certainly not the“ have-nots.” Inevery
meaningful revolution the “haves’ lose.

Ms. Boswell: Interesting. And you just
mentioned animal rights as a big issue. How
did you come to care about that?

Sen. Moore: | read astory inthe New Y orker
about forty yearsago about awoman who was
married to avery rich man. | cannot remember
who it was. She decided that shewasgoing to
put a stop to the methods of slaughtering. |
had, when | wasten or eleven, goneto Chicago
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and lived there for three or four months with
my mother and father. My mother wanted me
to see everything, so we went to a
slaughterhouse, one of those big packing
houses. | can still see it. Terrible scene.
Terrified animals and unfeeling slaughterers.
This woman set about to try to have the
animals stunned with an el ectric shock, so they
didn’'t know what was happening. She had a
terrible fight on her hands. She pointed out
that something like thirty percent of the meat
is damaged in the death throes of an animal
flailing about. It was much better to die
peacefully so that they could save the meat.
She gave that practical approach. These
packing companies didn’t want to hear
anything about it.

| took that on as an issue too, and it lead
to animal rightsand animal protection. | don’t
know why animalsdon’t haverights. They’ve
got a heart. They have paws. They’ve got
teeth, eyes, like people. They should have
some rights. They should be granted some
rights and respect.

Finally, it got down to the point that 1'd
given away everything in the animal rights
bill. You can do anything you want to do to
animals in rodeos. There was nothing left in
that bill, but it was a start, and | think
Representative Romero can pick up from here.
In the next few years she can get some other
things attached to it.

Ms. Boswell: Y ou started that fairly early, that
animals-rights interest?

Sen. Moor e: Thirteen, fourteen years ago.

Ms. Boswell: What about the ACT Theatre?
That seemsvery different. How did that come
about?

Sen. Moore: A fellow came into my office
oneday, the brokerage office, and talked about
securities. | think wedid alittlebusiness. Then

oneday hecameinand said, “ Y ou know, I’'m
resigning a position at the University of
Washington. I’ ve been director of Drama.”

| said, “What are you going to do?’

He said with a smile, “Well, I'm
transferring theaters.”

| said, “A great idea. Seattle has been
called theintellectual dustbin of America, so
maybe it’s time we did something about it.”
Sir Thomas Beecham, the conductor of the
Seattle Symphony, said that about Seattle. So,
that fellow and | talked some more in the
ensuing weeks, and he asked me if | wanted
to be one of the founders. And, of course, |
accepted. But, like everything else | do, after
two or three years| went off of the board and
moved on to other things. I'd served as well
as| could, but when it succeeded, it wastime
for meto moveon. | don’t want to be agrand
old man of anything.

Ms. Boswell: Areyou adramafan?

Sen. Moore: No, I'mnot. My first wifeliked
it, and Virginialikesit too, but it’ sjust another
thing with me. | guess | like the symphony
best of all. Asfor opera, | can’t stand the sound
of the human voice. | like classical or semi-
classical music.

Ms. Boswell: Civil rightsisanother area, not
only civil legislation, but you were in the
Urban League.

Sen. Moore: Yes. | waspresident for acouple
of years.

Ms. Boswell: Tell me about that. You were
inthe urban leaguein apretty important time,
in terms of civil rights,

Sen. Moore: Yes, the Civil Rights Act had
just been passed a few years before, and we
were trying to attach the Public
Accommodations Act toit. A fellow cameto
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me, a black man, and said, “I’d like to see
you on the board, and I' d like to suggest you
to the nominating committee.” So, | was
flattered and said yes. So | was on the board,
and then a year or two later, | was chairman
or president, or whatever it was.

It was just after an exciting time. After
that first civil rights act was passed, ayear or
two went by, and the black people were quite
insistent that they get the opportunity for
significant jobs. No more of this janitor
business. Real jobs. | was sympathetic and |
wanted to help, so | went to the president of
Frederick and Nelson, Bill Street, and | said,
“This civil rights businessis the wave of the
future. There' s going to be more demand for
equality all thetime, and why don’t you think
of hiring somebody to work right out front in
Frederick and Nelson?” My theory is, always
start at the top instead of going to just any
department store, or the Bon, or one of those
others. Frederick’ swasthereal pilot. He said,
“Okay.” Hewasquiteenthusiastic, infact. So,
it turned out that an attractive black woman,
with acombination of cream and ebony skin,
was hired. Shewastruly beautiful. He put her
in the cosmetics section on the first floor of
Frederick’s, whereit had beenforever. I' [l tell
you, every other store then rushed to get a
black person out front in their store.
Sometimes getting things done are done
easily, that was an easy one. Other times, you
have a knock-down and drag-out fight.

Real estate, that was a hard one, because
people didn’'t want black people living next
door.

Ms. Boswell: What were the dynamics of the
Urban League at that time, in terms of racial
issues?

Sen. Moore: Same old story, realy. Jobs,
equal opportunity in employment, and the
right to eat and deep anywherewithout hasse.
Those were the basic things that we were

working on. We had a very good board.
Willard Wright, whoselaw firmwasoriginally
Simon, Todd, Innes and Wright, was a
member, and al the other good people on the
board | can’t remember. Willard Wright isstill
around helping the Urban League. Ed Pratt
was the executive. He was, of course, the one
who got shot. He opened his door and
somebody blew him away with ashotgun. I’ ve
never understood that. He wasn’t that
troublesome. The fellow who had the job
before was more dynamic. Ed Pratt was
strong, but not abrasive.

Ms. Boswell: Was he effective when he was
on the board with you?

Sen. Moore: Yes, he was effective. But, the
Urban League, if you didn’t haveit dominated
by white liberals, would never be anything. |
think that’s changing now, because there are
enough black people moving up on the
economic ladders. There will be some way
that they can dominateit, and I’m sure that’s
good.

Ms. Boswell: What about Sam Smith?

Sen. Moore: Sam Smith was not a factor in
the Urban League.

Ms. Boswell: He was not a factor?

Sen. Moore: | think Sam was only
peripherally interested in the Urban League
or the NAACP. Sam wasjust kind of out there
all by himself. We both worked at Boeing
during the war. He was abused. | remember
one day when wetrooped in to build B-17s at
Boeing Plant 2. That day, Tim McCullough
was on security looking in our lunch boxes,
looking for what | know not. We all had to
open our lunch buckets to show the guard.
Some guardswould grab your sandwichif you
were black and go like thiswith it—
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Ms. Boswell: And crush it?

Sen. Moore: Yes, asif they werelooking for
a concealed weapon and things like that. |
didn’t really know Sam, but when | saw him
after thewar, | remembered that incident. He
was on good terms with one of my oldest
friends, Bill, the Bull, Howard, so | had his
input asto what made Sam run. The Bull saw
him as a man whose word was good. He also
thought the white community used Sam, not
awaysto Sam'’ sbenefit. Sam did not want to
be used, but how could he be sure? He masked
it, but | felt it was there. One of the things |
liked about Sam was his realness. He was
more broad-minded than many of the stuffed
owls who were fellow council members.
Although Sam probably never thought about
it, hewasout of the Warren Magnuson school.
Find out what people want and need and then
get it for them, as opposed to knowing what is
good for peopleand giving it to them whether
they want or need it or not. Sam was a good
influence on the city council, but he waskind
of aloner in the field of civil rights. He was
there, but not in an organized way.

Ms. Boswell: Within an organizational
framework?

Sen. Moore: Yeah.

Ms. Boswell: Wetalked quite abit about why
you switched parties last time, but since you
mentioned Boeing, onearticleabout you | was
reading said that your experiences at Boeing
further pushed you toward the switch. | wanted
to ask you about that.

Sen. Moore: That'sinteresting. Y ou did some
reading, didn’t you? When | went to Boeing,
| had come from GE Hot Point, and I’ d been
successful. | came to Boeing with this very
right-wing attitude. Hated unions.
Unknowingly, | hated management. | thought

I liked them, but it turned out that the opposite
was true. | had been there a very short time,
three or four months, and Boeing workers, the
aeromechanics, threatened to strike. Of course,
the War Department couldn’t let them strike
during the war. Since Boeing was on a cost-
plus basis, it couldn’'t lose any money, and
the more they spent the more they kept! So,
the National Labor Relations Board or its
predecessor said, “ Give them a nickel more
an hour.” It doesn’t sound like much, but it
wasthe difference between fifty and fifty-five
cents. Since | didn’t belong to the union, |
didn’t expect anything extrain my check, but
| got araisejust asif | were area person.

And, | began to get acquainted with some
people at Boeing. Remember, during the war
therewerealot of misfitsinthe defense plants.
They were misfits because they were either
dodging the draft or they were so neurotic that
they wouldn’t let them in the service, or they
were just an orchard-run variety of
malcontents. So | began listening to these
people, and they began to make some sense,
and | began to realize that management was
really not out for anybody but themselvesand
the stockholders. | begantorealizethat wasn't
necessarily good, and | kind of liked being
oneof thegroup. I’d never beeninabig group
before, and it felt good. | wastruly part of the
working class. | liked that feeling. | began to
recognize that workers would be getting
nothing if management had their way about
it. I wouldn’t admit, of course, that | was
leaning toward theliberal view, soit took quite
a while. That was 42 when that happened,
and it wasn't until '52 that | got an idea that
maybe I’'m really aliberal after all. That was
due to my daughter.

Ms. Boswell: In her Stevenson support, right?
Sen. Moore: Yeah. | just realized that, not all

Republicans, but in general the Republican
anxiety to save the system, is without
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foundation. The system can survive if steps
are in place to give everyone a piece of the
pie. Everyone can't be rich, but everyone is
entitled to a chance at a job, medicine, food
and housing, and last but not least, dignity.
Otherwise, big trouble lies ahead. Murder,
rape and other violent crimes are
unacceptable, but somehow we pay little
attention to what may be the mother of
crime—qgreed.

Ms. Boswell: When you made that switch,
you didn’t make an announcement?

Sen. Moore: No.

Ms. Boswell: Just went along in your own
way?

Sen. Moore: Yeah. | don't like publicity.
What is happening to me now is a bruising
experience. | just liketo gotowork every day
and do what | can, and go home. So, | didn’t
make an announcement. | didn’t think | was
important enough to make an announcement,
so why make one? | just started being a
Democrat. | didn’'t belong to the party, but |
would goto cocktail partiesfor Magnuson and
Rosellini, and then pretty soon it was clear
Democrats were more in tune with issues in
which | was interested.

People think 1’m aggressive. Nobody
believes that I’'m shy. They just laugh. But |
really like to be alone. I'm not terribly
comfortable around people. | may appear to
be, but I’ d tell people, I’ mreally demure, and
they’d just howl—different side of me, but
that’ sthe way | feel, and always have.

Ms. Boswell: How do you reconcilethat with
the disease of politicsthat you described?It’s
such an open, up-front, public thing to do.

Sen. Moore: | don’'t know. Ego. | think there
arealot of peoplethat are shy that have huge

egos. | think Ed Heavey isaguy with abigego
and abig desire. | think Al Williamsisanother
one more like me. | know people view him as
being really demure and shy. | think I’'m kind
of athrowback to another age. | probably don’'t
really belong in the agein which I’'m living. |
probably belonginmoreof ahurly-burly, catch-
as-catch-can political arenainstead of thisone
where everybody dances, and more often than
not, are not up-front.

Ms. Boswell: And politically correct.

Sen. Moore: And politically correct. Yes,
indeed.

Ms. Boswell: We' ve been talking about the
civil-rights groups, and | did want to ask you
about one other one, and that’s the
Washington State Advisory Committee for
Civil Rights. The Washington Advisory
Committee for the U.S. Committee on Civil
Rights. Tell mealittle bit about how that came
about?

Sen. Moore: | think | was appointed by
President Johnson. It was a very interesting
committee. Fred Haley of Brown & Haley,
great, old-fashioned, white liberal. Ken
McDonald, of McDonald, Hogue, and
Bayless, (who brought me into the Hanford
farm deal). Fiery, alittle erratic, but always
on the right side. Always on the side of the
angels. Karl Maxie, black attorney, raised by
the Indians on a Nez Perce reservation,
thought he was an Indian until he was about
twenty. He was running around with curly
hair, so he began to wonder how come. A wild
man. Sam Tarshis is smart and successful. |
can’'t think who else was on it.

One day we were having a hearing in
Tacoma because there had been a complaint
lodged with the civil rights commission,
nationally, that Tacoma had a policy,
especially inthefire department, of not hiring
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any minorities. This traditional, white fire
chief came in a black tie and perfect white
shirt—perfect uniform. Hair perfect. He was
probably forty-five. He sat down and we began
questioning him about the alleged
exclusionary policy. “Well,” he said, “that’s
wrong. We havelotsof them. We' vegot Tony
Gomez,” and he went on with a few non-
Anglo Saxon names. Some, maybe, were a
guarter something or other, but there were no
blacks. That’ swhat Karl Maxie, theblack, was
after. He wanted to nail that down. So, he
finally said, “How come, Chief, there are no
blacks among Tacoma Firefighters?’ This
fellow said, with an absolute straight face,
“Oh, it's awell-known fact that blacks don’t
likefire.”

And this from a really nice guy, only
twenty-five or thirty years ago. A good man,
but he really believed that. Maxie, of course,
went crazy. He' sahuge man, just HUGE! But
inthisday and age, no one could believehe'd
saidit! So, you get somefunny attitudes. Some
funny beliefs—and not always from your
basic bigots.

Ms. Boswell: What would the role of this
committeebe?To advisethe U.S. Civil Rights
Commission—a fact-finding type role?

Sen. Moore: Two things. One was to have
hearings on things that came to our attention
before they went to the federal level. Trying
to broaden the Civil Rights Commission work

so there’d be forty-eight or fifty little
committees around doing whatever. And the
other one was to pass information back in a
report. It might only be a couple of pages, but
we’'d send this back to the Civil Rights
Commission and recommend that they have
a hearing at the national level, or sometimes
we'd take it up (with a copy) to the Civil
Rights Commission. We'd just takeit up with
acongressman or senator, and say we believed
this was a necessary issue, legislation was
necessary. And to work with that group. There
were no dummies on our committee.

Ms. Boswell: How did your appointment
come about?

Sen. Moore: Maybe because of the Urban
League. Andthen | wasreappointed by Nixon.
Johnson and Nixon, | think that wasit.

Ms. Boswell: But you weren't a big fan of
Johnson’ s?

Sen. Moore: No. But, you know, | never
asked, but maybe Magnuson might have
helped meout. And, there’ saman | mentioned
the other day, Hugh B. Mitchell. He was a
fan of mine, and he was so well-regarded that
he could have recommended me to somebody
in the White House or a congressman or
something, or to Maggie. | don’t really know
how | got on there. | just got thisletter in the
mail one day.



CHAPTER 11

THE PoLiTicaL PrROCESS:
LoBBYISTS, LEGISLATORS, AND
SPECIAL INTERESTS

Ms. Boswell: Since we last talked, | was
reading an article that appeared in the Seattle
Weekly, and it was about the media, the
reporters. It was written by a man named—

Sen. Moore: Walter Hatch.
Ms. Boswell: Did you see that article?
Sen. Moore: No, | didn't seeit.

Ms. Boswell: He was talking about the role
of Olympia reporters and how they were too
soft. At any rate, a lot about schmoozing at
lunch time, and that there really may be too
close a relationship between some reporters
and some government officials or legislators,
who, over a few drinks would discuss
everything and everybody, and that was the
sources of their stories, and that it was alittle
too cozy. | wondered if that was your
perception. Did that take place quite abit?

Sen. Moore: | don't know about being too
close. Isit better to betoo close and understand
what people are saying, or is it better to not
understand what they’ re saying and cold-call
them, and then misquote them. | prefer the
way where everybody knows one another.
Walter Hatch was an interesting character on

the scene here. He was a muckraker. He, for
instance, wrote a story about me, saying that
| had my way paid by the state to Hawaii for
the Pacific Conference. Well, it was absolutely
not true. | paid my ownway and Virginiapaid
her way to go to this conference. Mg ority
Leader Bottinger, when he came back from
the conference, had been interviewed by
Walter, and said, “Yes, this was a state-
sponsored convention, and, of course, the state
paid for it.” And so Walter then said in his
articlethat everybody el se that went had been
paid for by the state. | don’t know about the
others, but | had paid my ownway, so Virginia
called himintheoffice. Hesaid, “Wéll, | just
didn’t havetimeto check with everyone.” So,
that’ sWalter Hatch inanutshell. Hewasgreat
picking up one-linersand expanding them into
alittlestory. Therewasn't awholelot of depth
in hiswork, but in all fairness, he was about
par for the course among the media.

Ms. Boswell: Were there certain legislators,
then, who had reporters that they would feed
information to pretty regularly, that were sort
of their reporters?

Sen. Moore: Yes. That'strue at every level
in every country.

Ms. Boswell: Soyou don't really seeanything
particularly bad about that? It’s just the way
it works?

Sen. M oore: You find that you can trust some
reportersto quote you correctly, and not slant
the story, you attach yourself to that person.
He beginsto be your person. The onethat you
want to have the advantage of the first story,
and let the rest of them pick it up from there.
| think that’ s pretty standard.

Ms. Boswell: What about the danger of
mani pulation of that person?
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Sen. Moore: Manipulation of the reporter?
Ms. Boswell: Yes.

Sen. Moore: Of course. Of course that very
well could happen. But, on the other hand, if
you're feeding them the facts on the budget
or something else, there’ snot awhole lot that
they can do with that. All they’re gettingisa
scoop, as opposed to other people.

Ms. Boswell: They need to check it out
themselves, in other words?

Sen. Moore: Sure. | don't think it's a bad
situation to have people—for instance, | have
some peoplein the mediathat | won't talk to.
And then there are some that I’m very open
with, and in the middle of the conversation
we can say, “Can we go off the record?’
“Absolutely.” And we do, and they don’t
violateit.

Ms. Boswell: One of the things that Walter
Hatch also mentioned, that wasinteresting in
that story, was that he saw there being a
triangle of real power in Olympia. That
essentially the leaders of the caucuses, their
staff, and then some major special interest
groups really ran Olympia. It was like a
political machine, and you had to understand
it, but that’ sthe way it worked. Isthat true at
al?

Sen. Moore: It was more true fifty years ago
than it is now. However, it comes under the
heading of leadership. We elect the Speaker
of the House, we elect the majority, minority
leaders, caucus chairmen, president pro tem.
We el ect those peopleto be our leadersin our
caucuses, so naturally, we expect them to
come up with the best information. They can
mostly get information from the staff. If we
met all the time, year "round, we probably
would need specialists out therein Education,

and Ways and Means, and Commerce and
Labor, and Health, and all these different
committees. We couldn’t do it all ourselves.
o, | think it’ snecessary that the management,
theleadership, bebriefed in depth by the staff.
If wefind that the staff is skewing things, then
that all comes out in the caucus. Some of the
sessionsare pretty brutal. Sincel’ ve been here,
we' ve had no caucus staff that | haveruninto
who skewed things. But, when | say brutal,
I’m talking about the openness of a caucus,
where we really tell each other how we view
each other’sviews and how it really isin our
minds.

As far as the special interests are
concerned, of course they’re out there. The
WEA istrying to get everything they can get
for their view of education. The AWB—The
Association of Washington Business—is
trying to figure out how their members can
pay as little as possible for these things, and
they’re exerting pressure on us al the time.
Some peoplefeel alot of pressure. | don't feel
any pressure. | don’t think Larry Vognild or
Phil Talmadgefeel pressure, but some people
do, and it bothers them. | think the majority
of themembersof the Legidaturedon’t really
feel much pressure. They listen and make up
their own minds, or they’ ve aready made up
their minds before they arrive here.

Ms. Boswell: What isit that makes some of
them feel pressure? What makes them
different than you?

Sen. Moore: Personalities. We had a House
member from our district who used to be
frantic over nothing votes. Helen Sommers
and | just look at the issue and, early on, let
all interested parties know, and didn’t have
any problem. Once everyone knew how we
were going to vote, we were left alone.
Personalities, insecurity in some people, |
think, lead to feeling pressure. And some
people want to be loved by everybody—the
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Booth Gardner syndrome. And, if you have
that, you just can’'t say “no” to anybody. Y ou
realy are impaled. You just feel paralyzed,
because you don’'t want to hurt anybody’s
feelings.

Ms. Boswell: What do you see as the role of
the lobbyist, generally? | know they’'re
advocating for their own causes, but, interms
of the process that goes on down here, how
important arole do you think that they play?

Sen. Moore: | think they play an important
role, and | think they should. If staff were to
get cute and start skewing things, or inasubtle
way, start manipulating the members, the
lobbyist is there as a check on them. Now,
there's always the problem of the staff and
the lobbyist getting cozy. The lobbyists are
hereyear ' round. The staff ishereyear ' round.
They see one another, and there’ sno law that
saysthat alobbyist can’t cometo astaffer and
present his or her side of the issue. The staff
person has to say, “Well, this sounds good,
but I’'m not going to be influenced by what
I’vejust heard.” They haveto beableto handle
it. It takes a certain strong staff person to be
able to do that. We have very strong staff
membersin the Senate, and | think the House,
even before we improved, had people that
could withstand that.

Ms. Boswell: Isthat abigger danger, really,
undue influence on staff as opposed to
legidators, themselves?

Sen. Moore: | think that is probable.

Ms. Boswell: Who have been the most
effective lobbyists in your mind over your
tenure in the Senate?

Sen. Moor e | think Bud Coffey from Boeing,
who is always a gentleman and never exerts
undue pressure. He hoped that you’ d votewith

him, and his arguments were pretty
persuasive. He countered hisdesireto get what
he was supposed to get, in his mind or his
company’s mind, he tempered that with
alwaystelling you what the downside wasfor
you—rpolitically, personally, every way he
could think of. | think that is the sign of a
really good lobbyist. There are alot of other
good ones, you know. Y ou naturally view the
people that are representing what is your
inherent view anyway, you begin to gravitate
toward them asyour friends, and to betrusted.

For instance, |'ve always been
sympathetic with labor. So, naturally, the
Public Employees Union members have been
friends and allies. They’ve worked on my
campaigns. They’ ve been extremely helpful.
Last time, they were my largest donor.
Somebody looking at it from the outside
would say, “Well, you know, he’ snow owned
by them.” Well, far from the truth, because |
was with them before | got to Olympia, and
I’ve been with them ever since. We argue
sometimes. For example, when they wanted
a pay raise about ten years ago, | told the
public employees, “Don’'t ask for it. Beahero,
step up to the bar and say, ‘ We know the state
isintight straights, financially, and we' re not
going to ask for apay raisethistime.” Bethe
first one.”

“No.” They had to demand it, and | think
it hurt them because they didn’t get what they
wanted anyway. They could have been good
sportsand improved their image publicly and
in the minds of the legislators who wouldn’t
fedl the pressure to get them the money.

Ms. Boswell: What about Boeing? That
wouldn’t be a natural, necessarily, ally of
yours.

Sen. Moore: No. As a matter of fact, they
supported my opponent when | ran against
John Murray. When Bud Coffey cameto call
onmein Olympial really worked him over. |
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said, “Herel amabusinessman, and you didn’t
help me.”

“Well,” Bud said, “we adways try to help
the incumbent.” And that is common sense.
Democrat John Cherberg supported mewhen |
ranfor theHouse. When | ranfor the Senate he
wouldn’t support me because, he said, “1 never
go againgt asitting senator.” My opponent was
Republican Senator John Murray. So, | think you
bas cally stay with your issuesand thelobbyists
will try to work with you.

I’ ve dways hel ped those people who have
no money at all down here, the social
lobbyists—looking out for the
developmentally disabled, looking out for and
trying to keep a place like Buckley open for
the developmentally disabled. These are
friends. They can’t give me anything. They
can’'t give me any money, but | work just as
hard for them as | have the public employees.

Ms. Boswell: How much do lobbyistsactually
try to offer people dinners, gifts, whatever?
How much of that really does take place?

Sen. Moore: Well, | don’t know. I'm
chairman of afairly important committee, and
I’m on the State Investment Board, the
Gambling Commission, the Pension Policy
Committee, and a few other odds and ends.
Virginiaand | are home almost every night.
We don’t get invited out very much.
Apparently people know that I’'m a pretty
private person, and I'm willing to put
everything | have on the line from seven in
themorning until seven at night, but after that,
I’m gone. We get invitations to go to a
basketball game, maybe once a year. They
know | don’t care much about football.
University of Washington always gives
tickets, or seats, to senators and
representatives, to assorted games. They
entertain you with a brunch beforehand and
all. | used to go to that because my finance
chairman, George Lane, liked to go, so | took

him, but | didn’t really care about it. | don’t
care about football that much.

Ms. Boswell: So, again, are there certain
personalities who like that sort of thing, and
who, therefore, are maybe influenced in that

way?

Sen. Moore: | don't know. | suppose. | see
most peoplevoting theway they talk privately.
Brad Owen and Jim Hargrove vote quite
differently from me. | think they could be
taken out to dinner every week by, maybe,
the public employees—I forget how they stand
with them—abut, in general, those two senators
don’t think much of, say, Evergreen College.
Evergreen could entertain them all the time
and it wouldn’t changetheir minds. So, | think
most of the members are happy to have
gratuities, but | don’t think it influences
anybody very much, if at all.

Ms. Boswell: Any other lobbyists that you
particularly think do a good job, besides
Coffey?

Sen. M oor e: Gary Moore, who representsthe
public employees. The two other Boeing
lobbyists are outstanding—Al Ralston and
Rob Makin. I’'ve always thought that
Weyerhaeuser waswell represented herewith
Jerry Harper. | could name off alot of others.
| think, in general, the representation is pretty
high-class. Mark Gjurasic is an outstanding
hired gun. Heisacontract lobbyist. Certainly,
Jm Boldt, who represents an assortment of
clients, including the grocers. We were often
at odds, but | had a high respect for him. He
found his niche as a hired-gun lobbyist. Has
done well. These people do awhale of ajob.
Also, the two who can perform miracles are
Martin Durkan and Tom Owens. Dick
Ducharme is one of the heavies. | liken him
to the greatest relief baseball pitcher. When
the situation seems about to collapse, you call



THE PoLiTicaL Process: LoBBYISTS, LEGISLATORS AND SPECIAL INTERESTS

141

in Dick Ducharmeto savetheissue, and save
it he does! He truly has more moves than a
belly dancer.

Ms. Boswell: Do legislators make any
differentiation among the so-called contract
lobbyists, as opposed to individuals just
working for one group? Does that tint their
view at al?

Sen. Moor e: | supposethere are some purists
who might think that ahired gunisinsincere,
but a contract |obbyist, who doesn’t know his
subject, is at a disadvantage. Y ou're more
forgiving, | suppose, of alobbyist who works
for Puget Power. He maybe doesn’t have to
know as much as a contract lobbyist. A
contract lobbyist has to be better than an in-
house lobbyist. Has to be more sophisticated
about legislative ways, and also hasto have a
better handle on hisissues. It' sadifficult job
when you're handling the gold and silver
bullion dealers, the mobile home park owners,
the collection agencies. You have to jump
from oneicefloeto the next pretty fast. It'sa
difficult job, and they’ re paid in proportion to
the difficulty. Not just anybody can be a
contract lobbyist. And not just anybody can
be an in-house lobbyist, either.

Ms. Boswell: Arethese people, mostly, here
who have been in government service before
and then come to this, or do they just come
for—

Sen. Moore: No. Bud Coffey, Al Ralston—
Al Ralston did work for the city of Seattle a
long time ago. Rob Makin came from the
Chamber of Commerce in Seattle. Mark
Gjurasic just showed up on the scene and
watched to see how other people did it, and
then discovered a new technique. He won't
takeaclient unlessthat client agreesto be part
of the action. It used to be that you hired a
lobbyist to go to Olympia and fix things. Fix

the problem. Not any more. Gjurasic opened
up a whole new avenue. Now, he wouldn’t
take on the mobile park owners (he is their
lobbyist) unless they agreed that their
association, every person in the association,
particularly thedirectors, all participated. Had
to get acquainted with their own legislators
in their districts. Had to know them. Makes
the contract lobbyist’s job a lot easier if he
can call on them to call on their legidators,
rather than he having to disperse his efforts
over all 147 legidators.

Ms. Boswell: It makes some sense to get
everybody involved.

Sen. Moore: Exactly. Lobbying is better for
it. A lot of other people have picked up on
that technique now. To my knowledge, hewas
the one who started it, or at |east expanded it,
in 1979.

Ms. Boswell: You were telling me the other
day when we were talking about a lobbyist
who also got to know all the staff, and various
peopl e that worked around the Olympiaarea,
also sort of building his network. Was that
Coffey? Who was that? I’ ve forgotten. He'd
invite various members of the staff.

Sen. Moore: Oh, that’sTom Owens. There's
nobody better than Tom Owens among the
contract lobbyists. Just as Coffey isthe superb
one in his field of in-house. All contract
lobbyists have slightly different techniques.
Owenswants to know everybody from top to
bottom. Almost from bottom to top. There's
nobody too small here, in this arena, that he
doesn’t want to be on good terms with.
There are others that just deal at the top.
They deal with the Speaker, they deal with
the majority leader, and that’s it. Not very
effective any more because—I| guess Huey
Long said it first—"every man aking,” as a
result of perhaps PDC and perhaps Gjurasic.
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A whole new era dawned in which each
member became more important, and
leadership began to have more trouble
controlling them. So, they haveto beincluded,
and as you include them, it dilutes the power
of the leaders. You've got all these people
sitting out in front of the leader in the caucus,
and the leader is telling them how it’s going
to be, and they say, “Well, wait aminute, that
isn't the way | heard it.” They start arguing
and pretty soon the leader hasto compromise.
He can’'t quite put the deal together without
them. | think it’ sall for the better. It’ sprobably
the only good thing that PDC did.

Ms. Boswell: | know when | interviewed
people who had been in earlier Legislatures,
and again, before therewas alot of staff, that
at least some of them relied on the lobbyists
to provide them with basic information. They
had no staff. Now with staff, is that aspect of
theinformation that alobbyist can provide, is
that lessened now, or not?

Sen. Moore: Well, | can’t really say. | know
the quality of lobbyists has improved since
I’ ve been here. There were some people that
werelivinginthedark ageswhen | came here.
They used to stand before a committee and
say, “You can’'t do that.” Well, we'll show
you, and so we did! And, they never got the
idea. They were still doing it ten years after
they’ d been slapped down thefirst time. They
could not adjust to the new era.

Those people are now al gone, and, asa
result, we have a new crop that is very
competitive. When a new opening comes up,
let’s say somebody retires from the field, the
fight that goes on to get his accountsis great.
Each one makes an in-depth presentation of
how he or she would handle the legislation
for the grocers, or whoever needs somebody.
Theboard of directors picksthelobbyist. And,
if the lobbyist has any sense, he'll insist that
they become part of the game, which means

that they have to spend some time getting
acquainted with their own legidlators. Politics
isavery personal business.

Ms. Boswell: Tell me about the lobbying that
went on during this past session, particularly
near the end, to get some of the business tax
exemptions passed at the very end?

Sen. Moore: There were the usual pressures
this time, as there are in al short sessions.
Everybody who didn’t get hisor her sharelast
timein the long session hasto try to make up
for it by getting in the game this time.
Likewise, those who don’t want to pay any
taxes, who think they were overtaxed last time,
are back again claming that they shouldn’t
be paying these taxes. S0, those pressures are
alwaysthe same. However, inthe case of both
the Senate and House, where you have
Rinehart in the Senate with asuperb staff, who
shield her from intense pressure from the
lobbyists, because the lobbyist has to prove
to the staff person in charge of B&O taxes
that certain groups should be exempt from the
B& O tax. They have to convince the staff
personfirst, andif they get by that hurdle, then
she will ultimately sit down with the staff
person and decide, how doesthisreally fitin?
I sthiscreating an exemption where everybody
else will be wanting an exemption? She and
the staff will work that out. Although the
pressureisthere, it’ ssomewhat diluted asthey
have to work with the staff.

And, of course, in the House, you have
one of the most dynamic personalitiesin the
whole Legislature. One of the strongest and
smartest, Helen Sommers. These two women
are very strong, and Sommers never feels
pressure. None. She can handle them all. Her
staff is good also. | don’t know them
personally, but the staff director isvery good.

Ms. Boswell: Tell me about women in the
Legislature. Even since you’'ve come,
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certainly there are many more women serving
as legislators. What do you see as their role?
Are there gender differences that you see?
Have they changed the Legidlature at all?

Sen. Moore: | think womeninthelLegidature
are like any minority in any society. They’'re
fighting for their place in the sun. There was
just one here back in the twenties, RebaHurn.
She made a lot of noise. | did not know her,
but as a high school student observing the
Senate, | was struck by her presence,
particularly since she was the only woman
among all those men senators. She madealot
of headlines, but didn’'t get anywhere.

All theseyearslater, gradually, gradually,
morewomen came. Half of our caucusisnow
women. Fourteen men, fourteen women. |
notice on some of the conference committees,
the chairman of the committee might be a
woman. Well, finally oneday therewerethree
women on a conference committee from the
Senate. They had arrived. | think there's a
tendency to help each other, more than men
help each other.

Men have ruled this place since before it
wasastate, and you cantell fromthefacilities
here that this was a man’s world. There was
no placeto get into thisbuilding for peoplein
wheelchairs. There was no restroom for the
women in the Senate. They used the public
bathroom. That’ sall beginning to change. The
members’ lounge is now the Republican
Caucus room, and the majority caucus room
IS how our caucus room, the same as it’s
alwaysbeen. The president pro tem no longer
gits in the first office when you come in on
the south side. She has an office right next to
the caucusroom, much smaller, and that other
room has now been turned into the ladies
lounge. So, all these physical changes are
symptomatic of what ishappening in people’s
minds. | think whenever you get a minority
that begins to get a foothold, they have a
tendency to band together. So, | think thereis

some of that.

Sincel tried to write women into the first
civil rights act in the forties, | have had no
trouble with this. I’ ve welcomed them. One
thing that always bothers meis—and | don’t
know quite how to put this—but, | have
trouble with people that cry. Tears, | don’'t
want to see them. | don’t want to have
anything to do with them. And some women,
because of a million years of using what
weapons they had, have a tendency, when
thwarted, to cry. Of course, the men have too
much pride to cry. It's a little difficult,
sometimes, when you have somebody that
sheds tears and flounces away. We had one
on the floor the last two or three days of the
session. Things got a little heated, and one
woman tried to do something that the
chairman of a committee—a man—didn’t
like. Afterward, she came up and haf way
apologized. She was beaten, but had to also
say, “Well, | was still right.”

And the chairman then said, “No, you're
wrong for these reasons. boom, boom, boom,”
and they got into it. Shefinally started to cry.
It'shard to deal with that, but outside of that,
everything is equal to me.

Ms. Boswell: Do you think that, generally
speaking, thewomen haveto be more strident,
or to take on sort of male characteristics in
order to be successful ?

Sen. Moore: | think that’s sort of the way it
IS. There’ sagreat variety out there, but I think
your gquestion isagood one. Y ou look around
this building, and it was designed originally
for males. Women still haveto adapt, because
of the building itself. Also, women have seen
from men what works and what doesn’t work.
So, to that extent they have taken on male
characteristics. A demure woman may get run
over.

I’'m thinking of Helen Sommers who
wouldn’t cry if you broke her arm. She's a



144

CHapPTER 11

strong customer. Rinehart is the same way.
Loveland, from the southeastern part of the
state, very strong, very tough. Then, thereare
othersthat are smoother and more diplomatic,
like Betty Sheldon from Bremerton. Then
there’s Margaret Hurley, who holds the
women’s record for tenure in the House—I
think 1953-1978. Then she served in the
Senate until 1985. She was possibly the most
memorable member of the Legidature, the
ultimate Catholic Democrat. There was only
one issue she would not compromise, which
was right to life. Funny story: Margaret
guarded her agetotally. Four of uswere older
than the rest of our caucus. Tub Hansen, I,
Slim Rasmussen, and Margaret Hurley.
Suspecting Margaret was older than I, | used
to wait in caucus until Slim was absent—he
was a year my senior—to make a short
statement on an issue, prefacing my remarks
by saying, “As the oldest member here—"
Margaret never corrected me!

There are others that are fierce, like
Wojahn from Tacoma and Prentice from
Renton. Prentice was vice chair of the Labor
and Commerce Committee when | was
chairman, and | never had such support. She
can tell at 100 yards the difference between
“road apples’ and the real thing. Sheis very
kind, but don’t take it for granted. If you
deserve awhacking, shewill doit. | consider
her quite outstanding.

Lorraine Wojahn is wonderful, too.
There can never be too many Wojahns in
any legislative body. Usually right, and the
ultimate in tenacity. After meeting Senator
Wojahn in ' 79 and serving with her for a
few years, it was clear she needed a more
descriptive title than senator. So, one day
in caucus, | dubbed her “The Norse Goddess
of Terror”. Well, Lorraine at first didn’t
know whether she liked this epithet, but
sometime later | overheard her telling a
group of legislative visitors, “They call me
the Norse Goddess of Terror.” | knew then

that | was accepted! Few have done asmuch
to help Tacoma, women, and anyone who
can use a helping hand.

In 1990, a sour caucus campaign
committee met, during which Senator Patty
Murray announced the caucus should not
support me because | couldn’t win. Wojahn
took a very dim view of Senator Murray’s
attitude because she knew what 1’d done to
help Murray in 1988, when she upset Bill
Kiskaddon. Lorraine has an even longer
memory thando I! | value her asafriend and
ally, but I would say keep your seatbelt
fastened and watch your step around the Norse
Goddess.

Wojahn and Prentice are fierce
competitors. There is no way that they’'re
going to back off of any situation. They’ Il fight
to the death for what they want.

Ms. Boswell: Back before women had the
right to vote, one of the arguments against the
right to vote was that women would be
“tainted.” An argument for women’sright to
vote and entry into politics was that they’d
lift the moral tone of politics. Doesthat make
any sense, these days?

Sen. M oore: No. Some of the most so-called
moral types that have been here have been
among the most offensive. My way or noway.
They would have been witch-burners in
another time. And yet, oh, so righteous, so
pious.

Ms. Boswell: Any specific examples?

Sen. Moore: Yeah. | think Senator Craswell
was one. | think Linda Smith fits that.

Ms. Boswell: Tell me about them.
Sen. Moore: When Craswell was elected to

the House shewas billed as athreat/successor
to Helen Sommers. Well, sheain't no Helen.
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She soon moved to the Senate where she and
her fellow religious-right advocates time and
time again thwarted effortsto build anew and
better way to deliver social services.
Sometimes prayer is not enough when people
need a medical plan, food, housing and
clothing. Sheis sincere in her belief that the
end justifies the means. She is pleasant, but
that isnot enough—I liketo seeaheart larger
than a mustard seed.

It's the same with Linda Smith. | have a
deep mistrust of anyone who has simplistic
answersfor social problems. | also believein
protecting the dignity and tradition of the
Senate. Senator Smith helped erode this by
her informality, bringing children onto the
floor, and assorted out-of-place behavior. |
was happy when she left the Senate to go to
Congress. She and Speaker Newt Gingrich
deserve each other. Her voter appeal is,
without question, as strong asanyone’ sin my
memory. She is truly a remarkable person,
particularly when one thinks of how she has
rationalized her personal problems. | do envy
her ego, although clearly she was over-
endowed. How anyone can be such avoluble
expert on every issue is a mystery to me. Of
course, | admit prejudice, because she stands
totally on the opposite shore from me.

There are others besides Craswell and
Smith, and | may be a little unfair to them,
but that’ sthe way it’ sappeared to me. | don’t
like piety. | can’'t stand it. Nobody has that
right. That is saying, “I know best. | will
decide what’ s good for you.”

Ms. Boswell: What about leadership? I'm
thinking that the peoplethat riseto leadership
positions, they have to want to be in that
position. Isn’t there atinge of “I know best?’
Not so much the piety part of it, but just that
ego or self confidence that they know best. Is
that what pushes them into leadership? How
do you get into leadership positions?

Sen. Moore: Well, we've had al types here.
We had afellow that just had, literaly, to be
pushedintoit, to be Speaker of the House. He
was one of the best that ever was—Wayne
Ehlers. He was pushing everybody else, and
finaly, peoplelooked around and said, “ What
about you, Wayne?’ He'd never thought of
himself as Speaker. Turned out he was atop-
flight Speaker. Clever, knew therules. Hehad
enhanced politician’ sstatus, both asamember
of the House and as Speaker. He was a
consummate diplomat, never lost sight of what
others could rarely see. His genetic makeup
included five percent Lyndon Johnson.

But, unlike Wayne, there have been others
who were greedy for the title. They really
didn’t have anything in mind, but they wanted
to have the title. They wanted to be seen up
there ontherostrum. They viewed themselves
asTip O’ Neil, or Tom Foley, or Sam Rayburn.

And then there were others who had an
agenda. It might be, “We're going to see that
the farmers get a break, we're going to get
themreal roads.” Thereare othersthat wanted
to be up there to protect the forest products
industry. There have been othersthat werejust
sointolegality, that all they thought of wasin
terms of the Constitution. That's a waste of
time because nobody knows what the
Supreme Court will decide on the
constitutionality of anything. So, there' ve
been those three types, for sure. | think all of
them had ego, even Wayne Ehlers, but hewas
SO generous in wanting to promote other
people that it never showed.

There’'s a real upcoming battle in the
House over who's going to be the next
Speaker. Isit going to be Ron Meyers? Is it
going to be Kim Peery? Helen Sommers? Who
knows? It might even be a Republican. They
al have egos. | think Helen probably prefers
to stay inthefield that she' sgood at, whichis
numbers and budgeting, but the other two,
both of them, | think, would liketo be Speaker.
| don’t know exactly what their agendas are.
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To me, both of them are very fair-play type
people who will have a balanced operation.
They don’t have any particular axeto grind.

Ms. Boswell: Let's say you wanted to be
Speaker. How would you go about building
the political base you would need to do that?

Sen. Moore: | would have come here and
volunteered to help everybody from the ser-
geant at armsto the mgjority leader. And when
we were in the minority, | would have spent
time grooming potential candidates. For ex-
ample, in’ 79, | said to the majority leader—
we still had thirty votes—I said, “1 think that
we need to be building for the future. Some
of the players are getting a little shopwaorn.
Some of them are vulnerable. There's a Re-
publican, conservative-tidefundamentalismin
this country that may cost us seats.

| think that Virginia and | should spend
the entire year from the spring of * 79, to the
spring of 80, on the road. We ask nothing.
WEe'll just take our time and our money, and
we'll cover the state from Usk to Long Beach
and Forksto Clarkston. Wewill, withthe help
of the staff, find out who the people are who
arekey, who are up and coming. Not old, tired,
namesthat are ex-mayorsof Usk, or Newport,
but let’ s see who' s name appears in the local
paper a lot. Who is a comer? Who's a doer
who hasn'’t held office before? Maybethey’re
on the school board. Maybe they’re city
council members someplace.

Let’s go out and interview these people,
and let’s build a farm team out there of
Democratsthat have potential—theright age,
the charisma, the speaking ability, the ability
to woo people. Let’s get those on cards and
have al the data about them, and begin to
encourage themto run.” The staff said, “No,
no, no,” and they convinced the majority
leader not go with our program.

WEell, we would never have been in the
position that we've been in a lot of times.

We d havenever lost themgority if we' d done
that. We had nobody to replace some of these
people who had been here forty years.

Ms. Boswell: Just shortsightedness, then, on
their part?

Sen. Moore: Yes. For example, the perfect
farm team example is Karen Fraser. Started
out as a city council person in Lacey, then
mayor, then county commissioner, then House
member, now in the Senate. Not only did she
hold these positions, but she left alegacy of
efficiency as a model for those who follow.
That’'s the kind of progression through the
political process, or through community effort
process, that you begin to weld these people
into good candidates.

Ms. Boswell: Isthat something that the party
should be doing?

Sen.Moore: Yes. Asl said, theparty isonits
keister. There’ snothing there. They could be
something, but they insist on putting in
second-raters, or people that are so out of
touch withredity. And who wantsto be astate
committeeman from Grant County? What
does it do for you? You don’'t get anything
out of it, so why should anybody of
consequence want to do it? A cup of coffee
still costs the same no matter who you are.

Ms. Boswell: What would you advise, then,
to a younger person who is interested in
getting into politics? Wherewould you advise
them to start, rather than the party?

Sen. Moore: If | had some twenty-five year
old who thought, “When I’ m thirty-two | want
torun,” | would suggest they get very active,
for instance, in the Queen Anne Community
Council, a viable, non-dues-paying
organization. There are a lot of rebellious
typesinthere, alot of what we call community
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activists. | would do that. | would start
subscribing to the Queen Anne News and the
Ballard News, and | would look for names of
people who are doing things. Letters to the
editor. I'd start calling on these people. Get
to know them. They’ll get to know the young
person who hopes to run. | would certainly
belong to the Ballard Chamber of Commerce
and the Queen Anne Chamber.

| think | would keep alow profilewhilel
was doing al this. I'd volunteer to be the
membership chairman for whoever needed a
membership drive. | would offer to be the
finance chairman for any community group.
I’d get out and start doing things. | would try
to get on the board of Queen AnneHelp Line.
I’d become involved in an assortment of
things, none of which are counter to the other,
but they’'re just what’s right in that
community. I'd go to the Sunset Hill
Community Club, the oldest community club
in the city, | think as old as | am. | would
become amember, and | would find out what
their fights are about out there. What isit that
they want? And then | would work with the
city council people to get these people what
they want. Pretty soon they begin to think,
“Gee, thisguy’sokay. | like him.”

And you can do that in any district in the
state. Some districtsare easier. | think oursis
about average, becausewe have such adiverse
population. If you represent Moses L ake,
they’'re all farm oriented, even the business
peoplerely onthefarmincometo sell tractors
and groceries and everything else. That’sthe
way | would doit. | would not becometoo far
out front on anything. I’d work behind the
scenes helping other people look good.

I’ d become the community activist’ sboy.
I’ d becomethose peopl€’ salter ego, and pretty
soon, that person will say, “Anything | can
do for you?’

“Well, | hope to run for the Legislature
some day.”

“Well, let’s get going. What are we

waiting for?’ Y ou get some enthusiasm. Asit
isnow, al these pumpkin heads get the idea
about six months before the election, “Gee, |
want to be in the Legislature.” When asked,
“Why do you want to run?’ they all say, “Oh,
| want to make adifference.” Well, you know
that’s ajoke. The legidlative session is much
of what the founding fathers had in mind,
checks and balances, hoops and hurdles at
every turn. It isanice dream, but to think one
can make adifferenceisthe ultimate egotrip.

Ms. Boswell: Arethereasmany young people
out therewho are committed to public service
asin the past? Or who have theideathat they
may, in fact, want to run?

Sen. Moore: | think there are just as many as
there have alwaysbeen, and | think the quality
isprobably about the same asit’ salwaysbeen.
A few good ones. A few mediocre ones. A
few really poor ones.

| think that after this Clean Initiative
passes, and | fully expect that it will, some of
these people who are running now will getin
office and find out that when they go to the
chamber of commerce, they have to tell the
chamber, “We can’t accept the lunch. | know
you asked meto be the speaker, but | have to
pay for my lunch.” It's embarrassing to the
chamber, who wanted to do the right thing by
thousand-year-old, accepted standards, and
i’ sembarrassing to the person to haveto say,
“Here’'smy check. I'll pay for my own.” It's
like, I don’t really want to be associated with
you. I'll eat with you, but I’ll pay for it.
They’re going to find that this is not al its
cracked up to be with these new rules.

How much is a movie pass worth?
Members get movie passes. We don't get to
go to certain ones that are very popular, but
we can always find something to go to. Well,
if you went once aweek with aguest, you're
looking at aminimum of aten dollar value. If
you go onceaweek, that’ s$500 ayear. That's
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quite a gift. And that will be gone. Virginia
and | useour passquiteabit, becausewelove
movies, but if you look back in the record, |
was the one who put a bill in that they had to
sweep the theater between every showing. Of
course, | failed. They weretoo strong, but I’ ve
not been influenced by them. | didn’t feel as
if I should ease up. Oneday | stepped on some
gum, and you know how hard that is to get
off of your shoe. So, | thought, I'll just do
this.

Ms. Boswell: Why is there such a ground
swell of support for initiatives designed to
“clean up the Legidature?” Why isthere such
a public perception that it does need to be
cleaned up?

Sen. Moor e: Because the press has spent all
their time downgrading government.
Government would not be the bad word that
itistoday, if it werenot for the pressjumping
onit all thetime. Everybody’ sacrook whois
in politics! You can’'t do anything. It’s just
terrible. If reporters could write, they could
do stories on the income tax, the impending
water shortage. | could add to thelist, but that
gives you an idea of how they could be
constructive instead of destructive.

Take Talmadge. Talmadge has hired a
woman aide for quite a few years. She must
have been thereten years. I’ m surethat in his
heart, some part of her hiring had to do with
the fact that she needed work. She left for
another job, as a lobbyist. So Phil brought
his son in, who had just graduated from
college, to be hisassistant for six months, eight
months. All of asudden, Talmadge makesthe
headlines. One of the bad guyswho is hiring
a relative. Nobody here is more pure than
Talmadge. Tamadge hasn'’t been to acocktail
party in sixteen years. He' sspent onenightin
Olympiainall thoseyears. He commutes back
to Seattle all thetime. He accepts no lunches,
goes to no dinners. All of a sudden, you see,

he’s tainted. They don’'t take into
consideration the overall picture, it'sjust, “I
gotchal” That’'s what journalism is all about
today. | don't know what they’re teaching
them at the university under the guise of
journalism.

Ms. Boswell: Do you think that it trivializes
then, the process?

Sen. Moore: Yes, of course. We'reall bums.
| go into the district, and people say to me,
“Well, how’ severything in Washington?Y ou
still getting those free hair cuts and those free
massages?’ They think I'm a Congressman.
They don’t know. But they do their duty. They
vote. And who do they votefor? Theonewith
the best name familiarity. Not much of an
informed electorate out there.

Ms. Boswell: Whose responsibility is it for
them to be informed?

Sen. Moore: | think it’s the legislator’'s
responsibility, but Sommers and Kohl didn’t
have enough money to send out a
questionnaire this year so | sent the
questionnaire out. In it | said, “I will share
this information with Representatives
Sommers and Kohl.” We're so handicapped
with lack of facilities. How to communicate
with them? You go to a community club
meeting, you go oncein ayear, and that’s all
you need to go. They’ll ask you to say afew
words about the legidative session, and you
give them your subjective view, and that’sit.

I think the mediaowes adebt for being so
exempt fromthelaw. They don’t pay any sales
tax on the papers. As aresult of the Sullivan
decision, they can now say anything about a
public figure. There's no way that they can
be attacked. | think for those privileges, they
owethe public morethan they’ re giving them.
And | think they should devote perhapsapage
every day to major issues. Not just something
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that istitillating, but something that really has
meat to it. Of course, a lot of people don't
liketo read, they like to glance at a picture or
a graph or something, but | think you can
romanticizealot of theseissuesby doing that.
They have no intention of doing it, their
editorials are uninformed, self-serving and
often totally off the mark. Fortunately, their
readership is minimal.

In 1990, | was in that bruising race
opposed by Andy McLauchlan. Near the end
of the campaign the Seattle Times, in an
editorial, endorsed Andy. | took this as a
serious setback. Virginiasaid, “Let’s go out
and doorbell.” Off to Ballard we went. It was
acold, dreary day. We parked in an old part
west of thebusinessdistrict. Virginiatook one
block and | took the adjoining one. After
perhaps a few houses with little reaction |
walked up to atired old house with a battered
screen door. | rapped several times before an
old Norwegian in his underwear opened the
door. As | asked for his vote, | noticed the
Timesonatable, sol said, “Y ou should know
the Times came out against me.” His only
response was unreal. He said, “Fok the
Times!” | gathered up Virginia and we both
agreed I’d win.



CHAPTER 12

PREDICTIONS FOR THE FUTURE

Ms. Boswell: Now that you're leaving the
Senate, what’ s your next challenge?

Sen. Moore: I'll be watching some things
coming up on the State Investment Board that
| hope turn out. The new members on the
board arevery strong. | just hopethat inafew
short months | was able to pass on to them
the things to watch out for. You're talking
about billions, twenty billion, twenty-some
billion dollars in that fund. Every hustler in
theworldisapproaching the board with anew
scheme. I’ m pretty good at detecting that kind
of thing. As is Mark Brown and Sheryl
Wilson—those are the two new ones—plus
George Masten’s back, which is a big plus.
I”’m happy, very happy, with Sheryl and Mark,
but if | just passed on some of the pitfalls to
watch out for, | will have made acontribution.
The most important thing for the board is to
always assess the risk—profit is secondary.

And then I'll also be interested in the
outcome of the Pension Policy Committee.
There's a plan one, there's a plan two, and
then | proposed aplanthree. At first, for some
reason, Newhouse did not feel overly
enthusi astic about my plan, but now the board
is.

| believe that any pension system has to
be very smple, like Social Security. Y ou pay
your money, and at sixty-two, or whatever age

it is, you can take a lesser amount. At sixty-
five or whatever it is, you can take the full
bore, and that’s it. There's none of this
deciding at sixty, “Oh gee, | wish I'd paid.”
Y ou can't back in. Y ou have six months after
you start to work for the state to say, “I want
to bein that,” or “I don't want to be in.” If
you decide not, that’s it. Now, we're always
opening windows. Some guy’sin Europe for
three months, he's a teacher, he comes back
and finds that there was a window of
opportunity in the month of July when he
could haverequalified. Now, hewantsanother
window opened. Just think of the burden it
putson theretirement system with all of these
different plans. | wanted to make it simple.

Ms. Boswell: But you were getting fought,
weren’t you, by alot of groups?

Sen. Moore: None of them liked it. But in
my view, | keep saying, look at Social
Security. “1 know, but that’ sdifferent.” What's
different?Y ou pay money into both. “1 know,
but | want it thisway for our group,” firemen,
or policemen, or retired teachers, or whatever.

Ms. Boswell: How did that come to be an
important issue to you, the pension plan?

Sen. Moore: I’'m kind of a numbers person,
the same as Helen Sommers. She’'s far
superior to me, but I’ m better than araw hand.
Way back beforetherewasthe current Pension
Policy Committee, we had a little Mickey
Mouse one in the Senate, and maybe the
House was involved, too, but nothing ever
happened. So we created this new body in
statute with sixteen members, four from each
caucus, and therewere anywherefrom thirteen
to sixteen there at every meeting. So they’re
taking it seriously. We're deciding how that
twenty billion dollars out there in pension
funds, to whom will it go, and on what basis?
o, it isan important body.
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| generally volunteer for things in which
nobody else is interested. | could have been
on Ways and Means much earlier than | was,
and | went on it once just to keep somebody
else off. | was wrong, because | hated Ways
and Means. Whenyou' reinthe majority, you
have a five or six vote edge, and half the
Senate is on Ways and Means, so it doesn’t
have much prestige. Your vote is not
important. And, when you' rein the minority,
you might as well not be there. | was on for
two, four years, | can’t remember. | got off as
fast as| could.

Ms. Boswell: Had you been working towards
acommittee chairmanship? Isthat something
that is important to you?

Sen. Moore: | was chairman of Labor and
Commerce, and as | told you, the Senate
agreed to put Financial Institutions in there,
so that means all business, labor, insurance,
and banking are in that committee. There are
thirteen members. Big committee, for the
Senate. That’s all | really ever wanted.

| didn't want a position of leadership. |
didn’t want to be magjority leader. | didn’t want
to be caucus chairman. | don't want to be
assistant anything. The problem with those
positionsisthat, although now theleader gets
paid ten percent more than we do, or
something likethat, think of the pressures, the
nights, the traveling, looking for candidates,
and awhole raft of other things.

| value my privacy. | remember my
mother. When she was ninety, | said to her,
“Mother, do you think I'm selfish?’

She thought a minute, “Yes,” she said,
“You'revery selfish.”

| said, “In what way?’

She said, “You’'ve always been very
selfish of your time.” It’s true. | want to be
with Virginiawhen | come home.

We' ve worked together for sixteen years.
She worked for the state for eight years for

nothing. One day she said, “Y ou know, this
is ridiculous. I'm doing the secretary’s job,
and I’'m doing my job,” which isthe political
end of it, “and the constituents, and I’ m tired
of this. I’'m not getting paid, and I’'m losing
Social Security quarters.” So, | said, “ Okay.”
| made an appointment with Bottiger, who was
themajority leader, and wewent into seehim.
HehasMarty Brownwith him. And | had this
speech. | said, “Ted, Virginia needs to be on
the payroll.” He's going like this, that’s his
sign.

Ms. Boswell: Timeout. The“T.”

Sen. Moore: | wouldn’t pay any attention, |
just plowed on. | said, “Here are the
possibilities. | wasonceaRepublican; | could
be a Republican again. Second, | can just
declare myself independent, and leave the
caucus, or | can still beaDemocrat and never
go to the caucus. The other possibility is. . .”
He' s going—

Ms. Boswell: Time out.

Sen. Moore: | said, “The other possibility,
Ted, is Virginia can sue you for denying her
employment, and if she does, I’'ll join her.”
When | cameup for air, hesaid, “ She’ shired.
It'sokay.” Before this meeting, Ted had told
metherewasalaw against it. Anyway, she's
been on the payroll now, since November of
'86. Virginia gets paid halftime when we're
out of session because Jm Hughes handles
the Olympia office, and | would say that she
puts in thirty to thirty-five hours a week,
whether in Hawalii, or whether we' rein Seettle
or Olympia. When she’'s here, during the
session, she puts in about seventy hours a
week. I’ d say seven ten-hour days. She comes
to work at nine and leaves at seven, seven-
thirty, whatever. And we're always current.
We answer all mail, all phone calls. | spend
Saturday and Sunday calling peoplel couldn’t
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get to who have phoned during the week.
That’ s where the secret army comesiin.

Ms. Boswell: I've heard alot of people say
that you can’'t work with a spouse, that it's
too close, too many conflicts. Seemslike you
haven't found that to be the case.

Sen. Moore: No. | think that we are equal.
She does more work than | do. So, | think a
lot of men can’t adjust to thefact that aspouse
could possibly know anything. Very difficult.
| had a friend, a stockbroker in San Diego,
worked with him in Seattle for years. He
married a television salesperson. She was
making probably $70,000 a year, and he was
making about $40,000. He couldn’t stand it.
He killed himself. | think there’salot of that
out there in one form or another.

We have, | think, a unique relationship.
She had previously been married, and | had
been married one and a half times. Our
expectations were not exactly the same as
when you're twenty. You think it’s Shangri-
Laforever when you're twenty. | was sixty-
one, | guess, when we were married. Our
expectations were modest. It was more of a
merger than a marriage, so we were both
surprised, | think, when it turned out to be so
much better than we ever expected.

Ms. Boswell: She was interested in politics.
Did she ever consider running?

Sen. Moore: We've talked about it. She's
more popular than | am. She's very
personable, very gracious, honcontroversial.
I’m sort of rambunctious. She could run in
my place. It would really be fun if shefiled.

Ms. Boswell: Would she consider it?
Sen. Moore: No. Too happy in Hawaii. We' ve

been approached over there by the Filipino
community, which is abig block on the west

side of the island, asking one of usto run for
county council once we became permanent
residents. | don’'t want to. It's kind of a
nuisance living on the west side of theisland.
It' s aninety-five mile drive to the other side,
and you need to be there four times a week.
We just want to raise coffee.

A wonderful fellow lives down the road
from us. He came to Seattle with his brother
about forty yearsago and they didn’t have any
money, but they managed to buy Norton
Clapp’ s yacht. | don’'t know what kind of an
arrangement they made, but they tore the boat
al apart, turned it into a luxury ship. They
took cruises with passengers, $5,000 a trip,
down to Bagjafishing. He ended up owning a
hotel on Catalina. Then he left his wife and
came to Kona. He' s a hard-core Republican,
but we don'’t ever fight—it’ svery civilized—
and he has afew coffee trees, and we have a
few more than he. We've talked about
processing and retailing our coffee.

Ms. Boswell: The coffee craze—quality
coffee craze—isreally going strong.

Sen. M oor e: Coffeewent up two centstoday .

Ms. Boswell: It soundslikethat’ sagood, new
challenge for you too, then.

Sen. Moore: | don't care whether we make
any money or not. We just want to be doing
something. We planted quite a few bananas
which | can sell downtown. We' ve donealot
of things. We've owned three restaurants,
three taverns, three farms besides the one in
Hawaii. Never cared about making money,
just as long as we had an experience.

Ms. Boswell: Arethereany other major pieces
of legidation that you would like to see happen
in this state that have not yet been achieved?

Sen. Moore: Yes, theincome tax.
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Ms. Boswell: Areweever going to get to that
point where peoplewill understand theincome
tax? It's been a Democratic issue for a long
time, and it’ s never gotten anywhere. Do you
expect it to get anywhere?

Sen. Moore: No. | think it' sdead. | don’t think
there’ sany chance. Gardner had achance, but
as soon as he got alittle flack, he wilted, and
that wasthe end of that. | sponsoreditin 1983
and several times sincethen, to no avail. The
incometax coverageiswherethepressisvery
deficient. How many people do you think, in
this state, know that the income tax, state
income tax, can be used as an offset against
your federal tax?

Ms. Boswell: Probably not very many. Can
you blame it solely on press coverage?

Sen. Moore: No. I’'m saying the press could
do something positive. What has happened is,
as a result of the terrible IRS—there’'s no
fairness there whatsoever.

Ms. Boswell: You mean in terms of IRS
systems?

Sen. Moore: Why should | pay little or no
federal incometax for several yearsbecausel
had enough write-offs, so that there is no
taxable income? Why should | be able to do
that when people working with me, making
one fourth of what I’'m making, are paying
taxes? That’ s outrageous! Thewholethingis
designed to help the rich. The poor are
overpaying. Themiddle classand the poor are
paying way too much. So, the public hasthis
terrible feeling about the IRS. It sabig ogre.
They come after you. And, of course, there
arelotsof horror storiesabout wherethey take
your house, and put you in the street, and then
find out they were wrong. Those things are
terrifying.

| said to a fellow once, about ten years

ago, when | had just received a notice of an
audit of my IRS ayear or two before, | said,
“1 almost would rather have got one from my
doctor saying that | had cancer.” That’s how
terrifying that organization is. The IRS has
given the income tax a bad name.

Ms. Boswell: But you don’t think this state
would be like that?

Sen. Moore: Absolutely not. You see, they
shift the rules every year at the IRS, as you
know. It' sonething oneyear, and another the
next, and they have a lot of jurisdictional
things that they can do themselves, without
congressiona authority. But our Tax Advisory
Committee of 1983 recommended a
constitutional amendment which would
require two-thirds of both Houses to vote for
an income tax, after which it would go to the
voters. And the clincher isthat aconstitutional
amendment cannot be altered, except by the
voters. Contrasted with the IRS, it’s tamper-
proof. You put in the Constitution it cannot
be changed by the Legislature, can’'t be
changed by anything but you, vote of you, the
voter. That’ stheonly way it can ever cometo
pass. It could be sold, but it requires help from
the media.

Ms. Boswell: And what else? Who could sell
that? Would it have to be agovernor?

Sen. Moore: It would haveto be agovernor,
it would have to be |egid ative acquiescence,
it would have to be AFL, and hopefully the
Association of Washington Business.
Redlistically, we' revery lucky that Boeing
is such a benevolent citizen. Can’t ask for
better corporate citizenship. But, it is a
company state. We used to joke about Shelton
or McCleary being company towns, well, this
IS a company state. Things revolve around
Boeing, and, if they were a bad citizen, it
would beterrible. But, they’ revery generous,
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and they work with all the bureaucracies to
try and work things out, and | think they’ve
been given a hard time. | think Boeing has
been put upon, not by state government as
much as by local government. Local
government can be very harassing.

Ms. Boswell: Isit possible that they will face
so much of this harassment that they will
withdraw alot of their activity here?

Sen. Moore: It's possible. Somehow | doubt
it, but if they had picked some place other than
Topekato haveamaor location, it might have
been more attractive. | think there are alot of
people who want to live here, as opposed to
Topeka. And some of their better skilled
people in the upper brackets—engineers,
scientists, technicians, who are making
$50,000 and up—Iike the life-style here.
Sailing, skiing, digging clams, all that stuff.
Nearnessto Vancouver. Therearealot of nice
assets around here.

I’d aso like to see automobile insurance,
such as they have in British Columbia. The
new figures just done by the insurance
commissioner make amuch stronger case for
it than I had thought. Cheaper, no restrictions.
As soon asyou are sixteen, you can apply for
adriver’'slicenseand you canownacar. You
candriveacar, andif you' reninety yearsold,
you're treated just as if you were forty.
Women are not discriminated against. There's
no discrimination because of being foreign-
born, or looking different than an Anglo-
Saxon. Therepair people up there that do the
work on vehicles, are happier because they
get paid every month instead of letting it drag
several months as someinsurersdo here. The
publiclovesit. Almost all the big corporations
in British Columbia utilize it. You have a
standardized program. There arejust awhole
lot of pluses, and | see no minuses.

I’ve listened in to people in Vancouver,
British Columbia, phoning, reporting their

accidents, and they’reall prepared. They have
their account number, and they can tell you
wherethewreck took place. Arrangementsare
made in avery courteousway to have the car
towed, or if it’ sdrivable, bringitin, and we'll
make out a work order, and send you to the
garage of your choiceto get it fixed. There's
no additional cost. They don’'t have
deductibles. If you have alot of accidents, up
go your rates. If you have no accidents for
three years, it goes down. So, they’re
encouraging people to drive properly. They
put a ton of money into education of kids on
driving. It'sagood system. I’ d liketo seethat
happen here. I've tried it for years, but they
laugh at me. The insurance lobbyists are too
strong. And most shocking, the Democrats
who historically are for the consumer aren’'t
there on thisissue.

| would liketo see areforestation program
that was really serious in this state. We're
reforesting, but we're also reforesting with
trees that grow a little faster than the native
trees, so they can be harvested
advantageously, more quickly. | think you
replant the same thing that was there to begin
with, so the natural habitat can come back—
frogs and birds and rodents and deer and
everything else, canfind their placeinthefood
chain.

Those aretwo thingsthat | would do. And
I’ve always envied Oregon on their parks
system. We've been reluctant here to give
away waterfront rights. When | buy a house
on thewater, that’ smy property, you’' d better
not set foot onit. Well, we' ve diminished that
somewhat, but Oregon’s been more
progressive. In foreign countries, waterfront
is everybody’ s waterfront.

I would like to see the Liquor Board
diminished. I'd like to see there be aDirector
of Liquor in the state, and I’d do away with
al the liquor stores, and give it to private
enterprise.
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Ms. Boswell: Why that?

Sen. Moore: It's much better for the public.
You get wider choice. The hours and prices
are better, they’ re all competing, and you can
make the license high enough so that the state
will havethe samemoney it had before, maybe
more. Therewill beareport out thisfall, from
the new Liquor Board member, which will
suggest that. He wants to give it to just the
big stores like Safeway, Thriftway and
Albertsons, etc. | don’'tlikethat. | think that’s
discriminatory, and | would charge them a
license in relation to what they sell. That's
the way | would do it, but I’d let every little
market, if they wanted to havealiquor section,
have one.

Ms. Boswell: The arguments against that are
what? Organized crime, or what?

Sen. Moore: No. The arguments are that the
people would drink more because it's so
available. | don’t believe that. | think people
will drink or they won't drink. | don’t think it
makes any difference. There are studies both
ways. Take your choice. But | just don’t like
to tell people what they can do and what they
can't do. That comes under the heading of
telling them they can’t do it. Presently, you
can buy at certain hoursfrom state stores, and
their hours do not coincide with many
shoppers' hours. It doesn’'t have anything to
do with what people drink, or how much they
drink.

Ms. Boswell: You've also been involved in
theissue of gambling during your tenure here.
Tell me a little bit more about that as a
changing issue.

Sen. Moore: It's an immense issue. Just in
these fifteen years, casinos have sprung up,
not only on Indian reservations, but privately,
as in New Jersey. It used to be nearly a

monopoly, in Nevada. Thefact that our lottery
sells so many tickets—to say nothing of pull
tabs, and punch boards, and that bingo and
horse-racing are viable and they’re al pretty
big business—tells me that people want to
gamble. | think that they should be entitled to
gamble, casino, the whole business. But put
everything under state regulation.

| probably would be careful. An example
may be what’s happening to the Indians.
They’rebuilding casinosright and left. | think
there’ snot enough money out thereto support
them all, and | think some of them are going
to encounter bad times and maybe end up
being worse off than they were before. So, |
probably would license afew, and | probably
would have them pretty much concentrated
in areas that are resort destinations. | might
make Tri Citiesaresort destination, and have
onethere. | probably would certainly have one
somewherein King County, but probably just
have a handful of them. People want to go.
Why should they go to Nevada? Every hour
there’s a trainload or busload or planeload
leaving for Reno or LasVegas. Let eachtribe,
based on its size, participate in the profits.

Organized crime? Is that a problem in
Nevada? Not that | know of. They've had
someintereststhere, but it’sall run so tightly
with state supervision. It's such a powerful
gambling commission down there, casino
commission, that these people, if they have
ownership, tolerate no rough stuff. | believe
there are fewer murders per capita in Las
Vegas than we have in Sezttle.

Ms. Boswell: Are the kinds of gambling that
are legalized in Washington right now a big
source of income for the state?

Sen. Moore: No. It’ snot supposed to be. The
gambling commission issupposed to beasdlf-
sustaining entity. They don’t get money from
the general fund. They charge the licensees
enough to support a pretty huge operation.
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Thereare 120 employeesnow, and | think it's
the third largest gambling commission in the
United States.

Ms. Boswell: In Washington?
Sen. Moore: Yes.
Ms. Boswell: | had no idea.

Sen. Moore: Oh, it's ahuge operation. | got
off the subject. What were we talking about?

Ms. Boswell: | was asking you about the
amount of money gambling brings into the
State.

Sen. Moore: It doesn’t bring in any because
it's self-sustaining. It collects just enough to
pay the commission, to pay the employees,
and they do keep a surplus of two, three, four
or five million dollars.

Spellman started a terrible thing, which
now is going to cascade. It'll just be a new
way of life. Hetook money from the Gambling
Commission and put it in the general fund as
part of hisbalanced-budget act. Tome, thatis
illegal, but the licensees can’'t afford to
complain—I"m not talking about money
now—Dbut they just can’t afford to fight that
because, as soon as they start fighting that,
people will say, “Well, these people should
be paying more.” So, they just let it go, and
they continue to pay more in fees, more in
licenses, more in penalties, than are
reasonable. There’ senough fuel out there that
oncelit, could turn maybe the whol e state into
one where you couldn’t even lag for pennies.

Here san interesting example. Under the
law, thelocal government issupposed to have
jurisdiction over all licensees. To my
knowledge, there' snever been apolice officer
in any gambling establishment in the state,
except to work off-duty hours as a policeman
in the parking lot or as security. So, what

happensiis, the licensees are paying counties
and cities who then put the money in their
general fund, and it doesn’t go for supervision
of these places, asmandated by law. The state
Gambling Commission has to keep the fees
high, because they have a police force that
goes out and does what the local government
should be doing. So, the licensees are really
being put upon.

| want everything organized. | want the
licenseesto be alive, and, if some of them get
big enough so they could have acasino, fine.
But the Indians have changed all that.

Ms. Boswell: | was going to ask you about
that. Tell me about your views.

Sen. M oore: Well, there are card rooms now
being closed al over the state. In Everett,
Jack’s Card Room, one of the oldest card
rooms around, folded recently because of the
competition from the Indians, who have BIG
games, no limit games, boom! Well, that
attracts players. People will go to a bingo
gamewherethere’ saCadillac prize. Although
the odds are terrible, they’ll go. They don't
want to play for pots that have ten dollarsin
them, when they could maybe be playing for
onesthat have athousand. So, it’ shurting the
licensees, that’ s what the Indians are doing.

Ms. Boswell: What's the philosophy of the
state Gambling Commission about the
Indians?

Sen. M oore: Thelndianshave Dan Evansand
Dan Inouye, the U.S. senator from Hawaii.
They opened Pandora’ s Box with their bill,
and the gambling will increase. The bill gave
a lot of power to the Indians in terms of
gambling compacts with the state. | have no
ideawhat Evans' rationale wasin sponsoring
that bill. Inouye’s rationale was that the
Indians needed some boost in their economy
and this was a place where they could make
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some money and improve their lot, which is
true. But | suspect neither Dan ever thought
about the licensees we have now, who are
being hurt.

Now, the question is, “What is a slot
machine?’ Is video poker a slot machine?
L ooksthe same, you just use cardsinstead of
oranges and lemons. Video poker is an
interesting aberration because it is a game of
skill. You put in your quarter, up come five
cardson ascreen, and you haveapair of fours
and an ace and a couple of other cards. Now,
the ordinary goof will keep the ace—wrong.
You have to have a pair of jacks to win
anything. Much better to keep the two fours
and get rid of the three other cards, because
you now have three cards coming, and you
just have to get one of them. So, it isjust a
matter of odds, and a game of skill, but alot
of people don’t understand the percentages.
Most peopledon’t. So, should video poker be
allowed, and slot machinesnot? Slot machines
are just a pure chance game.

But they worked it around very quickly
to where video poker is the same as a dot
machine. And if there's a video poker game
in the state, therefore they can have a slot
machine. And the Indians are going ahead
now, outside the compacts that have been
drawn, in which the tribes agreed to certain
things. They didn’t have to give away much,
though, because their federal law was so
strong. They’ve agreed that the gambling
commission will audit and afew other things,
and they make some donations here and there.

Ms. Boswell: Is there anything the state can
doto balancethedifferent gambling interests?

Sen. Moore: No, athough we have a good
director, Frank Miller, lucky to have him.
When he leaves here, he'll be so in demand
throughout the United States, | don’t know
what his celling might be.

M s. Boswell: How much power do the people
on the commission, like you, have?

Sen. Moore: | don't have any because I'm
an ex-officio member. Thefive membershave
quite a bit. They can decide whether video
poker iscoming in or not. Fortunately, all the
membersare pretty middle-of-the-road. In the
last ten years, we've had only one radical
member. By radical, | mean, didn’t like much
of anything that was going on.

Ms. Boswell: Do the Indians have |obbyists?
Arethey fairly active?

Sen. Moore: They had a lobbyist who now
may still be their lobbyist, but he's working
for the cities, | think. Good man. But it just
can’'t go on like this. And another issue is
Indian fishing rights, the conflict between
commercial fishermen and Indian fishing.
Pretty soon there won't be any fish left for
anybody, so where will they bethen? They’ll
be worse off than they were before the Boldt
decision.

Ms. Boswell: So you see the fisheries issue
as ultimately leading them down the wrong
path, too?

Sen. Moore: Yes. They're avery privileged
class. They have every right to be privileged
because we abused them so badly. Ruined a
wonderful culture. Brought nothing but
disease. That's the only contribution we've
madeto thelndians. They weredoing just fine.
We owe them, but how much? Do we owe
them for ten generations? A hundred
generations? | don’t know, but they have it
both ways now. It isn't wonderful to be an
Indian, but if they have a murder, who tries
it?1sit thetribal council or isit the prosecuting
attorney? The Bureau of Indian Affairsshould
be abolished. The BIA hasacolonia attitude
that is truly un-American. There's just a lot
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of thingsthat need to be addressed that we're
dancing around.

They have to becomeregular citizens. We
did kind of a halfhearted measure in the
twentieswhen we gavethemthevote. For forty
years |’ve advocated that someday Congress
should just step up to the bar and say:

“Thesetreatieshave got to beviolated. Got
to do away with them. We're going to cancel
all the treaties. You can scream and have a
tantrum, but thisisit. We' regoing to buy your
reservation from you. Going to put it up for
bid, and it has a minimum bid, and if nobody
wants to buy it at that price it won't be sold,
or the government will buy it. We'regoing to
sell the Navajo reservation. We're going to
sell the Muckleshoots', we're going to sell
everything, and give you the money. Now
you're citizens just like the rest of us. You
can apply for welfare, you can do anything
you want. If you want to have a piece of
property someplace with a long house on it
and dance and do all the things that you think
your forebearsdid, wonderful, we' renot going
to argue. No more than we do with the Italian
Club, the DAR, Elks, or anything else.”

Otherwise, thisisgoing to go on for 1,000
years.

Ms. Boswdl: On the other hand, if it's aland-
based culture, and you take over their land and
givethemthe money, what arethey goingto do?

Sen. Moore: How much of a land-based
culture is it today? They’re not living in
wigwams anymore. They have plumbing.
They get off thereservation, they comein and
work, go back to the reservation. | don’t see
any respectablereservation houses. | don’t see
anything that is very wonderful.

What is aland-based culture? Our whole
culture largely was land-based to begin with,
and that’s why we didn’t have year 'round
schools, because the kids were needed for
harvest. Well, that’ sgone, and soisthe Indian

culture. | don’t want to destroy it. I'm willing
to subsidize keeping the language alive, since
there was no written language. There's only
theverba language. I’'mwillingtodo all kinds
of things, but let’s get rid of this reservation
system—and that’s a disgrace in itself.
Reservation—it’s like being in prison. What
isthat all about?1t wasasop. | guess|’ m pretty
violent on that subject.

Ms. Boswell: Wdll, it' sacomplex issue. Now,
what was the major opposition in terms of
opening up the gambling?

Sen. Moore: It sinteresting. There' sagroup
which hates gambling, so they have an anti-
gambling organization. The Gambling
Commission gives them $50,000 a year, |
think.

Ms. Boswell: Gives the anti-gambling
organization money?

Sen. Moore: Yeah, | think the Lottery
Commission givesthem money, too. It'saPR
job, you know.

Ms. Boswell: So they’d just be quiet and not
bother anybody?

Sen. Moore: Sounds cynical, but yes—it is
always better to be inside the tent than out—
you just might be ableto do alittle steering.

Ms. Boswell: So does the major opposition
against gambling come from religious
interests?

Sen. Moore: No. It'sthe casinos in Nevada
They come up here and |obby.

Ms. Boswell: Oh really?

Sen. Moore: “You don't want these criminal
elements coming in here.” They join up with
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afew council-of-churches types, and make a
great case. Everybody goes, “Oh no, no! We
don’'t want that!” You put that specter of
organized crime, Mafia—"0Oh no, we can't
have that.” No, it's the Nevada money.

Ms. Boswell: It' s the competition?

Sen. Moore: Sure. They don’t want any
money siphoned off. They rely on us. We're
a big source of income to them.

Ms. Boswell: What about the fear of
organized crime? How does the gambling
commission handle that kind of issue?

Sen. Moore: When | first went on the
Gambling Commission, it was made up
largely of police officers, retired FBI, retired
sheriffs, and so on. Gradually, it changed.
Now, there are none. There is an active
attorney, there is a retired judge, there's a
retired radio-TV station owner, there’ salady
trucker, there' s another woman and | forget
what she does. Originally, the police officers
kept saying, “No more licenses. Got to keep
those—particularly card rooms—got to keep
those card rooms out.” Well, | know why.
Thereisno money for therogue police officer
if you have licensed card rooms. It’'s the
underground card rooms that are good for
certain police. Just that smple.

| had acard room in my district on Queen
Anne Avenue. Now, the police were going up
and down that street all night long in their
prowler car. They’d see the lights on, they’d
see parking al over the place. Now, why did
they never investigate? Why?

So, we' ve had no organized crime here. At
onetimethey said, “ If you have more than one
card table, more than eight seats, organized
crimeisgoingto movein.” Every timewehave
a bill to loosen gambling up, or to say we're
going to license a premise at Vantage, we're
going to have agambling area, acasino, every

time, dl of a sudden, awhole lot of strangers
show up that nobody’ s ever seen before, to tell
us how evil it's going to be. And, like | said,
they’re all coming from Nevada.

Ms. Boswell: Because they don’'t want the
competition?

Sen. Moore: That's right. Limitless money.
If we ever got it on the ballot to have a casino
someplace, Ocean Shores or wherever, you' d
see ten million dollars appear by magic to
defeat it. That money does not come from
those little old ladies who oppose gambling!

Ms. Boswell: I’'m showing my ignorance—I
should know this but | don’t—is the Lottery
Commission directly under the Gambling
Commission, or isit a separate commission?

Sen. Moore: No, it's a separate commission.
Gambling Commissionisastrong commission
with a strong director. The Lottery
Commission has a strong director and aweak
commission. |’ ve offered to sponsor a person
to be on the Lottery Commission. He said,
“Forget it,” becausethedirector doeswhat she
wantsto do and then tellsthem, “Approveit.”
Nobody stands up to her. They have one
member that does, but therest of them all fold,
partly because she’ sawoman, partly because
she’'s a minority. “We'd be picking on this
Chinese woman. That could lead to trouble,
we could be sued.”

Ms. Boswell: That's an interesting scenario,
though, if you have various groupswho might
be “minority groups’ in power, that they may
have more power by the very fact that they
fall into that category.

Sen. Moor e: Oh, absolutely. Way more power
than would normally accrue. We see quite a
bit of that.
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LiFe IN THE PusLic EYE:
CoNTROVERSY AND CONFLICT

Ms. Boswell: You did get slammed in the
press alittle bit in recent times, as a member
of the Gambling Commission being in
partnership with somebody who is a bingo
operator. Again, isthat a conflict of interest,
or isthat a straw man, or what?

Sen. Moore: | suppose it’s a conflict of
interest. But what | did, what | kept trying to
do, was to have more gambling, but be
reasonable about the salaries that are paid.
Some people believe in charitable gaming,
which means that the Sisters of Providence
will have a game, they will deal, they’ll
personally run the games. Well, they’ll lose
money if they do. You have to have trained
people running these games. So, | aways
advocated paying for full-timedealers, etc. For
example, | want al bingo parlorsto have the
opportunity to be open seven days a week.
Three days for their organization, the other
four days they can farm out, maybe for the
cost of the wear and tear: $100, $200, $300
per night. And use their dealers, use
everything that they have, all their people, and
the proceeds all go to disabled children, or
veterans, or whatever. So, I've always
advocated that. Never did | do anything that
didn’t benefit them all. | was a proponent of
controlled, licensed gambling long before |
became co-owner of aduplex with alicensee.

You can make a case, yes, here's Ray
Moore, now, he' sknown hispartner for avery
long time. Thetruthis, | actually put up more
cash in the duplex than my partner did. Y et, it
was implied, in fact the first story that was
written made it pretty clear, that | had been
paid off by my partner for afavor. But, their
libel, slander attorney said, “No, we'll be
sued.” See, | can’'t suethem asapublicfigure,
but my partner can sue them, and he was
looking for something to go after them on.
But they denied him that right at the last
minute. No, I’ve never done anything that
helped an individual. Help one, help all. And
remember, | have no vote on the Gambling
Commission.

Ms. Boswell: Whenyou’ rein the position you
areasalegisator on avariety of committees,
do you haveto really examine everything you
do and say, “Isthisaconflict of interest? Am
| going to get attacked for this?’ Isthisafact
of life of alegidlator?

Sen. Moore: | think three out of four
legislators weigh that al the time. |, maybe
one percent of the time. | don't pay much
attention.

Ms. Boswell: Why would such a large
percentage do, and you don’t pay any
attention?

Sen. Moore: Oh, they're afraid of the press
and, obvioudy, I'mnot. The presshasn’t liked
me for along time.

Ms. Boswell: | wanted to go back—wetalked
alittle bit about it, but do you want to tell me
a little bit more about the workings of the
Investment Board, especially the recent
controversy?

Sen. Moore: Well, the controversy we're
having is over the dismissal of the former
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director of the board, Basil Schwan. We've
had sometroublewith thedirectors, lately. We
used to have afellow here running the State
Investment Board more-or-less out of hiship
pocket. Hewas quite talented, and made good
money for the board. His name was Roy Pitt.
However, after heleft the new board did even
better. The new man, John Hitchman, did so
well from 1983to’ 88 that, | think | mentioned
this, wewererunning fifteen to twenty percent
for thefirst five years| was on the board.

Then Hitchman resigned to take ajob in
private enterprise at about four timeswhat we
were paying him. By theway, he became quite
well-off in three or four years, and I’ ve heard
he's back in Olympia now, retired. After he
left, we did a search for hisreplacement. We
couldn’t find anybody who really was going
to fit.

Part of the job is getting along with the
Legidature, sowegaveit totheassistant. The
assistant turned out to be a caretaker who
bought some stock that the state was also
buying. Some of the people thought that was
very unethical, although what can acoupl e of
hundred shares do in a market with 100
million shares? Nothing. So, he was ousted.
The board was made up of nine people, but
therewerefivein addition who were ex-officio
members, called the advisory committee.
They sit with the members, they can’'t vote.
WEell, they began to think they had long pants
and that they should be running the board. So,
there began to be friction, and, by and large,
they were astuffy lot. When the board got rid
of this director who hadn’t measured up, we
had a search to find a new director. As| said
before, | was not on the board at the time. |
was off for two or three years because we
Democrats lost control of the Senate.

During thistime, they hired Basil Schwan
from the California Teachers Retirement
Fund. | met him and wetalked alittle bit. And
since we're in the majority most of the time,
and | hoped to be back on that board, | got

acquainted with him. | thought, “ This guy is
never going to get caught doing anything,
good or bad.” It turned out to bethecase. He's
been here two and three-quarter years of a
three year contract. He has instituted many
checks and balances, and he expanded the
staff. Where we used to have three or four or
fivemanagers of money, therearetwenty now.
The fund, of course, is larger, but it's so
diversified now that it’salmost impossible to
make or lose any big money, whichisokay. |
was not fascinated with him, | was not
fascinated with his staff. His staff is what
destroyed Schwanto me. That and hisinability
to communicate with the Legidlature.

Ms. Boswell: Certainly there's been some
controversy over the board getting rid of
Schwan. What’ s your take on that?

Sen. Moore: Well, it's important that the
director be able to communicate with the
L egislature because they provide some funds
for theboard. Thelegislatorswho are key are
the chairman of the Ways and Means
Committee of the Senate, and the chairman
of the Appropriations Committee in the
House. They did not think much of him.

Now, I’m going to give you an example. |
went to him ayear ago. | said, “Now, we've
got theselawsuits against thisoutfit in Boston,
and we're talking about two-, three-, four-
hundred million. We may get nothing if we
sit on our hands. What do you plan to do?’
He said, “Oh, we're going to sue them.” The
attorney general wasnew, very bright, and she
agreed. “So,” | said, “how much money are
we talking about?’ because I'm an odds
player.

For example, only yesterday | went down
to have my eyeslooked at. | asked the doctor,
what arethe odds, if you do thislaser thing to
clear upalittleblurinmy eyes?He says, “Two
hundred to one, that it won’'t do any damage.”
Good enough for me. Boom, he did it. | just
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want the odds quoted to me.

Anyway, the way to figure the odds was,
how much can we possibly collect in a law
suit?Wecould collect, if weget unlucky, sixty
million, and if we get lucky, we might get
$100 million. Going to be aloss, but if we do
nothing, wemay get nothing. | asked Schwan,
“How much in legal fees?’

“Five million.”

| said, “Five million? | want to talk to the
attorneys.” So, | went to Seattlewith Virginia
We talked to the attorneys, three of them. |
said, “I'm all for the lawsuit, don’t get me
wrong, but tell me about this five-million
dollar budget that you’'re going to spend on
the legal fees.”

“Well, we' regoing to need threemillion,”
they said.

“Okay, what about the other two million
Mr. Schwan'’s talking about?’

“Well, we're going to need a million for
experts, expert witnesses.”

“Okay, what’ s the other million for?’

“Oh, Xeroxing and all that kind of stuff.”

| went back and, baffled as to the lack of
detail as to where the money was going, |
suggested Mr. Schwan needed to make a
detailed budget, and discuss it with the key
legislative players—Gaspard, Rinehart,
Ebersole, Sommers, a few others. He talked
to them. He went to each one separately. He
did not impress any of them.

By that time the five million was up to
nine million, and still no details. So, I, just
for the hell of it, divided nine million by 200,
assuming that they charged $200 an hour. It
turned out to be 45,000 hours.

“Y ou don’t understand, Senator,” Schwan
and hisstaff kept telling me. Well, apparently,
Sommers and Rinehart didn’t understand
either, becauseat first they didn’t want to give
Schwan any money.

| kept saying, “No, | think we should give
him something, but let’s get this budget cut
down.” | went to thelobbyist for theinsurance

industry, Basil Badley, and | said, “What do
you do when you go to aforeign state, or your
people go to aforeign state, and they need an
attorney who can handle their affairsif they
don’'t know anybody?’

“Well,” he says, “I'll send you down the
guestionnaire.”

S0, he sent methis questionnaire, and it’s
about fifty pages, and | sent it to Schwan, and
| said, “I think this is what you should be
using.”

“Oh,” he said, “we're doing something
comparable.”

Well, it wasn't comparable, really. And
Basil Badley told me, “We're generdly able
to hire really good talent for $150, $175 an
hour.” So, | wasbeing generouswhen | talked
about $200. But, obviously, they were getting
way more than $200.

The argument for using this firm was,
“Well, we hired them originally to help us, so
now they know our problems, and it would
be a learning process to give it to anybody
else” | said, “I don't know about that.” But
anyway, they went ahead and hired these
people. | would guess, that with the amount
of money that the Legislature appropriated,
which was about half of what they asked for,
that they will be ableto do abang up job with
the help of the attorney general. | want the
attorney general deeply involvedinall of this,
because she is the one that defends the State
of Washington. When we have outside
counsel, even for boards and commissions, |
think she, or whoever the attorney general is,
should be really on top of it. Obviously,
Schwan didn’t handle the L egislature as well
ashecould have. Situationslikethat prompted
his dismissal.

Ms. Boswell: Now, again, the Investment
Board was under some scrutiny because of that
decision to fire him, and you ended up being
the—
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Sen. Moore: No.

Ms. Boswell: Therewasatie, but asatie, he
would have been goneanyway. I sthat correct?

Sen. Moore: Now let me explain it.
Ms. Boswell: Yes, please do.

Sen. Moor e: The peoplewhowantedtoretain
him, when it got to that point, after many hours
of wrangling about it, we got to the point
where somebody had to make a motion. |
cannot remember whether it was Gary Moore
or George Masten, | think one of the two,
made the positive motion. See, what | thought
might happen wasthat the people who wanted
Schwan to stay would have made the negative
motion—"1 move not to renew the Schwan
contract.” If that had been the motion, there
would have been four votes for it, and four
against it, and it would have failed, and the
board would negotiate a new contract with
Schwan. But, the people on the side that |
favored, made the motion first, and once
you’' ve made the positive motion, you can’t
supersede it with a negative motion. If they
had made the negative motion, then somebody
or | would have made the positive motion,
which supersedes the negative motion. So, it
was the positive motion to renew the contract
that was before us. They had four votesfor it.
That'sall. They couldn’t get five, because no
matter what happened, they had only four
votes. | wouldn’t have voted—if it had been
the negative motion, | wouldn’t have bothered
to vote. | even asked while we were in
executive session, “Now, because of the
position that | find myself in, not being
allowed to vote, still being a Senator, | don’t
want to embarrass you, do you want me to
vote or not vote?’ Both sides said, “Yes, we
want you to vote.” So, | voted, but my vote
didn’t make any difference.

Ms. Boswell: So it was at their behest that
you voted, then?

Sen. Moore: Yes.

Ms. Boswell: And then you got criticized for
voting?

Sen. Moore: Yes.
Ms. Boswell: Did you expect that?

Sen. Moore: Oh, sure. As a matter of fact,
one of thesetwo reporterswho hasbeen giving
me the hard time, said to a staff person here,
“We're not through with Ray Moore, yet.”

Ms. Boswell: Andthey werereferring alsoto
the controversy over your residency?

Sen. Moore: Yes.

Ms. Boswell: There have been some new
developmentsthere. Sincewelast talked about
this in late March, your residency has been
invalidated. Intermsof the press, do you think
there' s a persona vendetta on the part of the
reporters, or what’s the reason for the
commentsthat were madeto the staff person?

Sen. Moore: No. It's not personal by the
reporters, no. They’ve been prompted by
somebody.

Ms. Boswell: Do you have an idea who?
Sen. Moore: Yeah, | do.

Ms. Boswell: Do you want to share it?

Sen. M oore: No. But they’ re huge, two huge
public figures, of whom | have been publicly

critical.

Ms. Boswell: And so you think that they are
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powerful enough to control the press?
Sen. Moore: Oh, absolutely. Easily.

Ms. Boswell: Do you think that happensvery
often?

Sen. Moore: Sincel’ve been here, fiveor ten
times. Funny thing is, none of these things
ever succeeded. They’re an aggravation, but
they didn’t succeed in what they tried to do.

Ms. Boswell: Why? If these are powerful
people, why doesn't it succeed?

Sen. Moore: Because the people they're
attacking just hang inthere. They don’t budge.
“Hit me again.”

Ms. Boswell: What's given you the sort of
where-with-all to hang in there and say, “Hit
me again?’

Sen. Moore: Therearetwo things. You have
to have a thick hide in this business. The
second thing is, | don’'t consider myself
terribly bright, so | have succeeded in life by
tenacity. In the market, in politics, | just stay.
And | don’t have any big enemies in the
Legidature. Infact, | have quite afew allies.

Ms. Boswell: So you see tenacity as just an
important characteristic, leaning on that alot?

Sen. Moore: Yes. | guess my philosophy is,
I’m going to outlast the bastards.

M s. Boswell: Some people might suggest that
sounds—this kind of explanation—sounds a
little bit like a conspiracy theory, or
something. How would you respond to that?

Sen. Moore: | guessmy only responseis, Vic
Meyers once said, when they were always
after him, he said, “Why pick on Vic?’ Well,

here | am. I’'m in my eighties. I’'m going
nowhere. It is known that I’m not going to
run again. What is so magic about trying to
get me out now? No further session, why not
just let medie onthevine? Why? 1’ m nobody.
| never wasanybody. | waslucky to be here. |
didn't do much damage while | was here. |
might have done alittle good.

Ms. Boswell: Why prey on Ray?

Sen. Moore: Yeah, why prey on Ray? Thank
you.

Ms. Boswell: Maybe you're selling yourself
short, though, in terms of your impact?

Sen. M oor e: But any impact | had was gone.
| was alame duck.

Ms. Boswell: Well, you hadn’t announced that
you were going to retire.

Sen. Moore: | announced it four years ago. |
told everybody I'll never run again. They
forgot, and of course, I’ m not going to remind
them at this point, because once | do, then |
amalame duck, and | have no oomph at all.

Ms. Boswell: So, youwould say, though, that
the reason this residency controversy is
continuing is primarily—is it the press? Is it
these forces behind the press, or what? The
reason why this has kept on.

Sen. Moore: | don’t think it’s the press,
although | do think the Times editorial board
has not liked me for along time. No, | think
it's forces that the Times might want to
accommodate. But, in January, this thing
started out as a girlish prank, and it
mushroomed. Do you know, one day | drove
to Hilo—gone about seven or eight hours—I
came back, twenty-two messages on the
machinefrom reporters, from media. | did not
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return their calls. | won't ever talk to them
again.

Ms. Boswell: What about saying your side
though?It’ snot worthit to you totalk to them?

Sen. M oor e: How do you think it would come
out? | made a heartfelt speech on thefloor. It
wasn't much of a speech, it was unprepared.
What did they do?*“In arambling statement.”
Y ou know. It was rambling, but they wanted
to hurt me.

Ms. Boswell: Youdon't see, redly, that there
are certain individuals, whether they are
reporters for their own careers, or something
else, who are really keeping this alive for
whatever purpose it might serve?

Sen. M oor e: Oh, Barbara Serrano said to me,
“Well, what do you think of my story?’ | said,
“I don’'t think you' Il ever winaPulitzer Prize.”

Ms. Boswell: You told me that most of the
reporters who covered this had been
transferred.

Sen. Moore: The two key ones, | hear, have
been moved out of here back to Sesttle.

Ms. Boswell: The Seattle Times may have
instigated this, but certainly, many other
papers picked it up, and the more brutal
editorials seemed to be from some of the other
papers aswell. Why did they all jump on the
band wagon? Just a big story?

Sen. Moore: Well, you know, to show that
they know what’ sgoing on, and that we should
not tolerate thiskind of behavior. Did aword
ever appear about the fact that | organized
Food Lifeline? Biggest thing in the United
States of its kind. Feeds thousands of people
every day.

It's like Gordon Walgren. They always

refer to Gordon, not as the former majority
leader, but asaconvicted felon. Just anything
to make it look more negative.

Ms. Boswell: After all that happened, why do
you think that the King County Election Board
decided, essentially, to invalidate your
Washington residency? What do you think
was behind that decision? And secondly, why
have you chosen to not fight that?

Sen. Moore: Why was it that the board of
three at first said | was avoter? And a month
later, Kendall raised thisquestion again? And
so, John Charles, who was Gary Locke's
treasurer, heard the case all by himself and
decided against me?

Ms. Boswell: Oh, all by himself?

Sen. Moore: All by himself. It has a
suspicious feeling, that the politicians—
Locke, Maeng, and the head of the elections
department, John Charles—heard it and
decided | was okay. A month later, al of a
sudden, with no new evidence against me. |
presented new evidence. Kendall did not.

Ms. Boswell: Oh, you did?

Sen. Moore: Kendall presented no new
evidence, and inthefindings by John Charles,
he said, “Senator Moore offered no new
evidence, and Kendall offered new evidence
that made me do this.”

Ms. Boswell: So he reversed, then?

Sen. M oore: On nothing. | had the evidence.
| furnished him a document saying that | had
spent forty percent of my timein thelast—he
wanted it for a certain period—I gave it to
him. Forty percent in Seattle, forty percentin
Olympia, twenty percent in Hawaii. | don’t
see anything wrong with that for residency.
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And why am | not fighting it? Although |
thought it was an unjust decision, it costs too
much money to fight it. It isnot worth it. The
first legal serviceshill, | paid, which wasvery
nominal, $500, $1,000 or some such. The next
bill I got was between four and five thousand,
which the attorneys charged off as pro bono—
and I’ d had no prior relationship.

Ms. Boswell: Thisis attorney’s fees?

Sen. Moore: Yeah, and first-classwork. Just
outstanding. And, of course, they’re willing
tofightit. But, I’ vedecided that | can’t afford
the luxury, which comes under the heading
of “don’t fight city hall.” And, we'll do
something in the next week or so. | don’t know
what it’s going to be yet.

Ms. Boswell: So, you don’t think you'll
continue to fight it, though?

Sen. Moore: Well, if | show upincourt, it’ll
be asemi mediaevent. If | don’t show up, the
presswill just say, “Well, hewasano show.”
If the court decides that I’'m right—hollow
victory. If they decide that | was wrong, and
that John Charles was right, and they uphold
hisdecision, I'll draw half adozen editorias,
saying, “Why doesn’t this senile old man get
out? He's aready ruined his reputation, but
he could salvagealittle something if he' d just
resign.” So, that’s the way it would play out.
| haven't decided what to do. The case
comesup onthetenth, | think itis, of August.
It was set for December. Maleng got it moved
up to an earlier date al of a sudden, which
tells me, because he said he didn’t want to
touch it before, it tells me that somebody’s
put alittle pressure on him to moveit up. So,
we got a postponement for three weeksto the
tenth or eleventh of next month, of August.

Ms. Boswell: You had mentioned Maleng
earlier, and | was going to say that Maleng

has essentially said, “This is not my fight to
fight. I'mgoing to let the L egidature take care
of itsown.”

Sen. Moor e: But he' sfeeling something from
somebody, and hetold our attorney, they had
aconversation, that thiswas aterrible spot to
bein because, and thisisadirect quote, “Ray
and | goback alongway.” And |’ ve supported
him against Democratic opponents. And yet,
he came out against mein ’90. So, I’ ve been
with him along time, he' s been with me most
of thetime. We're on good terms. We're both
strong animal rightstypes, and agree on many
Issues.

Ms. Boswell: What about the role that Steve
Kendall played inall this? Do you understand
it? You mentioned in March that he had
worked on a campaign of yours.

Sen. Moore: After he had that unfortunate
incident in Auburn, and resigned as a school
board member, he never surfaced again. And
here he isfifteen years later, crowding forty,
and he's a custodian for Metro. He asked
Talmadge and me to recommend him for a
|egal—paralegal—job. Phil and | talked about
it, and Phil said, “I can’t do it. | don’t know
him that well.” And | said, “WEell, frankly, |
haven't seen him for years, and so | don’t
know,” and so neither one of us did. And |
think he saw an opportunity, here, to fix my
clock, so he jumped in. | think he may have
been encouraged by the gay community,
because they wanted me out badly, so that they
could maybe get their personinto replace Cal
Anderson asthe gay inthe House Democratic
caucus. The only way they can get me out is
to make life so difficult that | certainly won't
run again, and Jeanne Kohl can move to the
Senate, and they can maybe elect agay to the
House. Well, they're not going to get the
House. | don't think their candidate is going
to win.
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Ms. Boswell: Just not good enough?

Sen. Moore: | think the gays have become
overly aggressive, and | think there’'s going
to be alittle backlash against them this fall.
Reese Lindquist’s son, or my choice, Chris
Snell, | think, and who knows, maybe Mary
Lou Dickerson, being the only woman—
there's half a dozen of them in there—will
win.

Ms. Boswell: Isthere any kind of backlash at
people who are supporters of you, that feel
the same way you do, that this might have
been part of the issue?

Sen. Moore: Yeah. Yeah. We have quite a
lot of correspondence from people that have
thrown in little bits and pieces. We have a
pretty good idea of how it all happened. I’'ve
found practically no erosion. | know it sounds
boastful, but I think if | had reregistered and
filed, I could have won the primary.

Ms. Boswell: But would you have wanted to?

Sen. Moore: No. No, I’'m having awonderful
life. Life is good. There is life after the
Legidature.

Ms. Boswell: Does this controversy affect
your day-to-day lifeat all, over there? Do you
think about it? Y ou said you had twenty-two
phone calls waiting on one day.

Sen. Moore: No. No, we don't.

Ms. Boswell: Youdon't think about it, really?

Y oudon’'ttalk about it, you don’t worry about
it?

Sen. Moore: Oh, we laugh about it
occasionaly. “What aromp,” Virginia says.
I”’m pretty tough. One day Virginiaanswered
the phone and a reporter’s on the phone,

“Senator Moore there?’

“Who dis calling?’ He gave his name.
“Who you wit?" She does very good Pidgin,
oh very good. So he told her he was with the
radio station. He apparently said, “Who's
this?’

“Oh, | jus' de housekeepa.”

Ms. Boswell: Has she made any statements?
Has she talked to any press?

Sen. Moore: No, no need.

Ms. Boswell: Didn’t | hear a story that you
talked to the Associated Press, though, or
something like that, or am | making it up?

Sen. Moore: | called John White, and said,
“John, you’ve been decent to me all these
years, and you haven’'t jumped on me this
time, and when | have a statement to make,
I’m going to give you the exclusive.”

“Oh,” he said, “thanks.” Next thing |
know, hetold his partner that—what the hell’ s
his name? Ammons?—one of those guys on
the beat down here, and the next thing | know,
it's in the West Hawaii Today newspaper,
under this guy’s byline who said, “Senator
Moore will be making a statement soon, and
I’ll have more details.” So, White couldn’t
keep hismouth shut, either. He' san older guy
that theyoung guysall laugh at and think he's
over thehill. That’ swhy | wanted to help him.
But, now | can’t, so | either won't say anything
and either just drift off into the ether, or | may
make a statement.

Ms. Boswell: And if you do, who will you
cal?

Sen. Moore: Nobody. I'll just mail it in. |
may just ask the Senate to release it to
whomever.

Ms. Boswell: When all this came up, was
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there somebody, or more than one in the
Senate, that you went to for advice about what
you should do?

Sen. M oor e: Down through theyears, | found
out early that | didn’t know as much as |
needed to know, and | went, aways, to Sid
Snyder, when he was secretary of the Senate.
Thistime | didn’'t go to him immediately. |
talked to Marty Brown, who succeeded Sid,
and I’ vebeenintouch with Marty almost daily
since January. His adviceis good.

Ms. Boswell: May | ask why you chose not
to go to Sid Snyder?

Sen. Moore: | didn’t go to himimmediately,
but withinaweek | started talking to him about
it. He' svery sound. He sagood old boy. He's
a solid guy that will keep the boat from
capsizing, and Marty is extremely smart, a
good writer, and an attorney. So, the questions
| had were more appropriate to go to Marty,
really. Nothing personal on Sid, nothing has
deteriorated there, we' re the same as always.

Ms. Boswell: If you could encapsulate the
kinds of advice that you got from Marty
Brown, what would it be? Were there really
specific questions?

Sen. Moore: | think he confirmed my
feelings—don't talk. | have avoided the press
since I’ ve been here, and | should have kept
on that tack, but | also felt that since Serrano
had been able to get to me, that | probably
owed therest of the press an opportunity, and
| thought maybe some of them might decide
that they wanted to be more—a little kinder.
Not a single one of them. It turned out, they
wereall jackals. They'reall vultures. | trusted
a guy from the P-I, with whom | was
straightforward, and he distorted the
interview.

It's been suggested that | might have a

press conference. Well, they’ re going to only
pick out what makesmelook bad. So, if | don’'t
talk, they can't say anything. They just say
I’m avoiding them and, of course, now, O. J.
Simpson saved me. Jackie gave me a little
respite when she died, and Tanya Harding
helped.

Ms. Boswell: In some respects it could be
gratifying to be among the great headliners of
theyear. When they do, at the end of the year,
the top ten stories of the year—

Sen. Moore: | should be there.
Ms. Boswell: Y ou should be there.

Sen. Moore: Well, | wish | could tell you
more. When we're all through with this, I’ll
tell you what | think is going to happen—in
rethinking what I’ ve just said, | hope | don’t
come off appearing paranoid, but we had more
than enough evidence to show validity.

Ms. Boswell: Okay, that will be fine. Two
more quick questions. You did, after the
legislative session ended, afew months later,
resign from some of the commissionsthat you
were on. What prompted that decision? When
| talked to you about thislast March, you were
pretty firm—*“Thisisn’t going to scare me off,
I’m going to finish my term, and that’ s that.”
Why did you change?

Sen. Moore: The Senate is going to undergo
atremendous upheaval thistime. Even if we
retain the majority, the majority party without
Talmadge, Niemi, Williams, me, Bluechel, a
couple of others, is going to be awhole new
deal. So, | decidedin April that | should really
consider getting off these boards and
committees and giving people achanceto get
into the work involved, and still have me
around if they wanted to ask any questions.
Gaspard and | talked it over. | called him one
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day, and | said, “I’m thinking about this.”
WEéll, I'm sure he was relieved, although he
didn’t say so. | think it made life easier for
him. So, he appointed Sid Snyder, who is at
least as capable as | am, to the Investment
Board, and the only person in the Senate that
could possibly do it. Unfortunately, he had a
heart operation, so he's not moving asfast as
| wish he could. On the Gambling
Commission, | knew that Margarita Prentice
wanted to be onthat, and | wanted to bearound
to work with her. | had ameeting with her for
three, four hoursthis morning. We see things
pretty much together. On the Pension Policy
Committee, | was scheduled to be chairman,
and Al Bauer will be abetter chairmanthan |,
anyway. Again, we've got experience in
Snyder and Bauer, so | thought, “Y ou know,
let’s get them rolling,” and at least doing it
now, I’ [l havealittleinput asto who getsthose
jobs. It worked out just right, | wanted all three
of them to have these positions.

And, next January, it will besuchamelee,
with all these new players coming in, and a
lot of people that have been here, two, three,
four yearswill now think they are somebody.
| didn’t want some of those peopletaking over
these positions, so | changed my mind.

Ms. Boswell: You said that you did talk to
Gaspard, did he have advice?

Sen. Moore: No, he said, “It's up to you.” |
said, “Well, you'reright, it isup to me.”

Ms. Boswell: Has he been generally
supportive? Did he try to talk you into
resigning?

Sen. Moore: No, he did not try to convince
me to resign. | don’t say, had | been another
person, | can’'t guarantee that he might not
have. They know me pretty well, and they
know no matter what they say, | may not pay
any attention to them. He has been supportive.

But deepinmy heart, andin his, I’ m sure both
of us know that he wishes|’d go away.

Ms. Boswell: Generally, in the Legidlature,
and particularly in the Senate, would you say
that most people feel that way, they’d just
rather it was over, or do most of them say,
“Stand in there and fight?’

Sen. Moore: There are two people in the
Senate that want me out, Mary Margaret
Haugen and Dwight Pelz. The rest of them
have been, I’d say, enthusiastic to nominally
supportive. Twelve Republicans have
communicated, saying that if it ever got to a
vote, they’ Il bewith me. | think George Sellar
would just as soon that | stayed in, because
then during the campaign, he can say, “L ook
at these Democrats, they’ ve got this criminal
intheir group, and they can’t even control him.
Do you want these peopl e running your state?’
o, | think George would vote to vote me out
if it got to a vote, but he wants me in as a
whipping boy.

My district organization sent me a
questionnaire this last December, and |
answered it 100 percent the way they wanted.
And they knew from my past voting record
that | was there for them, but they decided
that they wanted to get rid of me. Theissue of
my residency is not the issue. The issue is:
how can we get a gay in the House from our
district? They can’t run against Helen
Sommers; she’ d whip anybody! Jeanne Kohl
is probably too strong, although not in aclass
with Helen. So, how can we do this? Well,
they’ ve got to move me out. If they get rid of
me, Kohl can moveto the Senate, and the gay
can maybe get the House seat. In this scenario
they’ Il have a gay in the Democratic caucus
in both Houses. Cal Andersoniscoming over
from the House to replace Janice Niemi. So,
that’ stheinterna workingsof thestrife. That's
the way it appears to me.
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Ms. Boswell: Why are they so intent on that,
to havethat gay representation? And why that
district, rather than any other district?

Sen. Moore: The second-largest gay
population is in our district, so this is their
best shot. The third-largest gay populationis
in the Forty-sixth, which is where Rinehart
is. University and Laurelhurst and Sand Point.

Ms. Boswell: So this had been going on long
before any of the residency issues came up?

Sen. Moore: Yes.

Ms. Boswell: Did you have that same kind of
actioninthecentra committeewhenyouwere
GOP county chairman? Did you see some
districts trying to get some particular person
or thing through?

Sen. Moore: Yeah. The fights mostly
occurred over the presidency. Who were going
to bethedelegates? There’ d be Dewey, there'd
be Wilkie, there was Harold Stassen, and a
lot of other Republicanswere mentioned. And
S0, you picked somebody asacommitteeman,
and then if you had enough influence, you
could get some other committeeman to go for
that person, and pretty soonyou’' vegot alittle
block that hasto be dealt with. But, whenyou
have an open primary, like here, the party
doesn’t mean anything. It’sjust a straw man.
| could file as an independent. | could have a
convention and run as an independent right
now, and I’ d probably get thirty-five percent
of the vote.

Ms. Boswell: So name recognition is more
important than party affiliation?

Sen. Moore: Absolutely. And | might pick
up some people if | did it just right and ran
against Karen Marchiaro, who isadirty word
inour district. And run against the Times. The

central committee, itself, run against the
district organization. “Ray Moore is
independent. The bosses aren’t going to push
him around.” One could make quite a
campaign out of it.

Ms. Boswell: Did you have people doing that
when you were chair?

Sen. Moore: | did everything. Whatever was
called for, but | stopped short once. | invited
Nixon to come up to Seettlein 1950. He spoke
at the old Pantages Thesater, and it was an hour
program, and, as| remember, Bill Boeing, Jr.
or somebody bought an hour of time on all
three networks. Thewhole state was covered.
Langlie was going to introduce the featured
speaker—Nixon—but we had all kinds of
people running for office, county offices,
Legislature, and it started at seven o’ clock.
The choreography had to be perfect so that
Langlie could comeon at exactly eight o’ clock
when we had the time on the air. He was to
take acouple of minutesand introduce Nixon,
the“giant-killer” from California. Well, | did
a good job of getting everybody on and off
the stage, they all got to speak, but it was a
closecall. I had about thirty secondsleft over.
Nixon made a great speech, and afterward he
said, “That was a remarkable job you did. |
know how difficult it is when you have all
these peoplewho want totalk.” Hewasavery
nice guy, inthat way. He recognized difficult
situations. He could identify with them. So, |
said to him, “We're probably going to lose
thisnext election.” And, | said, “It doesn’t1ook
good for us, but any suggestions you have,
I’dliketo hear them.” So he cameto the office
the next morning before he left town and he
told me how to do it. Just don’t run any ads,
don’t do anything until the Sunday before the
election. Then run full page ads, double page
adsif you have money for it, in all the dailies
accusing the opposition of being Communists,
fellow travelers, pinkos, etc.
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Ms. Boswell: He advised you to do that in
19507

Sen. Moore: Yes.

Ms. Boswell: What was your opinion of
Nixon, especialy after he told you that? Did
that influence you in any way?

Sen. M oore: No. Whatever the cards are that
are dealt to me, I'll play them the best way |
can, but | won’t resort to politicslikethat. So,
we didn’t do it, and we lost the election. We
might have lost it anyway. | won’t do just
anything to get elected. | can't do that. It's
contrary to my being.
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Ms. Boswell: You don't regret having done
what you’'ve done? You don’t regret having
been in the Legidlature?

Sen. Moore: Oh, no. Asl saidinmy so-called
“farewell address,” what other eighty-two year
old has had such agood sixteen years?| defy
anybody to name one. I’ ve had the ultimate.
What more can | want?

No, | don't haveany regretsat all. | had to
run last time. | wasn’'t going to run, because |
only generally last about ten yearsin any one
spot. | wouldn’'t have run, but | knew that |
wasthe only candidate we had who could raise
the necessary money. And, | wastheonly one
out there that people knew. So, | had the
ingredientsthat nobody elseinthedistrict had,
except Helen Sommers, and Helen wouldn’t
doit. And, why should she?

She had been in the House forever. She
isthe ultimate power over there, her respect
level is so high, and she's happy where she
is. Nobody ever could do anything to her.
So, | ran, and it’ sfortunatethat | did, because
| believe Andy could have beaten anybody
else. Although | finally beat him fifty-five,
forty-five. He was really a good opponent,
and he was putting on a great campaign. If
we' d come up with an unknown, 1 don’t think
we could have kept that seat for the
Democrats.

Ms. Boswell: What do you think will happen
now? Do you think when you don’t run that
seat will be preserved?

Sen. Moore: Yes. My guessis Jeanne Kohl.
She'sinfor moretroublethan shethinks. She
should win it, but Mark Lindquist is agoing
machine, and he has the youth and vitality
that | don’t think she can match. He will
doorbell that district twice, which is
horrendous. He's already covered forty
precincts. He sout of the Adam Smith school
of politics. Just see everybody, just keep
telling them who you are. | think he can be
more of athreat than she may think. Of the
two other candidates, one of them will pull
out and run for the House, and | think the other
one will be forced out, too. | may be wrong,
we'll see.

Ms. Boswell: Now, you've said you weren't
seriouswhen at some pointsyou’vesaid, “1I'm
going to run again. I’m not going to let this
get to me.” But would you really have done
it? Did you want to run again?

Sen. Moore: No.
Ms. Boswell: You really weren’t serious?

Sen. Moore: No. Never. That may sound like,
“Who is this senile old bastard?’ but | have
to maintain I’'m running because | can’'t be a
lame duck during the session. I’ ve got to keep
these people out here—

Ms. Boswell: The lobbyists, you're talking
about?

Sen. Moore: Got to keep them working on
me. They can’t be waiting for meto expire. |
haveto keep all of thisin placeto be effective.

Ms. Boswell: Did you find al the publicity
that you did get affected your effectiveness?
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Sen. Moore: Yes. | think it cut me down. It
probably cut mefrom 100 to ninety. It wasn't
so much the mediastories, but every timeyou
turn around there' s another reporter, and you
have to be careful not to give them any
ammunition and still have some substance. It's
been agreat problem. And, | think | deserved
it. I think | deserved everything that’s
happened, because, in a sense, I've lived
dangeroudly. So, I’m sure that it was my turn
in the barrel.

Ms. Boswell: Intermsof that, when you look
at your legislative career, are you
disappointed? Sure, it's not the way you
wanted it to end, but doesit bother you much,
all this happening?

Sen. Moore: No, | think I maybe told you
before, | never wanted to wait around in any
organization for the gold watch and the turkey
dinner, and that’s why |I’'ve done so many
things. And, I think thisisanother experience.
| can’'t say it wasenjoyable, but thereare some
assets to experience. Now | know how much
heat | can take. | know. | always thought |
was apotential war hero, never inawar, but |
aways thought, “Boy, I'd have really been
tough.” Well, once we had an earthquake in
Seattle, and I'll tell you, | was like Mickey
Mouse running around theroom, tryingto find
alittlerat holeto go through. | was no hero, |
found out that day. | wasjust aregular coward.
It wasn't enjoyable, but it’s nice to know
how much you can take, and the rest of the
time has been wonderful. I’ve been well
treated. | waited my turn. | let people get onto
Ways and Means Committee before | went
on. | had seniority, al | had to do was ask.
But, | thought, “That will help Nita Rinehart.
She’ syounger, I' [l givemy placeto her.” Get
her started, and now she' s chairman.
Knowing that | had no future madeit easy
to just rock along and, then when | made a
demand, | made it stick, like when | asked

that they put the Labor and Commerce
Committee together with Financial
Institutions. So, | was not aggressive, not
demanding, and always was there, on every
vote. There was never a hard vote for me, it
waseasy. If it helped people, | didn’'t carewhat
it cost. I'mwilling to pay thetaxes. | wassole
sponsor of theincometax. They can very well
say, “Henever saw atax hedidn’tlike.” That's
very possible, becausel’ll votefor the money
to do al the things that help people through
life.

Ms. Boswell: Isthat your legacy? It’ s sort of
ahigh-flown thing to think about your legacy,
but, there are certain thingsthat you’ re proud
of ?

Sen. Moore: Yeah. | think my performance
on the State Investment Board was
outstanding, if | do say so myself. In 1987, in
February, we had aboard meeting, and | told
them, “I think we have way too much money
inequity. We have sixty-two percent. I'd like
to see us get down to half that.”

They said, “ Okay, maybethat’ sright.” So,
they started selling. All spring, al summer,
into thefall. When that big crack in the market
came, they had thirty-two percent in stock.
This saved the pension fund maybe $500
million, more or less.

Ms. Boswell: Did you have a sense that was
coming, or was it more just good, solid,
politics?

Sen. Moore: No, | had a sense. When every
TV station, every radio station, every
commentator, is talking about the market
being at a new, all-time high, it can only go
onsolong. It'slikeachain letter. Finally, they
run out of players, and then somebody wants
to shake hands with his money, and the
avalanche starts. Now, that wasavery extreme
Stuation, but | sensed that there were too many
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people in the market who might want to get
their money out, soon.

And, | think my performance as chairman
of the Financial Institutions Committee in
1983 wasremarkable. | saved the pensioners,
theretireesat Seattle First, and at Old National
Bank. If those two institutions had gone down,
they’d have got nothing. And, | made it
possible for Old National to merge with US
Bank and save itself. And Seafirst to be part
of Bank of America.

The accomplishments are few and far
between, but some of them are pretty big. See,
the insurance companies for years fought to
keep from paying what | think is their fair
sharein taxes. Theinsurance commissioner’s
office traditionally had been funded from the
general fund. This worked well until the
Republicans gained actual control of the
Legidlature in 1981, when Dick Marquardt
was insurance commissioner. With their
natural sympathy for business, and lobbying
by the one-man gang known as Basil Badley,
representing the insurance companies, the
easy way to hamstring the Insurance
Commissioner wasto strangle hisbudget. The
insurance commissioner would haveto go hat
in hand to the Ways and Means Committee to
ask for money and, of course, the insurance
lobbyists were strong enough so they would
gotothemembersand say, “ Oh, | don’t know,
| think the insurance commissioner’s got
enough money. That Marquardt’s a
lightweight. He'll blow it. | wouldn't givehim
any more money.” Basil and | were friendly,
but absolutely pulling in opposite directions.
Well, we Democrats were able to pass
legislation to fund the commissioner with a
premium tax, which the insurance companies
paid rather than the consumer. The screams
of anguish from insurers were like a
symphony—they were all in tune! “We're
going to leave the state, blah, blah, blah.” |
said, “Well, why not? We need socialized
insurance here, anyway. Who needs you?”’

Well, they all stayed and paid, and this
tax adequately funded Marquardt’s office,
which meant he could do hisjob asthe statute
required. Y ou see, thiswas not anew concept
because the same process already funded the
UTC, theLiquor Control Board, the Gambling
Commission, and others. The insurers
screamed murder, rape, and anything el sethat
came to mind, and the proponents screamed
with equal righteousness, “Is there no end to
their greed?” Anyway, it wasahollow victory
because Basil appealed to the worst side of
every Waysand Means chairman, pointing out
their power to appropriate was being eroded.
Each chairman couldn’t stand for that, so it
was decided the insurers would pay but the
Ways and M eans chairman would control how
much of this tax would go to the Insurance
Commission. Now, the insurers hide behind
the Ways and Means Committee. The
committee is much too powerful. Justiceis a
many splendored thing!

Ms. Boswell: Do you have any regrets?
Things you would have done differently?

Sen. Moore: Yes, | wish I'd been more
aggressive. | just presented my case and sat
down. | think I'm a pretty fair country
politician, but | could have been more
aggressiveinthethingsthat | wanted, but I'm
basically very under-confident. Whowouldn’t
be after trying to get herefor thirty-two years?
You finally get here, you're sure you're only
going to | ast three weeks—somebody’ sgoing
to “getcha”

| aso don't think I've ever utilized my
time to the fullest. | think I could have been
more productive.

Ms. Boswell: How could you have worked
harder?

Sen. Moore: | think | had to work hard and
longer to be effective at all, because | have a
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feeling in spite of my long hours, there's a
lazy streak in me. | know | could have done
more. I’m not sure what it was.

Ms. Boswell: Will you missit here?

Sen. Moore: Not until fall. As| mentioned
earlier, when | leave, | leave. Just walk away.
They’ll never see me here again. | did go to
my fiftieth high school reunion. That wasthe
exception to my rule.

A funny thing happened. | wasover at the
Red Robin the other day having lunch, and as
I’mwalking out, awoman’ svoicesaid “ Ray!”
and | turned around and looked at thiswoman,
and three seconds later, it dawned on me. |
said, “Dorothy!” | hadn’t seen her for sixty-
four years. Can you believe that?

Ms. Boswell: But you both recognized each
other?

Sen. Moore: Yes.
Ms. Boswell: Pretty amazing.

Sen. Moore: I'll miss Tamadge. | have an
unusual relationship with Vognild. He's the
one guy that when we'rein atight spot, | can
depend on, likethat legidation | told you about
concerning the Supreme Court decision
involving Maytag. He was one of the Grade-
A legidators| encountered in our Sixteen years
together. Phil and | are much closer, butit’'sa
grandson-grandfather relationship. 1'll miss
those two.

| loved Tub Hansen; he was just a
wonderful guy. He was the old cowboy.
Bought land when he was a boy. Quit school
in the third grade. Nine years old and he quit
school and started to work. If he got a little
money, he began to buy land on the tax sales
near Grand Coulee, long before Coulee Dam.
He was not handicapped by objectivity, but
he never forgot hisdistrict. Tub did not have

ahugevocabulary, oftenrelying on four-letter
words for punctuation. Always a straight
shooter, his word was good, and, above al,
he had a steadfast dedication to his lifelong
mate, Wanda. A wonderful couple, always
good to be with. Virginia and | loved them
both. When Tub used a hyphenated ten-letter
word not common to drawing-room
conversation, Wanda always said, as she had
for years, “Oh, Tubby.”

Therewasastaffer, Barbara Smith, whose
job it was to prepare Tub’s campaign
speeches. Well, she spent the better part of a
week readying Tub for amajor confrontation
with hisopponent, Sid Flanagan. For six years
they both represented their district as House
members, so they knew each other very well.
Barbarawasvery nervous, wondering asthey
drove to Royal City if Tub had mastered her
speech strategy. Sid spoketo the overflowing
crowd first. He gave a good, traditional
Republican speech decrying the state of the
state, blaming everything on the Democrats
and Tub. After twenty minutes or so, he sat
down. Tub, in hisusual garb—cowboy hat and
boots, walked slowly to the podium and said
simply, “When you send me back to Olympia,
two things are going to happen: I’ |l get you a
new school, and a stoplight out on the
highway.” He sat down to aroyal welcome.
Threeweekslater, hewon the election. All of
Barbara' s painstaking work was for naught.
Tub knew what the people wanted and he
usually delivered. You see, in Tub’s district,
pork was not adirty word! I’ll miss him.

I’ll miss, of course, Sid Snyder. Sid will
be remembered long after the rest of us are
long forgotten. Did you know Sid’'s
introduction to Olympia was as an elevator
operator in the House?

Ms. Boswell: | think | may have heard that
before.

Sen. Moore: Hewasn't content to just do his
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job, so he volunteered to help out the chief
clerk of the House then, Si Holcomb. There
IS no more agreeable person than Sid, in
addition to which he has aways had a knack
for hiring outstanding employeesfor both the
House and Senate. Sid helped me morethan |
probably deserved. He knew about my past
as a Republican and of my four losses to
elective office. He always treated me as if |
had a future, and not just a modest past. Sid
was—is—the most powerful person in the
Senate. As secretary, he was a confidant to
many people, because his advice was sound
and he gave it generously. He saved me from
numerous faux pas. He had alot of successin
the private sector as well—both in business
and poalitics, he never hurt anyone and helped
anyone who wanted to help themselves. He's
in my hall of fame, without question!

I’ll missthese people, but aslong as| have
Virginia, the void isfilled.

Ms. Boswell: Soundslikeyou' re pretty lucky
to me.

Sen. Moore: I'vebeen lucky. Oh, therearea
lot of funny vignettesthat | loveto think about,
and always will.

Therewas aguy who served in the House
in the "30s and ’40s. Later he served in the
Senate until *67. His name was Dr. David
Cowen. Hewasasmallish man, with elevator
shoes and a cigar. He was a Spokane
advertising dentist who did aforthright job of
protecting his profession in general, and his
own brand of advertising dentistry. Colorful
does not begin to describe him. Often, during
World War I1, he would rise from his Senate
seat to be recognized by Vic Meyers, on a
matter of personal privilege. After abrief but
flowery and flattering speech, lauding the
female staff in the Senate, he would present
them with silk stockings which, during the
war, were in short to no supply. Such
showmanship happened two or three times a

session. | was visiting once when he
distributed wrist watches. Once in 1938, |
visited his Spokane dentistry office and saw
sacks of potatoes and boxes of apples he
accepted in payment for dental services. He
then gave the produce to orphanages and
hospitals. Truly, one of nature’s noblemen.
The Legislature was a poorer place when he
left after histhirty-two years of service.

There was another guy by the name of
Tisdale, Clyde Tisdale. He was araw-boned,
rough character from Pacific County. | was
inthe gallery onetime, about forty-five years
ago, | guess, and he’ s up on the floor making
aspeech. All of asudden, right in the middle
of the speech, he takes his upper plate out,
reaches in his pocket to get his bifocals, and
he goeslikethiswith apencil, heflicksaseed
out—

Ms. Boswell: Out of his dentures?

Sen. M oor e; Putsthem back in and continues
on.

Ms. Boswell: Oh, my God.

Sen. Moore: He was one of those lovely
people who was so vulgar and so crude you
could not take offense, whichisaparticularly
endearing quality. Hewasafunny fellow and
a common-sense senator.

Ms. Boswell: Well, that's classic.

Sen. Moore: | do hope Senator Snyder is
interviewed next. Between the two of us, we
have a continuous memory of Washington
state politics from nineteen twenty-five to
now. Seventy years.

Ms. Boswell: What will you remember most
fondly?

Sen. Moore: Inmy life?
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Ms. Boswell: Yes.

Sen. Moore: | think thefact that | always put
up the worst case for myself. | never put up
the best case | could. | was so intent on full
disclosure. | remember when Governor
Langlie got a number of ustogether in 1948,
after he'd been elected governor, and said,
“One of you people is going to be the new
county chairman.”

We went around the room. There was Al
Westberg, who was the father of the Civil
Rights Act in this state. He said, “No, | have
to practice law.”

Another fellow said, “I’'m just back from
the service. |, too, have to practice law.”

Another one said, “I'm a lawyer. Solo
practitioner. | can't affordto do it.”

Another one said, “I can't do it because
I’m awhiskey salesman.”

It cametome. I’'mthelast one. And | said,
“l can’'t speak. | am not very well organized,
and | think that you should pass over me. Plus
thefact that | madean indiscretion afew years
ago, which I'm not very proud of. | did it in
ignorance, but it was still a serious
transgression.” Langlie didn’t say anything.

Four or five days later, his manager,
Clarence LaFramboise, who owned a
newspaper in Enumclaw, called me and said,
“l want to come and talk to you.” He said,
“What was this transgression that you made
such an issue of 7’

| said, “I didn’t know any better, but |
asked an old friend who was on the state
Supreme Court, how he thought a certain
decision was going to go, and, because of his
friendship for me, hetold mewhat he thought.
| did not useit to any personal advantage, but
it was something that | should never have
done.” And| said, “Hewouldn’'t have doneit
if he hadn’t trusted me so much.” | said, “I
want everybody to know that. I don’t want
any surprisesto comeout. So | haveto excuse
myself.”

He said, “No, Langlie wants you to be
county chairman.” So, | became county
chairman. That reminds me of another story—
should | not tell it?

Ms. Boswell: No, no. Go ahead.

Sen. M oor e: Ohthere are somefunny stories.
This fellow that | just mentioned, this state
Supreme Court justice. My father was sitting
in Governor Roland Hartley’ s office one day
and they were just talking. All of a sudden
Amy Albright, the secretary, camein. Y ou see,
inthose daysyou didn’t need an appointment.
Nobody ever cameto seethe governor. There
wasno need to. TheLegidature met every two
years for sixty days. Transportation was
difficult. She said, “There’s a man here who
wants to see you. He' s quite insistent that he
wants to see the governor.” So, my father
stood up. Hartley says, “No. Sit ill, C. Rea.
Show himin.”

So, thisfellow camein and he stood rather
erect, and hesaid, “ Governor, Justice So-and-
soisretiring, and | want the appointment.”

Hartley, you see, had never been to schooal,
but he was a real snob when it came to
education. His daughter went to Vassar and
the two boys went to Yale. He said, “What's
your education?’

“Well,” he said, “I don’'t have any, but |
took the Bar. | studied for theBar and | passed
it thefirst timel took it.”

And my father told me Hartley was
already to dismiss him, but he changed his
mind. He said, “Tell us about yourself.”

“Well,” he said, “My mother and father
came across with Ezra Meeker in a covered
wagon to Tumwater. We' ve been herealong
time. | now have a boy and a girl in high
school, here.” They werefriendsof mine. And
he said, “You know, | think | can do thisjaob.
I’ve been hisclerk for two years, and | think |
can do justiceto thisjob. | really want it.”

Then he becamereally quite eloquent, my
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father said, and he began to expand, and then
he finally said, “And furthermore Governor,
I’m honest.”

And Hartley suddenly said, “What was
that?’

Andthefellow said, “Well, I’'mno fanatic
onit.”

A few days later he was a justice. And a
good one. He served severa terms. Now, |
ask you, is that system, where the governor
just up and appoints whomever, so bad, or is
the current system, where the State Bar
Association submits alist of about 10 names
and from this group the governor makes the
appointment, worse? He can always take
creditif the choiceispopular and conversely,
if the choiceis unpopular, deny it.

Ms. Boswell: And his name was?
Sen. Moore: William J. Millard.
Ms. Boswell: What a great story.

Sen. Moore: Yeah. There are other great
stories, too. I'll tell you another one. | was
not awitnessto this. The person who told me
islong since gone, so this may be accurate or
it may not be accurate, but there are some parts
of it that make me believe there’s some truth
toit.

The Democrats passed an income tax in
the 1930s. It wasfound to be unconstitutional .
The state was nearing bankruptcy. The City
of Seattle was bankrupt. The warrants with
which they met their payroll and bills were
worth maybeten or fifteen centson thedollar.
Really hard times. So, Governor Martin, who,
as I've said, was one of the two great
governors, and in my opinion a conservative
Democrat, decided the only hope of saving
the state to have abroad-based salestax. Two
percent sales tax. Well, the Democrats
wouldn’t votefor it. They wereangry because
they’d lost the income tax, and they weren’t

going to votefor anything that wasregressive.
It turned out that there was an old-fashioned
bossin Seattle. Nobody wasreally sure of his
background. He all of a sudden emerged. He
had a radio program, and he ran, and was
elected as one of the three county
commissioners. He was a cigar smoking,
rotund fellow.

Ms. Boswell: What was his name?

Sen. Moore: | mentioned him earlier, | think.
Radio Speaker John C. Stevenson. He had his
name put on the ballot as* Radio Speaker John
C. Stevenson.” Well, Radio Speaker
controlled the King County delegation. They
all voted against the salestax. Therewereonly
three Republicans, one senator, and two House
membersin King County. So, obvioudly it was
aheavily-dominated Democrat block. Martin
was desperate. He just didn’t know how to
put this together, because when they voted,
the sales tax went down because the King
County Democrats al voted against it.

Meanwhile, aimost at that moment, an
extradition notice arrived for the guy that is
John C. Stevenson. I’'m not sure whether he
had changed his name, or what. It was a
securities fraud charge, mail fraud charge in
the state of New York, asking that he be
extradited there for prosecution. So, Martin
wasjust ascool asanybody ever was. Hiseyes
looked like marbles. He called Stevenson, who
was getting ready to run against him for
governor. He called him and said, “ John, can
you come down?’

“Of course.” Stevenson came down, cigar
and all, he’ s sitting with the governor.

The governor said, “Y’know, we' ve got
to have that salestax.”

“Sorry, just can’'t do it. Our people hate
that tax,” Stevenson said. “Just can’tdoit. No
way.”

The governor said, “If we don't get that
tax the state will be unable to pay its bills,
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including the payroll.”

At this point, he handed the extradition
noticeto Stevenson. Stevensonisacool, tough
guy, too. He looks at the governor, and says,
“What are you going to do?’

Governor Martin said, “l don't like
extradition. I’ ve never been abig fan of that,
but | sure would like to get that salestax.”

They brought it up two days later, and
every Democrat in King County voted for it.
And Radio Speaker was never extradited.

Now, today, all hell would break loose if
that same situation came about. Was a good
thing done, or abad thing done? Who knows?
It's in the eye of everybody’s conscience.
WEell, personally, | don't think anything bad
was done, because they got the salestax. The
state was solvent, and | don’t think the price
was very high.

Ms. Boswell: | agree.

Sen. M oor e Ontheother sideof it, the good-
government people would rave and rant,
saying that wasaterriblething. And hedidn’t
pay the price that he should have paid for the
terrible thing, whatever it was, that he had
done. I’'m not an indictor type. | don’t like
indictments. | don't likethat kind of business.
| believethat almost alwaysyou can work out
adeal where somebody is punished by taking
their money away fromthem, if that’ sthe most
important thing to them. But | don’t think you
have to ruin afamily. Every time you get an
indictment it ruins awhole ot of people who
wereinnocent bystanders. That’ swhy | never
liked Bobby Kennedy. Hewas anindictor. He
indicted on any pretext. | like people who
work things out and have a strong humane
streak.

Ms. Boswell: Did you have a positive role
model that you really admired?

Sen. Moor e: ChrisGregoire. Shewill seethat

justice is done, but | don't think that she's
going to be one of thoseindicting types. Smith
Troy, attorney general about fifty yearsago, |
guess. He was not an indictor. You know,
some people could say they’re deders, but |
don’t believein hurting families. Thedisgrace,
the cruelty, it sinherent in that. See what you
can do to put the thing at rest without all of
that.

Ms. Boswell: Did you ever find yourself in
the position of having to make one of those
moral or ethical decisionslikethat, that could
have hurt somebody?

Sen. M oor e: Wetalked about him earlier, but
| was about to be county chairman when
Canwell was on his big tear. | was not yet
county chairman, but I knew him by observing
his anticsfrom the assistant chief clerk seat. |
remember one day at a Young Men’'s
Republican Club meeting, he referred to me
asoneof those pointy-headed liberas, pinkos,
| think he said, I’'m not sure. But, he was
causing alot of anguish for some people who
really were not guilty of anything but having
gone, much as| did when | wasin schoal, to
meetings. | went to Huey Long meetings. |
wanted to see, “What arethese peopletalking
about? What's going on here?” Well, these
professors went to some meetings that
undoubtedly were communist, or front
organizations for communists, but, if you
don’tjoin, | think you’ re abroader person for
having taken alook. Or, evenif youjoin, and
decide that’s the way you want to go, good
luck!

WEell, as you know, he was getting on
Melvin Rader, Angelo Pellegrini, and several
others, and | tried to head off pure “guilt by
association.” | saw to it that some names of
other people that he might consider looking
at were given to him, and encouraged him to
go after them. Well, they were pure. They
couldn’'t be tagged. So, did | do a bad thing
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by trying to save those other people? The
worst they’ d ever done was go to a meeting.
You don’'t hear the term much anymore, but
zealots talked about, well, “He’s a REAL
American.” How do you define that? These
people were American, just like everybody
else. | did try to maneuver, manipulate, so that
hewould ease up on them and maybe go after
some other people.

There have been some bills in here that
are pretty bad for gays. Wanted to bar them
from teaching and this, that, and the other. It
isphysically andintellectually impossiblefor
meto, in my wildest fantasies, imagine being
gay. | can't cometo gripswithit. But, itisn't
a new phenomenon by any means. It’s been
going on forever. | don’t want to impose my
will on anybody, and | don’t want them
imposing theirs on me. And that’s one of the
things I’ ve found—obnoxious may be too
strong aword, but I’m going to useit anyway,
because | found the Republican Party knows
what is good for people and they want to
impose their will on society in general.

A funny thing happened about forty years
ago at Victor Rosellini’s 410 restaurant on
Pine Street. Senator Magnuson was there.
He' d been drinking his lunch, and | was
leaving about one-thirty to go back to work,
and | stopped at his table on my way by. He
was in ajocular mood, and so we exchanged
a couple of insults, and he said, “Y ou know,
you Republicans know what’s good for
people. We Democrats find out what people
want and thenweget it for them.” Grudgingly,
| thought, “ This sucker’sright.”

Ms. Boswell: That's a great line. Is there
anything, of courseyou’ ve not been away very
long, but is there anything that you will miss
in the future, at this point?

Sen. Moore: No. Nothing. | base that on the
fact that when | left Puget Power | never went
back. When | left Hotpoint, | never went back.

When | left Boeing, | never went back. When
| went in theinvestment business, we sold our
business to Walston. When | left Walston, |
never went back. Then | went to Bache, which
is now Prudential. | never went back.
Shearson, | never went back. I'll never come
here again. It may be, that when | leave this
time, which is Wednesday morning, | may
never come back. I'll never go back to
Olympia, and | may never even come back to
the mainland.

Ms. Boswell: Friends?

Sen. Moore: | don’'t know. In my lifetime, |
might have had five friends. One of them just
died. I’ve made what may be three friends,
strangely enough, in Hawaii. Two Japanese
and ahaole. | have maybe, threefriends here.

Ms. Boswell: Too busy, too private, to have
friends?

Sen. Moore: | don't think anybody has more
than four or five—that’s the max that
anybody’sever had in alifetime.

Ms. Boswell: You mean “real” friends?

Sen. Moore: Yes. Oh, it's fine to have all
these acquaintances, and “hi-ya Joe,” but to
have peoplewho understand you, who forgive
you, who will help you, and to whom you can
relate, that’s different. | have a good aly in
Seattle. He would do anything he could for
me. Hecan't, hehasnothingto give. But, he'd
doit if he could. Well, | haveto view him as
an interesting character in my life, but not a
friend. It hasto bereciprocal. No, I've had a
hell of alife, with minimal regrets.

Ms. Boswell: Goals for the future?

Sen. M oor e I’m debating now whether to sell
the raw cherries to the processor, or whether
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to do al the processing myself, and with a
mailing list of about athousand that Virginia
and | have, retail it out of our house a pound
or two at atime.

Ms. Boswell: When you say “raw cherries,”
isthat another term for coffee beans?

Sen. Moore: Thefirst thing that you seeisa
cherry. It' sabout half the size of apiecherry.
It'sfairly small.

Ms. Boswell: Top of your fingernail sort of
thing?

Sen. Moore: Yes. You pull them off thetrees
when they’re palered or dark red. They grow
in clusters and they’re hard to get off
sometimes. Y ou pick them, put them inwater,
and any that float to the top are no good. Y ou
throw those away. Then youimmediately pulp
them, which meanstaking off the meat—what
would be the edible part of a cherry—and
throwing it away. Y ou keep the seeds, which
are the little beans. Y ou put them in water to
soak for a day, changing the water
periodically, and mixing the beans around two
or three times.

The next day thewater isjust ugly, slimy,
and you reach in there and get any other
floating beans, and throw them away. Then,
you take a hose and, with the strong spray,
you rinsethe beansthree or four times, so they
are not slimy anymore. At that point, | get rid
of al the water and spread them out to dry. It
takes about aweek or so in the sun.

The way you test them to see if they’'re
dried is by trying to crack them with your
teeth. If you just can't do it, they're dry. At
that point, they still have two layers of
parchment on them, hermetically sealing the
bean in. You have a machine that goes
“shoosh” like this, with a big blower, that
stripsthe parchment. Pretty soon all that chaff
gets knocked off and blown away. At that

point, you have a green bean ready to sell to
somebody like Starbucks for roasting. Or, if
you don’t want to sell them to Starbucks, you
send them to a local roaster, who will roast
them the way you want them. Black, dark
brown, brown, and some say the more you
roast them, the less caffeine. If you want no
bitter taste, you put themin afreezer and store
them for ayear.

Ms. Boswell: A year after they’ re roasted?

Sen. Moore: Either before or after. Doesn’t
seem to make any difference. You can put
green beans in, roasted beans, generally
roasted. And, whenyou grind those up, there's
no bitterness, there’ sadifferent kind of flavor.
So, we're thinking about retailing them as
“genuine, aged Kona beans,” something like
that. | think people would buy that. And,
charge less than Starbucks. Starbucks is
around fifteen dollars. It’ll be twenty before
long. Maybesdll it for twelve-fifty, and | think
there are enough buyers out there who will
do it. And, | should have, they’'re guessing
that in two years I'll have 15,000 pounds,
which will be about 2,500 pounds of coffee.
At ten dollars, $25,000. It pays the taxes, it
pays for Virginia sand my sing!

Ms. Boswell: And a few wins on gambling,
and you'll be all set. Right?

Sen. Moore: Yeah. A hundred dollars a day
on the commodity market.

Ms. Boswell: | wish you every bit of luck on
that.

Sen. Moor e: Thank you. One thing that you
should alwayskeep inmind, | don’t know your
background, | don’t know your spouse, | don’t
know anything, but successful speculators,
successful gamblers, have the best perspective
on money. They have money in the right
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perspective. They know that they can get
more. They know how to spend it better than
people who scrounge and save, and are so
careful. | am neither scornful nor envious of
those people. That’sthe way they are. I'min
that other bracket. I'm a gambler, I'm a
speculator.

Ms. Boswell: And you’ve done well at it.

Sen. Moore: Well enough, but | still reserve
a lot of time for myself. | said to Gordon
Bowker, one of the founders of Starbucks,
“Gordon, you could have made aton of money
if you'd stayed.”

“No,” he said, “if I’d stayed and waited
for the big payola, | would have given up three
years of my life.” So, he said, “I just took a
few million. | have time with my family, we
do what we want to do.”

Y ou seg, that’ swhat | mean. I’ m apenny-
anteversion, redly.

Ms. Boswell: Hardly.



EPILOGUE

The final year of my time in the state Senate had some trying mo-
ments, and | resigned the officein August of 1994. | would be remiss
not to acknowledge those who wittingly or unwittingly influenced
Virginia sand my decisiontoretireto privatelife: Gary Locke, Norm
Maleng, Jeanne Kohl, John Charles, Don Moreland, Steve Kendall,
and certain political leaders of the gay and lesbian community. We
went on to yet another great adventure...coffee farming, participa-
tion in Democratic Party politics, community activities, and an inter-
esting social lifein the diverse culture of Hawaii.

RAY MOORE
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Senator Sid Snyder: A Political Portrait

In 1922 | met my first politician, and throughout the next seventy years |’ ve known
many public officeholders: Dwight Eisenhower, Richard Nixon, Hugh Scott, Henry
Cabot Lodge, Thomas Dewey, Warren Magnuson, Arthur Langlie, Albert Rosellini,
and hundreds of others.

To me, one person is the ultimate standard by which | measure political ability.

With modest education, he found employment in 1949 as an elevator operator in the
Washington State House of Representatives. Taking hisjob serioudly, hefound time
to volunteer his help wherever a need occurred. Soon, Chief Clerk Si Holcomb
observed this newly arrived eager beaver, and used this young man as a substitute
anywhere avacancy occurred. Before long, he was assistant chief clerk; in 1969 he
was elected secretary of the Senate; he became a senator in 1993, and Senate
Democratic leader in 1996.

Admittedly, this sounds routine. So what makes this person unique? He did it al
while helping everyone with whom he worked, and more importantly—without
hurting anyone. He has given more than he has received. Every politician could and
should learn from the best all-around politician in my memory. Had | known Sid
Snyder earlier, | might have been a better man.

God speed, Sid.

M EMBERS OF THE LEGISLATURE

A. A. ADAMS (D-27, House, 1969-1981) Big Daddy Day’s chiropractor counterpart in the
House, each being chairman of their respective committees that covered health care. Well, for
avery long time, the medical profession had made life miserable for chiropractic. Now it was
the chiropractors turn with the whip! When | went to the Legislature | could scarcely tell a
chiropractor from a buffalo chip! As| listened to the M.D.s | was reminded of long ago when
dentists were trying for independence from doctors. | like competition and underdogs, so |
basically threw in with the chiropractors, and | never wondered why the M.D.swouldn’t support
me. “Doc” Adamswas a good man although sometimes he and my chairman, Bill Day, did not
agree. Tradition dictated that | support my chairman. | learned much from both, and to thisday,
Virginiaand | use chiropractors.

BRUCE ADDI SON (R-34, House, 1979-1987) From the moment | saw him | thought, “ferret.”
But throughout our eight yearstogether, he was always respectful of my opposing views. Never
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tried to embarrass people testifying in committee. He had a manner that could have propelled
him to higher office. Just as my respect for him was blossoming, he quit for the good lifein the
private sector.

OTTO AMEN (R-9, House, 1967-1983) Underrated, he was a steady legidator. Served his
constituency well. Although we served four years together, | really never knew him well.

JAMES A. ANDERSEN (R-48, House, 1959-1967, and Senate, 1967-1973) personified the
best we can ever hopefor from apersonin publiclife. Jmmieisthetypeyou could know really
well and never know he was in the Battle of the Bulgein World War I1. He just never thought
it worth talking about, although he wasin the thick of it. After the war, the GI Bill helped him
get a law degree, and after passing the bar exam, he applied to the Republican Prosecuting
Attorney, Charles O. Carroll, for aposition as assistant prosecutor. Thiswasafirst for me, since
Chuck Carroll was the only Republican elected official to ever ask my opinion as to the
employability of anyone! Chuck was a good prosecutor and an equally good politician, and
now, at age ninety, any politician would do well to seek and follow hisadvice. Anyway, Jim got
the job and soon earned the reputation as a tough adversary.

From that first meeting, | followed his progress, starting with forming alaw firm with Paul
Moats. When the Forty-eighth District wasrecreated in 1958, (there was no Fourty-eighth District
from 1933 to 1957. It had been part of the origina Forty-sixth District) James Andersen was
asked by the GOP to run, and run he did, being elected five times. He only left the House to
become the best senator they ever had. Always pleasant, always over-prepared, always clearly
understandable and always respected. He served six years in the Senate before resigning to
become a State A ppeals Court judge, where hisbad habit of overwork continued. With Jimmie,
a short day was twelve to fourteen hours!

And, finally, on the Supreme Court, retiring (but not stopping his normal work schedule) in
1995. The most universally respected politician in my lifetime. Anyone who doesn’t agree
should book a one-way ticket to Menninger Clinic.

ANN ANDERSON (R-42, Senate, 1987-1999) A definite asset to the GOP caucus. She knew
her issues thoroughly and made effective cases. Although we were usually on opposite sides,
we found an area of agreement—simplifying the permitting process to ease the burden on both
small and large businesses. We had enough support in both houses, but Governor Lowry, in his
wisdom, opposed us. Wefailed. Lowry waswrong. Either he did not understand or hisoverrated
staff had some other concept. | hated to lose that fight. | think if our leader, Marc Gaspard, had
really supported this legislation, we would have prevailed.

B. ROY ANDERSON (R-36, House, 1933-1935, and 1943-1955) was a first-rate gentleman
and legidator, was always above pettiness, and had alight side. His Thirty-sixth District, from
1895 to 1933, sent Republicansto the Legislature. B. Roy managed to win in 1932, ararity in
the year when Roosevelt swept all sorts of “wannabes’ into office. B. Roy was a customs
broker. When Eisenhower was elected in 1952, and | was county chairman, B. Roy was my
choice for afederal appointment as customs collector. | liked this man agreat deal.

CAL ANDERSON (D-43, House, 1987-1995, and Senate, 1995) A very pleasant legislator.
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Asagay man, hewas basicaly driven by that issue. Asa Democrat, he had empathy for other
peopl€’ s problems, so he fit Democrat traditions.

EVA ANDERSON (R-12, House, 1949-1961) After Belle Reeves departure in 1939, came
Eva Anderson ten years later representing the same constituency. Eva was a new breed of
Republican—more of the Governor Langlie variety. She was a good legislator, and, although
most of her years were spent in the minority, she was not unpopular with the majority.

MARLIN APPLEWICK (D-46, House, 1983-1999) A thoroughly good man who would have
made agood Speaker. He was always cooperative, but could be stubborn when he knew he was
right! A real asset to the Democrats, and | wish him well.

H.C.“ARMY” ARM STRONG (D-33, House, 1937-1949) Like many of us not born to lead,
he was always atough-minded, |abor-oriented man who never left the New Deal, nor did hefall
for the un-American activities committees of the late 1940s and early 1950s. A good man
whom | didn’t appreciate at the time. | changed, he didn’t.

SETH ARMSTRONG (D-36, House, 1981-1989), Helen Sommers and Ray Moore—those
may have been the best years for the District. They certainly were for me! Seth had an almost
pixie-like dimension, which made his unique humor and desire for perfection an asset to both
Helen and me. His education and innate intellect were in happy unison with his job and with
both of us. Seth did his share of constituent problem solving, but it did not override hisdesireto
producetop-flight legislation. | was proud to be associated with him, and when anear-fatal auto
accident cut short his legidlative career, | felt for him and for the loss of a very competent
legislator. As alegidlator, he chaired Law and Justice. His counterpart in the Senate was Phil
Tamadge. No two legidators could match their education and intellect, but they were oftenin
opposition. Phil wanted to get the job done. Seth wanted to be sure it was perfect. “Never the
twain shall meet”—as defined by Kipling. As aresult, sloppy bills made no headway in either
committee. | loved those six years with Helen and Seth. | like to be in the presence of good
minds.

FRED ASHLEY (R-4, House, 1943-1949) | knew through my association with his seatmate,
Speaker Herb Hamblen. A dignified, solid, reasonable Republican in an era of many mad-dog
GOPs.

BOB BAILEY (D-19, House, 1951-1957, and Senate, 1957-1977) A politician’s politician,
Bob always remembered who got him to the Legislature, which, to me, is appropriate. As a
member of the UTC (for which he left the Legislature) he was evenhanded with a slight bias
toward the consumer. A thoroughly believable person, his Senate seat was hard to fill.

CLIFF BAILEY (R-39, Senate, 1983-1991) suffered from Booth Gardner disease—loving to
be loved. | know he felt hurt when some of us cast a malevolent eye at him after he dutifully
voted for one of Majority Leader Hayner’ sheartlessbills. Hewasavery nice person, almost too
nice to be alegidator.
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ARCHIE BAKER (D-38, House, 1947-1949) was high on my list to go far as an electable
official. He had a good mind, but possibly lacked the desire. | only saw him at close range in
1947, but my memory is very positive.

HOWARD BALL (R-7,House, 1947-1957) was one of two Eastern Washingtoniansto survive
from the GOP tide of 1946. EImer Johnston was the other. | only knew Howard through my
father, who held him in high respect. He was a quiet man.

CLYDE BALLARD (R-12, House, 1983-) is a man who proved one of my comforting
hypotheses, which is that elected officials are never as good or as bad as you thought. Clyde
Ballard has been tested both asamember and as Speaker, and from my observance, heis much,
much better than | presumed. | originally thought of him asjust another Reagan-styletroglodyte,
but as he matured, | realized | had (as | often do) underestimated Clyde Ballard.

E. F. BANKER (D-17, House, 1917-1931) He loved politics, served seven terms under seven
different Speakers and was mildly progressive. But, in general, he was a traditionalist. | have
wondered what he would have been like had he served when the“ New Dea” wastherageinthe
' 30s.

NEWELL J. BANKS (R-37, House, 1947-1949) In 1934, when | started work as a meter
reader for Puget Power, | shared a room in a rooming house on 15th Northeast, in the “U”
district, with Doc Banks, as we called him. He was struggling to be alawyer. He was always
cheerful and | liked him alot. He died young, and I’ ve often wondered what might have been
hislot had he lived.

PAUL BARDEN (R-33, House, 1967-1973) Asalegidator, hewas careful to neutralize groups
which normally would oppose him. Always pleasant when it counted, his public image has
been something between adequate and good. | was never a fan of Paul Barden, but | always
respected his electability!

HOWARD BARGREEN (D-38, Senate, 1940-1947, and House, 1949-1951 and 1951-1963) |
knew dlightly because hewasaRosellini supporter. Not only was he asuccessful politician, but
healso built asolid business. And what an assortment of governorswith whom to cope: Langlie,
Wallgren, Langlie again, Rosellini, and then Dan Evans! He was a good man.

DICK BARNES (R-33, House, 1973-1989) A journeyman, never spectacular, but a credit to
his party. He was a party-liner.

SCOTT BARR (R-7, House, 1977-1983, and Senate, 1983-1991) No more dedicated person
appeared during my four Senate terms. Alwaysfriendly, but unyielding. He was agood listener
and enjoyed discussion in or out of committee. A small-town farmer, he was generous and
among our most affluent members. He could be aggravating, but | liked him.

DICK BARRETT (R-5, House, 1981-1987) served his constituentswell. Hewaslikable, ajoy
with whom to work. | felt hefit his constituency well.
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BOB BASICH (D-19, House, 1985-1997) Like many of us, not brilliant, but a good, solid
legislator who more than occasionally has agood ideato throw in the legislative pot. Now that
| think of it, I've liked and admired every Democrat from Willapa and Grays Harbor. Must be
their easy accessto clam juice!

AL BAUER (D-17, House, 1971-1981, and Senate, 1981-) and | served together for fourteen
years and, although periodically 1’d be furious because he couldn’t see my point of view, he
never allowed our relationship to deteriorate. A gentleman, a schoolteacher, and asolid, ethical
politician, he became a balance wheel in the Senate. Al must have been a good K-12 teacher:
He made cooperation a cornerstone of hislife philosophy, and that’s agood formula. Al Bauer
isahardworking and effective campaigner and senator. If there were an Al Bauer fan club, I'd
be proud to be acharter member. To thisday, | misshisjudgment, not alwaysin tune with mine,
but sound. He had a rare quality that somehow made me want to cooperate, and when he was
with me on an issue, | felt | must be right!

FORREST BAUGHER (D-15, House, 1985-1991) Looked after his constituents, but as the
district turned toward the right, he was the victim.

DEL BAUSCH (D-22, House, 1973-1977, and Senate, 1977-1981) Like most of us, he was an
average senator who helped uslosethe mgority by going on hishoneymoon during hisreelection
campaign. Since | worked sixteen hours a day, with never aday off for any reason during my
campaigns, | was offended by Del’ slack of dedication to the Democratic caucus. A likable man
who, while he served, was aloyal Democrat and a decent legidlator.

C.W.*RED” BECK (D-23, House, 1961, and Senate, 1974-1979) succeeded Booth Gardner
as senator. Booth—small, trim, boyish—vis-&vis Beck: overweight and a horrendous appetite.
Booth and Red were as unlike as Senators Tamadge and Craswell. Red was mostly famous for
being Red and not for hislegidation. You had to like him!

JOHN BECK (R-21, House, 1987-1993) A reasonable and professional politician with whom
| had minimal contact, but he wore well and his word was good.

MARY KAY BECKER (D-42, House, 1975-1983) had avery bright future asareal comer in
the Democratic Party. Mary Kay, | suspect, wanted more out of life than what politics might
offer. Her departure was aloss to both our party and the state.

RICK BENDER (D-44, House, 1973-1983, and Senate, 1983-1991) Always sympathetic with
labor, hewasfavorably inclined toward social programs. We usually voted on the same side. Rick
had exceptionally strong feeling for his parents. He loved and admired his labor-leader father so
much that only after hisfather died did Rick really emerge ashisown man. In my view, Rick may
be one of those people who, the higher herises, the better will be his performance. Therewas one
noticeable difference between us—I liked campaigning better than legidating. With Rick, it was
the reverse, and though he was a better-than-average legidator, helost arace that was histo lose,
to Tim Erwin. That loss cost our Democrat caucusthe majority. But, Rick parlayed that lossinto
the presidency of the state AFL-CIO. Rick really turned alemon into lemonade.
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MAX BENITZ (R-8, House, 1969-1975, and Senate 1975-1990) Gave his best to his party,
constituents, and the state. He was a farmer who sacrificed much, to his personal detriment, in
order to push society in the direction he thought right. He truly lived his beliefs.

DUANE BERTENTSON (R-40, House, 1963-1981) A politician’s politician. His trademark
was hisability to out-trade anyone, always getting more than he gave—at the same time making
you think he’d given you a helluva deal. He aways shortchanged me because he never needed
my vote—that’ s hardball, with which | have no problem! Although from opposing parties, and
representing the same constituency, Duane, as Speaker, and Senator Lowell Peterson got on
well together.

JOHN BETROZOFF (R-45, House, 1983-1993) Well-mannered and forthright. Our paths
crossed so infrequently | never felt | knew the real Betrozoff.

DR. J. R. BINYON (D-46, Senate, 1943-1947) was such a household word in Seattle that I'm
sure many peoplethought hewasan old-line political figureinstead of aone-termer. Thereason
wassimple: inthedaysbefore TV, radio wasthe new advertising medium. He was an optometrist
who was right across the street from Sullivan, the florist. So, they ran radio ads saying, “Dr.
Binyon, right across the street from Sullivan the florist,” and “ Sullivan the florist, right across
the street from Dr. Binyon!” It was my first introduction to the double whammy! And so it was,
Dr. J. R. Binyon needed no political campaign—he was getting name familiarity around the
clock every day of the year. He might have been a senator forever, but 1946 was a bad year for
Democrats. That wasmy first race—defeated in the primary by Phil Shank, the eventual winner
who defeated Dr. Binyon in the general election.

STEWART BLEDSOE (R-13, House, 1965-1973) wastalented, personable, and fit the House
well. He worked well with Governor Evans, and when he left the Legislature, he really never
left Olympia. A good man.

JAMESBLODGETT (R-5, House, 1946-1948) Elected in the 1946 GOP landslide, Blodgett
was a quiet, serious House member who did not take himself al that seriously. Hislossin’ 48
was along-term blow to the GOP. As assistant chief clerk, | watched him as a potential future
House great. He had little in common with his seatmate, Al Canwell.

ALAN BLUECHEL (R-45, House, 1967-1975, and Senate, 1975-1995) A rare bird. A
Republican with an eye to the future, he was always worth listening to. Some of hisideaswere
squirrely, but even those had more than akernel of merit. Alan could be downright impossible,
mostly because in his engrossed state of mind, he couldn’t listen to arguments counter to what
he wanted. He was a first-rate senator, with amind to match. | used to wonder if anyone knew
the real Senator Bluechel.

DICK BOND (R-6, House, 1975-1987) Never in doubt, he probably fit his district well. He
was arrogant, but likable.

ROBERT BOOTH (R-37, House, 1905-1907, and Senate, 1907-1911) was my uncle. As a
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young attorney, he appeared to the party leadersto have afuture. Although elected to oneterm
in each house, he found he couldn’t support both his appetite for good real estate and my aunt.
So, although it was not hisintention, he dropped out of sight and died in the service during the
first flu epidemic of World War I. It wasin their house, on Webster Point in Sesattle, that | was
born.

BRUCE BRADBURN (R-44, Senate, 1979-1980) Known mostly for hisalmost record-setting
short tenure! A very pleasant fellow.

DENNISBRADDOCK (D-42, House, 1983-1993) wasanatural politician. Alwaysoptimistic,
agreeable and, as Janice Niemi discovered, he was irresistible! Dennis could have run, and
probably successfully, for any higher office. A thoroughly good man.

DONALD BRAZIER (R-14, House, 1967-1969) A thoroughly good man regarded asreasonable
by both sides. A dedicated member of the UTC. Later, asalobbyist, | found him easy to work
with. By that, | mean he always started with the things on which we could agree, and then tried
to work toward a compromise that could be good for the general population. Obviously too
objectivetofitin asaPDC member, whose attitudeis: “Let’ shang him/her first, and then we'll
have the trial” (thisview, of course, is post—Graham Johnson, an outstanding administrator).

JOANNE BREKKE (D-32, House, 1977-1993) Warmhearted Earth Mother, she had little
time for those she considered obstructionists. Born on my own birthday, | always gave her the
benefit of the doubt, figuring Aries had to be directing her!

DAN BRINK (D-35, House, 1959-1963) Bright and ambitious, he could have benefited by a
longer tenure. But, he wanted, prematurely, to try for higher office, left the Legislature and
never returned.

TOM BRISTOW (D-7, House, 1985-1989) was an outstanding legis ator and his people have
not been so ably represented since Charles Hodde. A big man in every sense of the word.

PETER BROOKS (R-16, House, 1985-1991) A decent man hoping to do the right thing. He
was not illustrious as alawmaker, but a good representative for Southeast Washington.

JEAN MARIE BROUGH (R-30, House, 1983-1995) came to the House with vigor and
personality. Another Republican who hoped to compete at the level of Helen Sommers. No way
can ordinary mortals compete with Helen’s mind, memory, and perspective. Jean Marie was
better than an “orchard run” representative, and | found her cooperative—within limits. A quick-
fire personality, albeit in aslow league.

BILL BURNS(D-43, House, 1977-1985) loved the scene and brought true realism to the House
that only a true salesman can accomplish. He was friendly and | aways wanted to help him,
though he never asked for much. Bill was real and had a heart.

EMILIO CANTU (R-41, House, 1981-1985, and Senate, 1985-1996) Almost too polite for
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my comfort level. An engineer by trade, a Boeing supervisor by choice. His constituency was
upper-middle class, well-educated, and conservative, with universal dislike of the word “tax.”
Emiliofit hisdistrict, but not aswell as his predecessor, the classic George Clarke. | felt Senator
Cantu decided on a position and then set about to marshal arguments to prove he was right.
When the GOP suddenly took over in 1981, GOP Mg ority Leader Hayner decided—at the
urging of von Reichbauer—to professionalize the committee staff. Cantu became chairman of
this new Employment Committee. He set up a procedure whereby partisanship and favoritism
would be eliminated. It worked well as long as he was chairman, but when we gained control
and | was chairman, his rules no longer were valid, and he tried one way or another to alter his
rules. No luck. Weall thought thingsworked just fine. Emilio was athorough senator, but gives
credibility to my theory: there should be avery small quota of engineersin the Legislature.

MARIA CANTWELL (D-44, House, 1987-1993) A carpetbagger. First surfaced asthe Alan
Cranston for President designee in the spring of 1984. In 1983, former U.S. Senator Hugh B.
Mitchell, George L ane, gay businessman Don Moreland, Blaine Gibson, Virginia(Mrs. Moore),
and | formed a Cranston for President organization with the blessing of Senator Cranston. We
and others thought we were doing pretty well, when, upon the arrival of Cantwell, we were
dismissed, preempted, or whatever, by her and replaced by people unknown in the community.
It was all downhill from then on for Cranston. There was an ugly rumor that she was on two
payrolls, Cranston and Mondale, the eventual nominee. | doubt the rumor, but her treatment of
Hugh Mitchell was, at best, in poor taste, and, at worst, showed poor political judgment. Hugh
Mitchell was probably the most highly regarded Democrat in the state.

In 1986, Maria became Paul King's seatmate, and had a meteoric rise culminating in her
1992 election to Congress. She had built aname for herself, but she left in her wake those who
disliked her obviousfeeling of superiority. | an no fan, and I’ m sure she couldn’t careless. She
istough!

PHILLIP CARLYON (R-22, Senate, 1913-1929) When | moved to Olympiain 1925, Senator
Carlyonwasavery big name. Hehad started Carlyon Addition (between Olympiaand Tumwatey).
He was ahead of his time in several ways. His ego was controlled, his effectiveness in a fast
Senate was never in doubt. He was cheerful and even took timeto say hello to me at age thirteen!
A rarity in those days. He could shift from the good salesman role to his senatoria “toga” with
equal grace. He served with Senate heavies Guy Groff, RebaHurn, Oliver Hall, Elgin Kuyknedall,
D. V. Morthland, Frank Barnes, Louis Hart, William Coyle, and W. Lon Johnson.

CHARLESM. CARROLL (D-33, House, 1947-1950) “ Streetcar” Charlietruly started from
scratch and worked all hislifetoimprove hislot and help hisfamily, hischurch, hiscommunity,
hiscity, and hisstate. Hewastruly athoroughly good man. Hebelieved in labor unions, collective
bargaining, abhorred the use of threats or force, and was a much better legislator/Seattle
councilman than was ever recognized. Though he had strong views, he would work with anyone
to solve problems. | valued him as an ally and friend. The moniker “ Streetcar Charlie” came
from his early occupation as a streetcar conductor.

W. E. CARTY (D-17, House, 1933-1943, 1945-1953, and 1955-1961) was always outraged
that he had opposition. It was his seat, and opponentsran at their peril. He was old-fashioned, a
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Republican by tradition, and a steadying influence in the wild melee of the '47-'48 House.
Having been around since the wild ' 33 session, Mr. Carty had seen and heard it all. During the
'47 session, when the GOP had itsfirst mgjority in the House since 1932, the Republicans had
to scramble to fill the ticket, and they offered the voters some weird candidates. But the mood
wassimilar to’ 32, when any yellow-dog Democrat was el ected. Carty talked with me about the
good old days in the ' 20s, when the GOP ruled almost everywhere and with ease. Looking
back, | wish we had the benefit of his memories. His oral history would have been ajewel. He
had staying power. Defeated twice, he came back twice. Not an illustrious legislator, but a
worthy one.

DAVE CECCARELLI (D-34, House, 1967-1977) was a happy House member and had a
future which too soon became apast. Whiledriving intoxicated in Olympia, hefailed to negotiate
acurve, which thereafter was known as “Ceccarelli curve.” It was not afatal accident, but he
garnered the attention of the public. The media did him in. There were many poorer legislators
than “Checkers,” but one misstep and he was history.

ROD CHANDLER (R-45, House, 1975-1983) to me was endowed with a presence, as was
Governor Evans. After serving inthe minority for four years, the Republicansgained atie, 49to
49, and the majority wasto last two years. Aslucky politicians do, he stepped off the escalator
at the right moment, leaving the House and getting an immense pay raise asanew Congressman,
replacing Joel Pritchardin 1984. Although | had acertain admiration for hisvote-getting ability,
| was never able to determine if there was more froth or substance.

BOB CHARETTE (D-19, House, 1967-1979, and Senate, 1963-1967) Smart, articulate. | did
not know him well, although | thought it interesting that he first served atermin the Senate and
spent the next twelve years in the House. Most people “graduate” to the Senate, not the other
way. He fit the wild melee of the House better than the more ordered Senate. | liked him—he
aways let me know where he stood. Since | really wanted to be a House member, | think |
understood him.

DONN CHARNLEY (D-44, House, 1973-1980 and 1983-1985, and Senate, 1980-1983) A
community college teacher who was well regarded by his students. It seemed Donn had away
about him that created interest, fun, and arguments. Without philandering, Donn genuinely
appreciated and liked women, perhaps better than men. A good trait! Donn liked the give and
take in the Legislature, and he was a good man to have around because he was inclined to
guestion friend and foe alike. An old-school, New Deal Democrat, he was a liberal pure and
simple. He was agood legislator, but not quite in tune with his era.

BILL CHATALAS (D-33, House, 1961-1975) An old-fashioned politician, a thorough
Democrat, and a man who loved to work on compromises. | think he figured if you achieved
part of your goal, it was progress! | really liked him and respected his abilities.

NEWMAN “ZEKE” CLARK (R-43, House, 1949-1961) was agood, thorough, if somewhat
prejudiced man, who really would have fit the Legislature better in the nineteenth century. He
was an attorney, and his mores were so adjusted that there was nothing wrong with representing
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aclient’ sinterest inthe Legislature, which istheway it wasin thetwenties. To Zeke, it wasjust
an extension of his law practice. | don't say this critically, but times were changing and
professional, paid lobbyists were beginning to have undue influence. In earlier times, it was
assumed that most members had a personal reason for being there—other than ego gratification
or good government. Zeke was forthright in al his dealings. | liked him personally, and as a
legislator.

His ego led him to believe he was gubernatorial material. In 1956, he ran with gusto in his
campaign for governor. Although his showing in polls was poor, he stayed in the race beating
up on his main opponent, LIoyd Andrews, all-American boy from the Inland Empire. Good
looking, agood speaker, he was aformidable candidate. It was critical to the Rosellini strategy
that Zeke stay the course and say as many derogatory things about LIoyd as possible. By July,
Zeke was becoming apprehensive. He drew small crowds and was about as colorful as U.S.
Senator Bob Dole.

To keep him in the race, forces unknown to Zeke began furnishing him with quite negative
material with which to hit LIoyd Andrews. He was happy and grateful for this research, but his
money wasnil, so these sameforces used to call on me, leaving an envel ope on the corner of my
desk. | didn’t touch the envelope, just left it there, and within an hour a different person would
drift by, unobtrusively pick up the envelope, and depart. This happened several times. Asthe
“drop,” | was the only one who knew both players, and | was in touch with Zeke's campaign.
With the advent of the envelope, Zeke ceased worrying about money for his campaign, which
gave me a clue as to the contents of the envelope.

In order to flesh out the Rosellini campaign, it was critical that Clark attack Andrews as
viciously as possible, so Al could then say in the final election between him and Andrews,
“Weéll, here is what Lloyd’'s Republican primary opponent said about Lloyd.” In the generad
election it was Albert who fired shot after shot using the material fed to Zeke and which could
be attributed to Zeke. Albert always planned ahead. Of course, as a Republican, | was hoping
for aClark primary victory—I thought Zeke would have been a good and decent governor.

GEORGE CLARKE (R-41, House, 1967-1971, and Senate, 1971-1985) could have, in another
era, been called “ Gentleman George.” | first met George in 1938, when we both lived in the
same precinct on Mercer Island. The Mercer Island Community Club was the focal point for
arguments asto the viability of the proposed Mercer Island bridge to Seattle. | sort of liked the
nearness yet remotenessto Seattle. Relying on the ferry wasamild aggravation, but not all that
bothersome. George opposed the idea of the bridge, and before the first pontoon was afloat,
George just knew it would never float. Then as the pontoon bridge neared completion, George
just knew thefirst and prevailing wind from the south would blow these pontoons up to Kenmore
at the north end of the lake. | must confess | wasn’t sure George was wrong—he was very
persuasive. George had courage and | have awaysadmired him. They just don’t build them like
George anymore.

Arrivinginthe Senate, | was glad to see George and | were alwayson good terms. | remember
one day he agreed when | suggested being a senator was a pretty good job for old guys. We
rarely voted on the same side, but George wouldn’t allow unpleasantnessto fester into meanness.
| regard George Clarke with warmth and respect. Lamentably, he was irreplaceable.

GRACE COLE (D-1, House, 1982-1993) Fit her district. Good solid legislator. In tune with
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Democrétic liberal views. A very good listener.

A.B.COMFORT (R-26, House, 1943-1953) was | egitimate as a Republican to the nth degree.
Of histen yearsin the House, eight were in the minority and the two were the 1947-1948 years,
when the House was not to hisliking in spite of being in the majority. Kim, as he was known,
yearned for areturn of the GOP to power with its attendant dignity. He did not like anything
about the New Deal—he just knew areturn to the’ 20s was the best goal for Republicans. Had
he lived in another time, he could have been aRoyalist, although in histime, the Bill of Rights
fit him well. I liked him for his purity as an old-line Republican. He had class and dignity.

FRANK CONNER (D-33, House, 1953-1957, and Senate, 1957-1975) had three interests—
the Catholic church, umpiring baseball games, and the Democratic Party. A ssimple man with
simpletastesand ideas. No kinder man ever sat in the Legislature. Even hiscampaignswere the
ultimate in simplicity. Billboards, handouts, yard signs all read, “ Frank Conner, a Democrat’s
Democrat.” No space wasted on issues, just his name. To know Frank was to be inspired with
hope for humankind. To Frank, everyone was to be liked. | know | could use a dash of Frank
Conner.

W.W. CONNER (R-34, Senate, 1923-1931) Once again, | didn’t know Billy, but hewasabig
fact of life in the Senate. He had sharp Irish wit, which | only heard from a gallery seat. | can
only imaginewhat he must have been likein the caucus! Hewasthe last Republican to hold that
Senate seat for forty-four years.

HENRY COPELAND (R-11, House, 1935-1937, and Senate, 1937-1961) was a man among
men. I’ ve often asked myself why thereissuch legidativetalent among farmers—CharlesHodde,
John Goldmark, and Irv Newhouse to name afew besides Henry. Henry Copeland knew in his
soul that private enterprise was what had brought America so far, so fast. He was a marvelous
man, a thoughtful legislator. He was my kind of guy. Deliberate may best describe him.

THOMAS COPELAND (R-11, House, 1957-1973) Like Henry, he had staying power, rising
to the Speakership in 1970. Not an illustrious career, but a solid one. | knew him slightly and
my impression was positive.

ARTHUR CORY (R-20, House, 1943-1953) was arotund, smallish man who enjoyed being a
legislator in spite of the fact he was usually in the minority. A firm vote for private enterprise,
he was always ready to listen to those with different views. | liked him.

LAWRENCE COSTELL O (R-30, House, 1947-1949) was swept in on the GOP landslide of
1946, but couldn’t survive the Truman coattailsin 1948. A really nice, humble man who never
meant anyone harm, but perhapsdidn’t like the catch-as-catch-can lifeinthe House. | liked him
alot.

MARGARET COUGHLIN (D-46, House, 1937-1939) made such an impact on the House
that to me, it seemed she wasthere longer than two years. An outspoken, pure liberal, she never
stopped advocating for those who had no official voice. An environmentalist. Asfar back as |
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can remember, she could sink her teeth into apublic figure until she got and held their attention.
Not generally thought of as lovable, but to me she was!

PAUL COUGHLIN (D-44, House, 1949-1951) was, in my view, one of the best mindsin the
House. He was strong, thoughtful, kind, and a true liberal, using any dictionary definition. |
remember he was appalled at the high cost of dying, and he tried to help by promoting the
founding of the People’ s Memorial Association—avery low-cost burial plan. | joined and kept
my membership long after leaving the Washington Athletic Club, the Tennis Club and the
College Club. At least | knew PMA would take care of me when | couldn’t care for myself. A
similar plan existsin Hawaii and | transferred right away. Thank you, Paul.

HENRY CRAMER (R-46, House, 1943-1947) took himself and his job serioudly. | was an
active supporter in both of hisvictories. It was just hisway, but he did not recognize the troops
who helped elect him. This is a flaw, because volunteers need recognition and sometimes
pampering.

ERNEST CRANE (D-31, House, 1983-1991) Almost too nice to be a legislator. He brought
strength of conviction to the House and was always helpful to me.

BARNEY DAHL (D-2, Senate, 1943-1959) A never-in-doubt stalwart voice who strengthened
Governor Langlie in Stevens County, for which he was barely recognized. A thoroughly good
and dedicated legidator.

FLOYD DANSKIN (R-5, House, 1921-1933) He served almost continually for thirteen years,
except for two of those thirteen. He became Speaker the year Hartley became governor, 1925.
Asl recall, he got crosswise with Governor Hartley, which ended his Speakership. He was not
amemorable or great Speaker, but at the time was aforce.

PETER DAVID (R-37, House, 1921-1923) | never knew him, but Olympia s Crane' s Restaurant
served “ Olympia Oysters Peter David”. It was said to be his favorite.

WARD DAVISON (R-32, Senate, 1943-1951) A typica community small businessman. He
had an appliance store on North 45th in Wallingford. Popular, a go-along, get-along man with
no enemiesand avery supportive spouse who worked in the store and kept the Davison volunteer
army happy. They were solid Republicans of the Langlieilk, the only kind of Republican that
had a chance to election in the liberal Seattle of the 1940s. He was elected in 1940, the year
twenty-year-old GOP Jack Thomas narrowly lost election to the House. Fortunately for me,
Jack never ran again and devoted himself to my county chairman victories. What a friend!

W. C. DAWSON (R-43, Senate, 1933-1947) was quiet, dignified, and was a vote-getter. He
was a Coolidge-Hoover type, believing in the Bill of Rights and preservation of the status quo.
Hewasfriendly to my uncle, William E. Grimshaw, from whom | heard of the many virtues of
Senator Dawson.

BILL DAY, JR. (D-3, House, 1985-1993) the son of “Big Daddy” Day, he played therole of a
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legislator but seemed to lack the deep commitment of his father. Likable and quite helpful to
me. | wish him well.

ALEX DECCIO (R-14, House, 1977-1981, and Senate, 1981-1989 and 1993-) Probably miscast
in his Olympia roles. | visualize Alex as a Baltimore city councilman in the 1920s. He is a
splendid minority member, but when he hasthe whip, hisother sideisnot to my liking. Hisbest
assetsarethat heisneither strong nor stubborn, and he hasthe good fortune to have an exceptiond
spouse. A Supreme Court justice dubbed Alex “ Captain Lasagna.”

ARLIE DEJARNATT (D-18, House 1961-1971, and Senate 1985-1990) Alwaysthe gentleman,
he was blessed with wit, acommanding voice, and an overriding desire to do the best he could
for society. In spite of hisdignity, hewas capable of good lines. Shortly before hisdeath, he met
candidate Adam Smith, aged 25, and remarked, “Hell, | have hemorrhoids older than you.” So
out of character, and so refreshing. Weall loved that ability which he never abused. A wonderful
and remarkable man.

DENNISDELLWO (D-3, House, 1983-1997) was, to me, a disappointment. He came to the
Housein 1983, and because |’ d regarded hisfather sowell, | perhaps had too high expectations.
| found we were very often in disagreement over bank and insurance issues. Perhaps we both
knew we were right and because of my advanced age and financial background, | felt he could
have learned from my experience. But, looking at the bright side, he is a Democrat if not a
populist.

DEWEY DONOHUE (D-10, House 1949-1961, and Senate 1961-1969) Although I did not
know him, his colleagues regarded him highly. Memories of him lingered on for at least fifteen
years. | would have wanted to serve with him. When hefirst surfaced in 1949, | wasjust starting
my county chairmanship. As time passed he never changed, but | did! He came from a
conservative background and district. My exposureto therealities of liberal and big-city politics
undoubtedly influenced me, so by the early *60s, when Dewey was in the Senate, | was fast
becoming aliberal. However, | always held both him and his son, Hubert, in high esteem.

HUBERT DONOHUE (D-9, Senate, 1973-1981) The son of Senator Dewey Donohue,
considered by those with whom he served as a heavy hitter. Hubert truly enjoyed the Olympia
life and all the accompanying accolades. | remember my shock at Hubert holding up an inch-
thick document in caucus saying, “Here's the budget, take a quick look at it because we're
going on the floor in ten minutesto vote on it.” Wow! Though I’ d been in politics forever, this
was my introduction to how abill becomesalaw! | alwaysliked him, and missed him when he
was replaced by E.G. “Pat” Patterson.

FRED DORE (D-37, House, 1953-1959, and Senate, 1959-1971) was underestimated by nearly
everyone. Hewas so natural, people couldn’t believe he was el ectablefirst to the House, then to
Senate, and finally to the Supreme Court where he served as chief justice. Fred was sometimes
vague and forgetful, but he had aquality of kindness, which | look for in a politician. And then
he has a secret weapon, Mary, hiswife. If avoter knew them both and was in doubt, the voter
would vote for Fred because of Mary! Sometimes Fred took himself more seriously than he did
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his job, but, to me, his good heart more than compensated for his self-important moments.

EARLE DOUGLAS (R-45, House, 1947-1949) was an average man who enjoyed life. We
talked alot during the 1947 session. He was a decent person who was better than an average
member.

JEFF DOUTHWAITE (D-32, House, 1971-1979) Articulate and friendly, he was easy to
listen to. Always well organized, he was never a time-waster. Though too educated for my
comfort, | regarded him well and was sorry to see him leave. A true academic liberal. Hewasa
definite asset to his Democrat caucus. Although we never really served together, | liked what |

saw.

BOB EBERLE (R-34, House, 1963-1965 and 1979-1983) equated being in the majority with
brains. A not uncommon disease in politics. He was the point man for the House Republicans
when redistricting occurred in 1981. He grabbed the initiative and preempted the Senate effort.
He worked on redistricting to the exclusion of all else. He was lauded as a near genius. In fact,
his effort to redistrict to cinch a Republican majority in both houses worked so well, the GOP
was in the minority for the next ten years, and the Senate Republican’s high-water mark for
those years was 25 of 49. Where is Bob Eberle when we need him? Incidentally, Senator Jack
Metcalf, thought the Eberle plan was so perfect he gaveit aseven minute hearing in the Senate,
allowing no discussion—all of which proves almost anyone can be a congressman.

BRIAN EBERSOL E (D-29, House, 1983-1995) A Kentucky transplant. Did well asalegidlator
and, above all, acompromiser. He wasin theright place at the right time to become Speaker. A
number of new members arrived in 1983 when the GOP lost control. Freshmen classes have a
tradition of sticking together, so Brian had a nucleus of a dozen or more on which to start
building for hisfuture. I found hisword to be good. Wewere not closefriends, but our relationship
was to my liking.

JOHN EDDY (R-43, House, 1933-1943) Out of the same political school as his senator, W.C.
Dawson. He aways was a gentleman. Both hung onto their seats in the worst of times for
Republicans (1933-1943). Like Senator Dawson, Representative Eddy was afriend to my uncle,
Billy Grimshaw, through whom | met both of them.

LOUIS EGGER (D-7, House, 1983-1985) A man afflicted with Booth Gardner disease—
wanting to be liked. He was a good legislator and a credit to the Democratic Party. It seems he
didn’t like Olympia, so he ran only once.

DON ELDRIDGE (R-40, House, 1953-1969) | did not know him well but he epitomized the
eraof Governors Langlie and Evans. He was acredit to the Republicans, the Legidature, and a
better than orchard-run politician. When Evans appointed him to the Liquor Board it was the
Legidlature’ sloss.

WESELDRIDGE (R-32, House, 1947-1953) The son of awell-known auto dealer in Seattle,
it seemed to me Wes was trying to find his niche. As county chairman, | liked and encouraged
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Wes to run. His worst liability was indecisiveness. But after he filed, he really worked, and
effectively. | suggested he doorbell as many houses as he could and just ask whoever came to
the door to please votefor him. He appeared somewhat il at ease, which | think elicited sympathy,
and | think that’s why he was elected and served three terms. A nice person who would never
knowingly hurt anyone. Today, the Legislature could use more like Wes Eldridge, who was a
good, honest listener.

CHARLESELICKER (R-10, House, 1967-1969 and Senate 1969-1973) Considering his short
legidlative life, he left behind many memories of his astuteness and cleverness. He once ran
against Henry Jackson, portraying himself as Teddy Roosevelt, for whom hewas almost adead
ringer. Theloss was predictably enormous, which he expected. I’ m sure he enjoyed displaying
his charm, wit, and knowledge, so to him, running for U.S. Senator was fun. We had alongtime
acquai ntance dating back to his UW student days. He was someone to cherish. He had life and
the world in perspective—totally.

HARRY ELWAY (R-21, House, 1958-1959, and Senate, 1959-1963) A rollicking, robust
personality who loved the Olympia scene. One had to like him—he was never in doubt.

JOE ENBODY (D-20, House, 1977-1979) From an old Olympiafamily, Joe was another open
book, forthright type who probably didn’t fit the model for Lewis County. A good laborite and
alibera vote.

JOHN ENG (D-37, House, 1973-1983) was shrewd, effective, and, athough we served only
four yearstogether, | liked his style.

JOHN ERAK (D-19, House, 1977-1983) isareal person. | never could understand why helost
in 1983. Hisprofilefit the district. He had taken no votesto enrage the district. He seemed to be
intouch, but helost. | worked well and easily with John. | had no quarrel with thewinner, Carol
Monohon, but | missed John Erak.

PHYLLISERICKSON (D-2, House, 1973-1983) Aninstitutional Democrat. | would liked to
have known her better. | admired her.

TIM ERWIN (R-44, Senate, 1991-1995) Likable. It seemed to me he was dominated by the
lady of steel, hisleader, Jeannette Hayner. He never found his niche, if any. Since the Senate
was such a slow league while he was there, | was always expecting to see him emerge, but he
never did. However, his ambition knew no limit, as shown by his filing for Congress with no
legislative record and minimal financia support.

MARY FARQUHARSON (D-46, Senate, 1935-1943) One of the smartest and most opinionated
people ever to servein the Senate. A fierce Roosevelt proponent of the New Deal, she gave her
best to help the state’ s Depression-riddled society recover by hel ping the unemployed. She was
aprecursor to the era of Senator L orraine Wojahn! What women—take your choice and you'll
have awinner.
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ROY FERGUSON (R-48, House, 1987-1993) A sound thinker, understood well the roles of
magjority and minority. A fair compromiser, hewasagood listener and could understand opposite
views. Hisdeparture |essened the reasonabl enessfactor in the House. A thoroughly good person.

GREG FISHER (D-33, House, 1989-1996) had the normal fantasies of greatness, but lacked
the base from which to spring. Rightly or wrongly, | sensed Greg weighted PR heavier than
substance. Greg was a difficult person for me to know. When he came to the Legidlature, |
thought, “Here comes another Adam Smith.” Greg just didn’t live up to my early expectations.

RUTH FISHER (D-27, House, 1983-) How can one district ssmultaneously produce Fisher
and Wojahn? Fortunately, while serving some of the same years, they were in separate houses.
Ruth was agem in that she made up her mind and then stayed put. | liked her style. Given time,
she will inherit the awesome stature of Wojahn, the Norse Goddess of Terror.

PAT FISKE (R-40, House, 1981-1985) At one point, there was a move by the women’ slobby
to conduct a study of the monetary value of state jobs. The study was to see if women were
making the same amount as men in state jobs or not. The thinking was that they were not, and
it would be corrected using the results of this study. Pat proposed an amendment to determine
what the various jobs were really worth, regardless of what particular genders were being paid
to do them. His amendment proposed that once the true value of the job was determined,
employees should be paid just that.

Foreseeing a possible decrease in income, the women'’s lobby did not approve of his
amendment; they did not want the study to determine actual value of the jobs. Well, in spite of
my longtime record of promoting anything to improve the lot of working women, | joined Pet,
trying to explain | was still the same Ray Moore, but that | saw nothing wrong with doing ajob
evauation. Thewomen’ slobby and the public employee’ slobby came down hard on me. Since
Pat’ s amendment died, | was forgiven. Pat was an eager beaver and quite effective and very
likable. | would still support that amendment of hisany day.

E. J. FLANAGAN (R-15, Senate, 1943-1957) A tough, grizzled old guy who seldom had
doubts. Strong and likable, he served well.

SID FLANAGAN (R-13, House, 1961-1983) Like others from the Thirteenth District, Sid
served eleven terms and could beat anybody except Tub Hansen, who defeated him in arough
campaign for the Senate in 1992. Tub ran ads congratulating Sid on his seventieth birthday,
which of course pointed out how old Sid was (Tub was even ol der)!

GEORGE FLEMING (D-37, House, 1969-1971, and Senate, 1971-1991) parlayed a solid
football career into agood thing. No doubt being black in a predominately white Legislatureis
difficult. Being a Democrat hel ped because we are the party to which most nonwhite aspirants
gravitate, and we try to be more than fair. George had been in the Senate a few years when
Senators Goltz and Wilson did the unforgivable. After the Mardesich scandal, they convinced
the caucus they should be splitting authority between the majority leader and caucus chairman.
When | arrived | couldn’t believe they conceived such aplan, and why the caucusfell inwithit.

It did work okay when Walgren was leader and Odegaard was chairman. Gary accepted a
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secondary role. When Odegaard | eft, Fleming became caucus chairman. Walgren left and George
insisted he was an equal partner with Ted Bottiger, our new leader. After all, George had the
rules and how could we deny our only black his place in the sun? If we thought Odegaard was
not strong enough to control our caucus meetings, we saw acaucusout of control under Chairman
Fleming. It was so wild George would try to keep order, and failing, would throw down the
gavel with, “Oh, shiiit!” 1t didn’t bother Ted asmuch asit should have partly because he couldn’t
hear very well, and he was running at 110 percent capacity, himself. | don’t say George abused
hisposition, but he used it positively for George! Had our two |eaders spent lesstime on protecting
themselves from within, and more time going after the Republicans, we might have benefited.

A staffer oncetold me her version of George: “If | say * Good morning, Senator’ he somehow
canturnitinto acivil rightsissue!” In making one of my rare floor speeches, | lambasted the
Republican version of the budget ending by accusing them of being “niggardly nickel nursers.”
As | finished, Fleming grabbed his microphone and started screaming about that word.
Meanwhile, Senator Talmadge was trying to tell him to sit down, but George was so out of
control hewould listen to no one. After thefuror subsided, someone anonymously sent Webster’s
definition to George, pointing out “niggard” is of Scandinavian origin and means stingy! |
guess| would have thought more of Georgeif he had privately admitted hiserror, but remember,
ego power transcends all in the marble halls of Olympia.

Nonetheless, George is funny and | enjoyed lots of good moments with him.

FRANK FOLEY (D-17, Senate, 1957-1973) A true, old-fashioned Democrat who never forgot
how he got there. Always had timeto reminisce and lovedit. A good old boy who used common
sense when al elsefailed.

BOB M. FORD (D-23, House, 1941-1943 and 1945-1953) A good, old-fashioned, New Deal
Democrat. He was well liked and had the good sense to be a solid caucus member and stay out
of trouble. Very likable.

ELMIRA FORNER (R-47, House, 1990-1995) Our pathsrarely crossed. Shewasbusinesslike,
punctual at meetings, had strong opinions, and voiced them in anice way.

PETE FRANCI S (D-32, House, 1969-1970, and Senate, 1970-1977) An outstanding political
figure. He had a broad, if partisan, view of everything from his neighborhood to more cosmic
problems. He was afirst-rate legislator, and additionally endowed with awarm personality.

ROSA FRANKLIN (D-29, House, 1991-1993, and Senate, 1993-) A thoroughly good person
who knew where she wanted legislation directed. A traditional Democrat with astrong belief in
government social programs. She spoke forthrightly and diplomatically, and was aways worth
listening to. | wish that we had served longer together.

ROBERT M. FRENCH (R-1, House, 1937-1949, and Senate, 1949-1953) Rancher, quiet, a
dependable vote for Governor Langlie. A good old boy (aterm | use to describe those endowed
with seniority and/or common sense) who enjoyed legidlative life.

BILL FULLER (R-20, House, 1977-1981, and Senate, 1981-1985) The Fuller namein Lewis
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County was synonymous with generosity and decency. The Fullerswerein the grocery business
and during the Great Depression of the 1930s, extending credit to people who couldn’t pay.
WEell, this history made pleasant, unassuming Bill Fuller electable. He looks like anyone’s
uncle whom you'’ d be happy to see at Thanksgiving dinner. Although we were not on the same
frequency, | liked him personally.

ART GALLAGHAN (R-26, Senate, 1979-1983) A long shot who defeated Red Beck as Red
was clearly vulnerable, if not over thehill. Art would havefit our caucus. He wasamotorcycle-
riding bureaucrat who was discovered by the GOP as a possibility to beat Red. | suspect the
GOP caucus was surprised at his appearing in the Senate. Art had his eye on living more than
legislating, and he did. Although he voted with his caucus, | had afeeling there was not alot of
conviction. All inall, agood member who would rather liveafull lifethan worry about reelection.

MIKE GALLAGHER (D-45, House, 1943-1944 and 1949-1951, and Senate, 1944-1947 and
1951-1967) was so real it was hard to believe. As opposing party chairman, | did everything |
could think of to beat Mikein the 1950 election, but he won easily. He was so natural his every
action appeared effortless. Mike had a sixth sense about what an envelope contained. It was
said Senator Gallagher always opened the mail, but only those containing checks! | don’t know
how he knew, but he did. A devoted advocate for Al Rosellini, Mike choseto stay in the Senate
throughout Governor Rosellini’ s two terms. He loved the Senate, never turned down a drink,
was socially liberal and his word was good. Now, really, what more could you expect from a
senator?

P.J. GALLAGHER (D-29, House, 1961-1991) P. J. became a part of the House decor. Only
John O’ Brien had more seniority, and for years these two Irishmen, from different districtsand
in so many ways different, held their positions as house fixtures. | always smiled when | saw
them sitting together in thefront on the center aidle. P. J. wasfor whatever | wanted, but sometimes
he needed reminding he' d made acommitment. P. J. was adependable, old-fashioned Democrat.

SHIRLEY GALLOWAY (D-49, House, 1979-1985) was friendly and | was sorry to see her
leave. | always thought she didn’t have a strong enough political virus.

AVERY GARRETT (D-11, House, 1977-1985, and Senate 1985-1988) A longtime politician
and a good old boy who never deserted his allies.

AGNES GEHRMAN (R-19, House, 1941-1943 and 1947-1949, and Senate, 1941-1945) was
overmatched in the legislature. She was decent, and tried to do what was good for the whole of
society, but just couldn’t get the hang of legislative infighting. When | was GOP King County
chairman, she was, for two years, vice chairman, so | knew her quite well. She was not a
difficult person with whom to work, although she had limited resources. Her dedication to
building a better society was never in question.

CECIL GHOLSON (R-14, House, 1939-1941) Endowed with an outgoing personality, he
was a man of many talents. In another time and place, he could have been a soldier of fortune.
Always loyal, never forgot afavor or debt. He had a grocery store, was the Boeing lobbyist in
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Olympia, represented spirits companies before the Liquor Control Board. Had he continued in
the Legidlature, he would have been a deal maker, and a good one, one with whom you could
placeyour trust. In 1952, he and abanker friend, Wilbur Scruby, supported Taft, and | waswith
Eisenhower. Our workers, when they found someone leaning toward Taft, would say, “You
know Taft is supported by ‘ Screwby’ and ‘Goolson’, and of course you wouldn’t want them
involved.” Cece knew who started this, but it never hurt our relationship. Infact, heused tojoke
about it.

BILL GISSBERG (D-39, Senate 1953-1973) Good personality. Easy to work with. | only
knew him when he became a lobbyist for the Bar. Having served under Governors Langlie,
Rosdllini, and Evans, he had seen and heard it all. Bill could detect the chaff from the wheat—
areal asset in our business!

JOHN GOLDMARK (D-1, House, 1957-1961) A Harvard-educated eastern boy who came
west to dry farm in the Okanogan. Endowed with abrilliant mind coupled with aliberal view of
life. Hewas always on the side of the angels, though | had afeeling he wanted to providefor the
poor as aself-protective measure. He disliked strife and wanted to protect the good things about
capitalism whiletrying to blunt greed. Although | disliked him personally, | testified for himin
the Goldmark case in '62. He was a big asset to the Democrat majority during the Rosellini
governorship.

“BARNEY” GOLTZ (D-42, House, 1973-1975, and Senate, 1975-1987) gave entertaining
floor speeches and was well regarded. Barney had a personality and a presence that made him
attractive in and out of politics. Hisloss was extremely serious to our caucus because we soon
lost our tenuous majority. When he left, Ann Anderson replaced him as a Republican, and we
soon found the GOP in charge. Barney had two sets of voting rules: One applied to his county,
Whatcom County, and one applied to the rest of the state. Prime example: the Chicago Bridge
and Dredge development damaging shorelines in Whatcom County, for which he voted.
Normally, he was a strict environmentalist! He also was anti-gambling, except when it cameto
punch boards and card rooms in his county. All of which may go to prove consistency is not
alwaysavirtuein politics.

I’d been in the Senate a short time when at breakfast Barney asked me how | liked Senate
life. | admitted | loved it. Barney said, “Think of it thisway. The Senate and House are really
two swimming poolswith Governor Dixy Lee Ray acting aslifeguard in her elevated chair. She
is watching ninety-eight kids in one pool, and forty-nine in the other. Governor Ray knows
someone is peeing in the pool, but which one?’ Not a bad description of the Legislature!

BILL GOODLOE (R-32, Senate, 1951-1959) has been politically active for over forty years
achieving a Supreme Court justiceship. A decent man, with possibly over-simplistic solutions
to smple and complicated problemsalike. Hewas ajewel in 1950 when heran and held the seat
just vacated by Ward Davison. The joke during his election was, if all his many children could
vote, he would win easily! When he ran, it was as a successor to Ward. However, it soon was
apparent that he was becoming more conservative by the hour. He did no damage to the liberal
cause, and overall was an asset to both Republicans and the el ectorate.
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J. CHESTER GORDON (R-9, House, 1949-1957) loved the legidative scene. Served as
sergeant at arms in 1947 as | was serving as assistant chief clerk. Some thought him erratic,
although | thought of him asimpatient. | describe him aslikable and irascible. He was probably
a better legislator than a politician.

SUSAN GOULD (R-21, Senate, 1975-1983) Sent by the L eague of Women V otersto shape up
the Senate. A charming person who must have held her nose while voting for the Hayner hard
line. Always wanted to support social programsif only there were enough money. | alwaysfelt
she would have liked to be a Democrat, but our gentility level wasn't up to her standards.

BARBARA GRANLUND (D-26, House, 1979-1983, and Senate, 1983-1985) Spouse Win
Granlund was appointed to fill the unexpired term of Barbara (Senate 1985-1987). Barbaraand
Win were dependable caucus votes, were well-liked and excellent candidates. However,
sometimes strange things happen on the way to and from the forum. Barbara decided she needed
more time at home, so she quit part way through her term, tossing the seat to her husband,
whom we al counted on to run as the incumbent and hold the seat. After a few months, Win
announced tearfully to the caucus that his health prognosis was so “iffy” that he wanted to
spend what time he had left on his boat enjoying his family. Well, who can argue with that
scenario? So we faced reality and with some good luck Bill Smitherman from the House ran
and was elected. Win's anticipated obituary never appeared, but he did, looking very fit as
Kitsap County Commissioner! Assorted deities have been given credit for this minor miracle.
Or, it may just have been the Granlunds didn’t like the Legidlature.

GARY GRANT (D-11, House, 1963-1973, and Senate, 1973-1977) certainly makesmy list of
the ten best politicians I’ ve known. I’ d like to meet the person who could prove he didn’t like
Gary Grant. Many misread Gary, thinking that because he often appeared not to take his job
serioudly that there was no depth. Wrong! He has the ability to think (a rare commodity) and
then come to workabl e solutions. He also knew his own strength and was not ambitious beyond
histalent. | feel fortunate to know him.

WILLIAM A.GRANT (D-16, House, 1987-) Well regarded. Hewasthefirst Democrat elected
since 1976 in the Sixteenth District. Likable, heis a stabilizing force. Given a chance with the
magjority, he could become a man to be reckoned with.

AUDREY GRUGER (D-1, House, 1975-1982) Went along way on amodest talent. She never
forgot her roots or friends. | liked her.

SAM GUESS(R-6, Senate, 1963-1987) An engineer turned politician. He was a Southerner by
birth and a “good old boy” by choice. A few buzzwords could really set him off: bureaucrat,
welfare, and asphalt. He was our resident authority on paving and, according to Sam, asphalt
was the ultimate in valuable inventions. He could be downright exasperating, but then when
you remembered he was a Southern army officer, having just missed the Civil War, you relented.
| liked and admired him.

TEDHALEY (R-28, House, 1975-1979, and Senate, 1979-1985) A doctor by trade, | expected
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more of Ted than perhapswasreasonable. For, after all, hisbrother, Fred, wasaman of exceptional
talent and warmth who ran the family’s Brown and Haley candy company with ease and style
(“Brown & Haley Makes’em Daily”), while being deeply involved in Tacoma School Board
affairs and politics. He and | both served as presidential appointees to the Washington State
Civil Rights Advisory Commission. Fred had an instinct for how best to get things done, and
done right. We met at the UW when we were roommates at the Sigma Chi fraternity. So, when
asport-model version of Fred appeared, inthe person of Ted, | thought, “ Good, now wewill see
brains, style, classand judgment.” In fairness, | expected too much and when, by my standards,
Ted didn’'t deliver, | was shocked. How come he didn’t use his genes as did Fred? Ted was an
off-the-wall senator/M.D., whose concepts of how life/society should be structured sometime
were hard to follow. Although not unlikable, | was not sorry when he left.

TOM HALL (R-18, House, 1947-1949, and Senate, 1949-1957) arrived in the irrational ’ 47
session. From farm life to that Olympia madness had to be a cultural shock few could handle.
Tom was so sound he could handle anything, and he was able to quietly distance himself from
the paranoid Communist hunters. AsaRepublican, he wasliberal. When he ran for governor, |
supported him. | was not known for picking winners. If | liked them or their ideas, | was for
"em! He would have been a good governor, but the GOP power structure couldn’t accept his
amost populist ideas.

WILBUR G. HALLAUER (D-1, House, 1949-1957, and Senate 1957-1969) Astute
businessman, possibly the best from rural eastern Washington in my lifetime. Courageous and
well organized. A true libera and a heavy. An ACLU member from Okanogan County—that
has to tell us something!

STUART HAL SAN (D-20, House, 1983-1985, and Senate, 1985-1988) One of the best-educated
members, he resigned, paving the way for Republican Neil Amondson to take the seat which
cost the Democrats the majority. It seemed as if we were doomed in that district. Stu was an
outstanding free spirit of a senator. | liked him right away, and when he turned to lobbying he
was just as trustworthy as he had been as a senator. | shall always cherish our relationship in
spite of his costing us the majority—politically, a cardinal sin!

SHIRLEY HANKINS (R-8, House, 1981-1990 and 1995-, and Senate, 1990-1991) was quite
outstanding in representing her people. She was a solid Republican who understood the art of
compromise. | enjoyed her presence in the House. Sheisasocial delight.

RON HANNA (D-26, House, 1975-1979) A man worth more than a four-year stint in the
Legislature. He had agood perspective on economic and social issues. A thoroughly good man.

JULIA BUTLER HANSEN (D-18, House, 1939-1961) belonged in the House even as she
belonged in Congress. Every woman aspiring to political elective office could take lessons
from her reputation and stances. If one wanted a role model of an old-fashioned Emily Post,
Lady Juliawouldn’t fit. But, if you wanted to follow in a general way areal up-front woman,
she’ syour model. Rough talking and hard drinking, she could handle small talk or she could go
head-to-head with the erudite. Sometimes after an evening hearing Julia, Perry Woodall, Grant
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Sisson, and | would adjourn to aroom my father kept in the Olympian Hotel, which was well
supplied. After an hour or so, we would go to Cranes (on Capitol Way between 4th & 5th), or a
nearby Chinese restaurant. Woodall, Sisson, and | were Republicans, Julia the lone Democrat.
| can’t speak for them, but | loved these outings. | could have learned much moreif I'd listened
moreto Julia sideas. Shewasaforcefor good and simply couldn’t stand unkept promises. One
of my all-time favorite politicians. Definitely in my hall of fame.

JOHN HAPPY (R-6, Senate, 1947-1962) was swept in on the GOP 1946 tide and survived
until his death. A good man with anameto suit, he was well liked and, for a Republican, open
to change. He fit right in during the era of good will in the Senate, which was traditional for
nearly 100 years, ending in 1981.

CLINT HARLEY (R-43, House, 1943-1945, and Senate, 1947-1950) waswell-to-do and rather
liberal for histime. He carried himself with asenatorial demeanor. | can’t recall why heleft, but
it was aloss to the GOP.

“DOC” HASTINGS(R-16, House, 1979-1987) isapleasant fellow and an underrated politician.
Not an original or a deep thinker, he carried the ultra-conservative GOP banner well.

MARY MARGARET HAUGEN (D-10, House 1983-1993 and Senate, 1993-present)
Opinionated and stubborn to an extreme. Her husband, Basil Badley, an insurance company
lobbyist, and | enjoyed afifteen-year running battle over hisissues. For whatever reason, | was
unable to have that relationship with Senator Haugen, thus | never knew her very well. | envy
her self-assuredness.

DWIGHT HAWLEY (R-44, House, 1950-1959 and 1961-1971) was mild mannered, polite
and fit hisdistrict, particularly the business community. He cameinto office while | was county
chairman. We got along well. After all, electable Republicans in King County were not an
everyday occurrence. Dwight served with Governors Langlie, Rosellini, and Evans. He madeit
well with all of them. Dwight was one of afew good Republican politicians and vote-gettersin
the 1950s and 1960s.

ED HEAVEY (D-31, House, 1967-1969) A solid Democrat. Ambitious, hard working, he
could have done well had he chosen to stay. Opinionated, but rarely unpleasant, he had talent
that needed moretimeto mature. Virginiaand | supported himin his subsequent political forays.

DENNIS HECK (D-17, House, 1977-1985) was a very strong legislator and a force for
progressive change. Serving on the Tax Advisory Council with Denny, | noted how quickly he
grasped concepts not his own and very often offered improvements. | had a feeling that when
Denny and | met, he rather brushed me aside asif he knew | was to be a one-term senator, and
because | was nearly sixty-seven would be going nowhere but out! The odds favored hisview,
so | noted it but was not offended. Y earslater, it was my turn to make a mistake. Denny ran for
Superintendent of Public Instruction against Judith Billings. Tub Hansen and | were the only
senatorsto endorse Billings. Shewon, and were Tub and | ever wrong! Billingsturned out to be
just another front for the status quo at the SPI office, ineffective and not well regarded by many
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legislators. Denny would have been much better than Judith. Sorry, Denny.

DICK HEM STAD (R-22, Senate, 1981-1985) served during atumultuous period in the Senate.
From being elected as aminority member, within five weeks he found he wasin the majority as
a result of the von Reichbauer switch. Then, in 1983, he was back in the minority for the
remainder of hissingleterm. | had alwaysregarded Dick asagood person with no mean streak,
and that was the way | saw him as a senator. He may have been more comfortable as a law
professor at the University of Puget Sound, where students anointed him “the killer moth.”

ED HENRY (D-32, House, 1937-1941, 1944-1945, and 1951-1953) A fiery original out of the
New Deal liberal mold, he was always consistent. If | remember right, Al Canwell (of Canwell
committee infamy) was sure Ed was a pinko, a card-carrying Communist. After leaving the
Legidature, he becameasuperior court judge. AsaRepublican, | considered Ed quite subversive,
if not downright dangerous. Later, asaDemocrat, he suddenly became agood American! What
a difference subjectivity can make. Ed and Governor Rosellini got on well. | like and respect
Ed.

ANDY HESS (D-31, House, 1951-1957, and Senate, 1957-1964) was elected to the House
during my second term as county chairman, and was | ever wrong about him. Andy appeared
too well groomed for his redneck constituents, and | figured we could beat him. Well, he sent
our candidate home in a basket. He overwhelmed us and just continued to win election after
election. Andy had a good mind and made his way to a respectable and comfortable life. |
always appreciated the openness with which he accepted mewhen | turned Democrat. Surprising,
since I’ d done everything to try to beat him back in time. He has the mark of a gentleman.

LORRAINE HINE (D-33, House, 1981-1992) arrived in Olympia fresh from mayorship of
DesMoines, Wash., ready to move up inthe House, and shedid. A strong person, and asuccessful
one, shewas aspark plug in the House, although | dealt with Lorraine more after shewas hired
by Governor Lowry to wipe up the blood from bruises on legidators left by Mike. She was
good at protecting Mike while exuding the feeling she was with you in spirit. When Lorraine
served on the pension policy committee, her domineering streak showed, which, although we
got on well, bothered me mildly; control was not my style. Nevertheless, | admired and liked
Lorraine Hine, and she was definitely an asset to government.

HAROLD HOCHSTATTER (R-13, House, 1991-1993, and Senate 1993-) Every legidative
body is entitled to one Hochstatter, but not two! He was always a gentleman, but without the
stability of aNat Washington or a Tub Hansen. Heisadedicated practitioner, but somewhat out
of touch with the real and ever changing world. | couldn’t help but like him.

DAVID HOEFEL (R-8, House, 1945-1955) was a quiet, deep man who was always pleasant
but quite private. He served under both Governor Wallgren and Langlie. A strong supporter of
the “farm to market” highway program. He was effective. | liked him.

NEIL HOFF (R-27, House, 1951-1953, and Senate, 1953-1957) seemed a likely Republican
with apolitical future. Breaking into aDemocratic stronghold brought him instant gratification,
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but after four yearsin each house, he disappeared, never to be heard from. | was still GOP King
County chairman when he went to the Senate and | watched his progress, anticipating that his
development could lead to higher office. Somehow it never happened, and | was disappointed.

BRUCE HOLLAND (R-47, House, 1983-1993) Had he not run for King County Assessor, he
could have had his House seat indefinitely. He was aways pleasant, dignified, and among the
most traditional Republicans. Compromise did not come easily to Bruce. Since he spent those
ten yearsin the minority, heleft just as the GOP was ascending, and with his seniority he could
have been an important player.

FRANCIS E. HOLMAN (R-1, House, 1967-1969, and Senate, 1969-1973) A potential star.
Smart, courteous, logical. Had he stayed he could have been ranked among the best.

JACK HOOD (R-41, House, 1959-1965) hit the political market just right. Always in the
minority, he was a strong Governor Evans supporter, which paid off in that Jack was appointed
to the Liquor Control Board, which I’ ve aways equated with a nine-year paid vacation. Jack
was a good House member, and a good Liguor Control Board member, and a genuinely nice
person. By the way, | aways wanted an appointment to the Liquor Control Board!

PAUL HOUSER (R-31, Senate, 1923-1935) was a power in the GOP of the’20s. His future
looked bright, but after the 1932 election, there was little room to advance for Republicans. |
felt hewaselectableto higher office. | only knew him through my uncle, William E. Grimshaw.

E. L. “POP” HOWARD (R-42, 46, House, 1927-1929 and 1931-1933, and Senate, 1933-
1935) Founder of Howard Ford deal ership on East 45th and 10th Northeast (Renamed Roosevelt
Way) E. L. wasalready aninstitutioninthe®U” district along with Ray Eckman. “Pop” Howard
was not a voluble man, and he had strict rules by which he operated. | bought my first car, a
1934 Ford, from him and he always treated me well as a person and customer. How “Pop”
managed to win in 1932 as a Republican, | never understood. He always preferred “Pop” to
“Senator.”

JERRY HUGHES (D-5, House, 1977-1981, and Senate, 1981-1985) was quick-witted. He
was never in doubt and a traditional Irish-Catholic. A strong voice for social issues. He had
such great potential, but lacked consistency, and | suspect he was handicapped by not really
knowing what he wanted. If you couldn’t like Jerry, you probably couldn’t like anybody.

ELMERHUHTA (D-21, House, 1951-1959) Another robust, fun-loving, solid New Deal type
who always simplified life—stay with your friends!

HOMER HUMISTON (R-26, House, 1965-1969) A firebrand who, as a M.D., violently
opposed fluoridation of water systems. Whether one agreed with him, it is good to see people
who are willing to take and lead unpopular positions.

ELMER HUNTLEY (R-9, House, 1957-1965, and Senate 1965-1973) A very decent person
and a sound conservative in tune with his voters, and certainly Ernest Huntley’s son. After
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government service he stayed on to retirein Olympia.

ERNEST C.HUNTLEY (R-9, Senate, 1941-1949) A strong Langlie man. Hewas akey player
in Langlie's campaigns and administrations. Always deliberate and always sound—no better
aly did | have during my county chairmanship.

GEORGE HURLEY (D-37, House, 1943-1947 and 1975-1979) Truly a privilege to know a
genuine unadulterated liberal, and onewho instinctively could tell right fromwrong. If legidators,
city, and county council people could learn, they would do well to take a course from George on
how to do their jobswithout posturing. In 1947, | worked hard for Newell Banks, who defeated
George, although | knew deep down that George was the better man. George is a Gompers,
Debs, Green type of guy. | admire him.

JOSEPH HURLEY (D-3, House, 1939-1943 and 1951-1953) First elected in 1938, during the
heyday of Roosevelt’s New Deal. He served two terms, then after an absence of eight years, he
staged a comeback, serving one term. He was succeeded by the brains in the family, his wife
Margaret.

HARRY HUSE (D-5, House, 1933) Elected in 1932, hewasastrong Clarence Martin supporter,
who appointed him director of Licensing, which meant Huse had afour-and-a-half month House
tenure. Almost arecord!

RAY ISAACSON (R-8, House, 1979-1987) An engineer representing the Tri-Cities area. He
was dubbed “Radiation Ray”. Serious, likable, and worth listening to as he talked about the
geology of the Columbia Basin. He was a good legislator with whom | could always reason.

FRANK JACKSON (R-37, House, 1907-1911, and Senate, 1911-1915) Of the old politicians,
Frank was conservative. He had been active in the time of Teddy Roosevelt through Harry
Truman. He was so old-school that you could depend on his word! He lived in the best and
worst of times and was hardworking, cheerful, and likable. His counsel to me: return to the
good old days.

KEN JACOBSEN (D-46, House, 1983-1997, and Senate, 1997-) is a real person! I'd feel
comfortable in alifeboat with Ken. He has standards from which we could all learn, and he is
possibly the least prejudiced person with whom | served. He could give classes in doorbelling.
During my last campaign in 1990, Ken came over to my district to help me canvas. At the end
of the day, he had put up over adozen yard signsin homeowner’ s yards with their permission.
In the sametime frame, | secured two! Hetold me how he did it, but that’ s his secret. Ask him.
He' s so generous, he'll tell you.

JIM JESERNIG (D-8, House, 1987-1991, and Senate, 1991-1993) A real pusher. Early in the
Senate, he took the lead on regulatory reform. As chairman of Labor & Commerce, | was
sympathetic and weworked together. A big man with an athletic background, he wanted whatever
it wasto happen now. Jim’ s Senate tenure was shortened through his appointment by Governor
Lowry to be director of Agriculture. | missed his*“let’s get going” attitude.
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CHARLIE JOHNSON (D-22, House, 1951-1953) A quick learner, he soon figured it was
more profitable to be a legidative employee than to be a member. He was House sergeant at
arms from 1955 to 1957, and then he struck it rich as Senate sergeant at arms from 1957 to
1981. Thesewere Charlie’ sgolden years, and along with others he was another von Reichbauer
victim. Samuel Clemens, Will Rogers, and Gilbert and Sullivan could have built many best-
sellers and musicals about the activities of Charlie Johnson. He may be best described asa sy
dog. Charlie’s motto: “1 take care of you after | take care of myself.” I’ ve always considered it
aprivilege to know and appreciate rogues, and Charlie never knowingly did anyone any harm.
After al where would society be without the occasional buccaneer?

STANLEY JOHNSON (R-28, House, 1980-1984, and Senate, 1984-1992) A Democrat at
heart, he had just enough Republican views to be comfortable in their caucus. A salesman/
entrepreneur, he wasfull of life, adecent man who served the Senate well. | liked Stan and felt
if heand | were the only members, we could work compromises easily and without acrimony.

ELMER JOHNSTON (R-6, House, 1947-1966) Probably the most debonair and best-groomed
legidator inmy lifetime. Hewalked thetightrope very well, and had mastered the art of appearing
sincere, but he was not noted for his legislative ability. He had a love of being part of the
process, and was the last survivor of the class of 47. He enjoyed hisrole as a senior statesman.
Except for acertain austerity, hewas, at heart, agood old boy. | felt | never knew thereal EImer
Johnston.

ASA JONES (R-31, House, 1947-1949) truly didn’t care whether school kept or not. Since the
Republicans had 71 of 99 seats, it really didn’t make much difference how membersvoted or if
they voted, because the Speaker could always find fifty votes. The Speaker, Herb Hamblen,
was kind, patient, and so busy with a House full of freshmen, there was more bedlam than
order. If you think it’s sometimes out of control now, just turn up the volume and you have the
House, 1947. | wasthere with the best seat in the House as assistant chief clerk! Asa' s seat was
in the back row, just in front of the drinking fountain which splashed on him, so he sat on the
back of aleather davenport with his feet on the cushion! He, too, had a good view. If he was
having fun, he voted “Aye”, if there was no fun, he was a“No.” He had never taken anything
seriously, so why should the Legislature get special treatment? The Legislature can afford one
Asa. Two might be a bit much. | enjoyed him.

D. W. JONES (R-12, House, 1939-1949) A pleasant man whose chief interest in life and the
Legidlature was the advancement/protection of mortician’s interests. As | recall there were,
during histenure, three other funeral-home typesin the House. For ten years, they pretty much
got what they wanted. However, it was during this period the high cost of dying wasavery red
issue out of which grew “The People’s Memorial Society”, an organization dedicated to no-
frills, cheap funerals. Naturally, the funeral home owners screamed, charging this was another
socialist plot. But, other than “PMS,” the industry grew and prospered. | was a member,
transferring my membership to the Hawaii equivalent when we moved to the Big Island.

JOHN D. JONES (R-48, House, 1970-1973, and Senate, 1973-1983) Affable describes Jack
Jones. A model liberal Republican when in the minority, and a fierce, hard-core conservative
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when in the mgjority. If you doubt it, look at Jack’s voting record in 1979-1980—up to Friday
the 13" of February in 1981. Then compare with votes from post-February 13, 1981. After the
von Riechbauer defection, Jack was a changed man, checking on every Democratic senator’s
operation to try to remake usin the new Senate image of Bluechel, Hayner, and Jones. What a
chameleon, and | still like him, but no thank you asto lifeboat joint-occupancy. To hiscredit he
did confide in me late in the 1981 session that von Riechbauer was no jewel.

JOHN R. JONES (D-1, House, 1933-1943 and 1949-1955) was likable and able. What might
be called ajourneyman legislator. A mortician by trade.

HERMAN JOSEFSKY (R-1, House, 1923-1929) He was blessed with an unusual asset which
he honed to afine point—Iip reading. | knew him and watched him put his asset to good use. He
knew what was taking place in every conversation if he was within fifty feet. So, in caucus he
was brilliant at predicting upcoming events, all the while keeping this ability his secret. When
he served the GOP, control was alwaysin excess of seven to one. | thought often how great he
would be today, where advance knowledge of tomorrow’ s agenda would really help.

JOHN JOVANOVICH (D-31, House, 1979-1981) was, perhaps, ambitious beyond his
electability. He was a Democrat who probably didn’t fit the structure of Legislative bodies.

HUGH “BUD” KALICH (D-20, House, 1965-1971 and 1973-1977) was a dependable,
outspoken man who believed in freedom of all kinds. He was my kind of legislator. Y ou seg, it
doesn'’t take anuclear physicist to know whether something isgood, bad, or indifferent. Common
sense can solve most legislative matters. He didn’t have to think things over ad nauseam. Bud
told you right off if he was for or against it. Really refreshing in this day and age when often
legislators say, “I’ll have to think about that,” which often means they want to seeif thereisa
poll on theissue or to check their large contributors. Bud had his own style—direct and now. |
relished that.

JAMESE. KEEFE (D-3, Senate, 1949-1979) His private career was in retail movie theaters.
Likable and capable, he was a friend of both my father and Lieutenant Governor Cherberg. |
was denied the privilege of serving with him because he was dying of cancer during my first
session. I’ ve always suspected he let more kids sneak into his theater than he caught. A good
old boy in the best sense, his good will and wit kept the Senate on a reasoned course.

LYLE KEITH (D-6, House, 1935-1939) During the tumultuous sales tax fight, he was a big
help to Governor Martin. He was personable and effective.

ALBERT KELLY, JR. (R-3, House, 1921-1923 and 1929-1931) was a big guy in Spokane.
As aboy | remember him as a friendly, warm person who always gave me horehound candy
from abig jar.

CHET KING (D-19, House, 1945-1967) A solid New Deal Democrat. Had staying power. He
survived the 1946 el ection in which Nixon, Ford, and McCarthy launched their anti-Communist
campaign, and he survived the Eisenhower sweep in 1952. L egidlative bodies need Chet Kings.
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He knew who he was! Nothing more, nothing less.

JOE KING (D-49, House, 1981-1993) did not know his own strength. He was born to be an
insider, but he wanted to be governor and that defeat dealt him out of the House where the joke
was, “Isit Joe King or King Joe?’ | liked him, but he always seemed to |eave Senate Democrats
out of his maneuvering, which left him with little support in our caucus. He seemed to be
working Governor Gardner and Republican Senate leader Hayner, which puzzled me because
we never had fewer than 24 votes of apossible 49, aforce with which he should have reckoned.

PAUL KING (D-44, House, 1983-1991) | remember one day in 1983, Blaine Gibson said,
“Come with me, I want you to meet someone.” The House wasin session, and as Paul came off
thefloor to greet Blaine Gibson, | actually laughed out loud—Paul had on athree-piece suit and
Nike shoes. What asight! But, | also saw amuch smarter man than the clothesimplied. Anyway,
| always liked Paul and wish him good health and happiness. Unique best describes Paul, both
asaperson, alegidator, and atrial attorney.

RICHARD KING (D-38, House, 1965-1995) One of the last of electable Democrats from the
1960s. In my view, underrated. He had a good memory and certainly helped me when | asked.

GEORGE KINNEAR (R-36, House, 1939-1943 and 1947-1950) Scion of our state’s oldest
political family, he was himself an extremely able politician, always seeking middle ground.
When | was GOP county chairman, he did more than anyoneto placate peoplewho didn’t like me
or my benefactor, Governor Langlie. In fact, when Langlie disapproved of me it helped me with
the old guard! George was a moderating voice in that 1947 session, among the wildest in my
memory, including the 1933 and 1935 sessions. Conservative, but willing to compromise, | consider
him one of the better Republicans. Some have and others should use him as arole model.

ROY KINNEAR (R-43, House, 1937-1947) | can see himyet. Only Kinnears had those marble
eyes, perhaps, | imagined, a sign of nobility. He was so austere and dignified that when, in
1954, | was coincidentally in the Eiffel Tower elevator with him, he absolutely acted asif |
weren't there, and | actually knew him. Thereis an old wheeze that you can’t ride in the Eiffel
Tower elevator and not see someone you know. | thought it quite natural to see someone |
knew, albeit slightly strange. Roy certainly meant no offense—it was just classic Kinnear! He
was an unyielding House member, wishing for the pre-Herbert Hoover era. At thetimel was of
the same stripe and my admiration of Roy Kinnear was great, indeed.

DOUG KIRK (R-36, House, 1951-1957) A simple, uncomplicated man | knew both as a
politician and as a client. | felt he was more than happy with hislife, playing on a Rose Bowl
team for the UW, loving his wife, Gladys, certain he had the best of all possible children. He
could never fathom my shifting from Republican to Democrat. He wanted to support my
Republican opponents, but he had been a schoolteacher, and | was for higher teacher salaries
and pensions, and he knew | was pro K-12. What a spot for Doug. We lived only afew blocks
from one another on Bigelow North. Were Doug still around, the GOP could use him as a
standard for “family values.” He was a seven-day week Christian, and always kind. We could
all take lessons from Doug.
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GLADYSKIRK (R-36, House, 1957-1973) succeeded her husband, Doug, doing much the
same work as had he. Alwaystherefor K-12. She and Doug shared the same values. | liked her
for her courage and diplomacy. She represented the district well.

BILL KISKADDON (R-1, House, 1967-1973, and Senate, 1981-1989) Psychologist. Hard to
categorize. Thought-processeswere hard to follow. Friendly but who wasthered Bill Kiskaddon?

HARRY KITTLEMAN (R-31, House, 1947-1949) Seatmate with Asa Jones, but so different.
Harry wasintense and serious, wanting alwaysto do athorough job. He was asolid thinker and
deserved more seasoning. Had he lasted he could have blossomed.

RALPH KNAPP (R-43, House, 1917-1919 and 1921-1933) was truly an old-fashioned
politician. He tried to move with the times, but it was even more difficult than for those of us
who are now old-timers. A nice man with ahard side. When | became county chairman, he was
helpful although I aways suspected when people said | wasn't fit to sleep with the hogs, he
disagreed, saying | was!

WILL KNEDLICK (D-45, House, 1977-1979) ak.a. “Walkin’ Will,” made the biggest splash
of any one-termer since Al Canwell. | liked Will and | can’t tell you why. Maybe I’ ve always
liked knickknacks, or was it his eccentricity? When he was elected | think the party felt he
was a comer with energy and ambition, but then his outlandish streak brought him down as
much as anything. Nonetheless, | found him likable, and had he lasted he could have
contributed.

WALT KNOWLES(D-4, House, 1971-1981) served with good will, not famousfor legidating,
but worked for hisdistrict and its people. He truly enjoyed hel ping people.

PAUL KRAABEL (R-46, House, 1971-1975) A liberal Republican, if there is such athing,
was a force in his caucus for the good. We lived in the same Thirty-sixth District, where he
cherished privacy while performing well as a city councilman. Although | supported him, he
preferred my opponents!

MIKE KREIDLER (D-22, House, 1977-1985, and Senate, 1985-1993) Spouse Lelareplaced
him when hewas called to active military status. The Kreidlers between them served two terms.
Leladid at least aswell asMike asasenator. Mike and | were never friends, and were only held
together through caucus protocol. He was agood senator. We just came at issues from different
viewpoints. | believe hisrigidity probably cost him his seat in Congress.

PETE KREMEN (D-42, House, 1985-1995) is not aman with whom to share alifeboat. Heis
agood politician, almost too affable, who has more moves than a hula dancer. Not destined for
greatness, heis, like Charlie Johnson, a survivor. The concept of quid pro quo was foreign to
watch-fob Pete.

DAN LANDON (R-32, Senate, 1911-1931) Fearless, and independent. First served asaRepublican
(1911-1915), then asoneof four Progressive senators (1915-1917) and theonly Progressive (1917-
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1919). He was a bullheaded, bull-moose type, afree spirit, and afree trader. He dways made his
positions perfectly clear. He knew who he was, where he was, and knew how to survive until
death parted him from the Senate in 1933. He served with Governors Lister, Hart, Hartley, and
Martin. To him they al put on their pants the same way, oneleg at atime.

JOE LAWRENCE (R-45, House, 1953-1955) succeeded me as county chairman having been
administrative assistant to the King County GOP Central Committee. A retired naval officer
who had come up from the ranks, he was a good man to have around, and | always appreciated
his help and advice, and was doubly pleased when he won election to the House.

WILLIAM LECKENBY (R-31, House, 1967-1971 and 1973-1979) Although | really didn’t
know Bill (he left the year | arrived), my impressions are of a generous gentleman who had
done well and was dedicated to doing good. He helped people both in and out of government
programs. | regret never having served with him. He was a Republican elected in two Democrat
districts, and was a classic and too-rare example of a successful businessman well suited to
politics. He was so well regarded that he overcame great odds to win five consecutive terms.
Werethe GOPto field more Bill Leckenbys, they would win more often. The problem: Thereis
only one Leckenby.

MRS. IRWIN LECOCQ (R-41, House, 1953-1955) was known asjust that. I’ m not sure what
her own first name was. Elected for one term, she was Mrs. Republican statewide—popular,
dignified, warm. She was very classy.

ELEANOR LEE (R-33, House, 1975-1979, and Senate, 1978-1991) If she doesn’t hold the
record for offering amendments to pending legislation, my research has failed. Another
Republican who voted differently after she wasin the majority! Consistency is not necessarily
avirtue in our business!

VIRGIL LEE (R-20, House, 1941-1943, and Senate, 1943-1953) looked like a senator, acted
senatorial, but | never saw in Virgil any strong convictions. That may be why he became
undersecretary of the United States Treasury under Eisenhower! Although an Eisenhower
delegate to the national convention, he did little heavy lifting in getting himself elected as a
delegate. Virgil was one of those people who commanded respect because of his demeanor.
The candlepower may have been there, but it never surfaced in my presence. My negative
attitude is personal, because he was a good legislative voice and more than welcomed as an
electable GOP candidate. And, believe me, in those days we never questioned credentials. Any
el ected Republican was to be cherished.

AL LELAND (R-46, House, 1957-1959) seemed an unlikely winner (much like Ray Moore),
and | wasjust as surprised when helost. | can’t tell you why, but I liked Al.

ERNEST LENNART (D-41, House, 1943-1945 and 1951-1953, and Senate, 1953-1969)
was his own kind of old-fashioned (circa nineteenth century) orator. He could really get into
his subject. Needing no microphone, he could carry on, not always logically, but somewhat
persuasively. He loved the political scene in general, and the Senate in particular. He was
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alwaysin the minority, except for hisfirst Senate term. Ernie was not afunny man, and later
in his career, Bill Howard, Ernie, and | were gossiping and | suggested we Republicans did
al right until he came to the Senate, after which we lost the majority. He was offended and |
beat aretreat.

JUNE LEONARD (D-11, House 1985-1984) could have fit my definition of good old boy. A
steadying influence. She understood the art of compromise. | cherished our relationship.

ROCKY LINDELL (R-45, House, 1957-1959) wasalong timeally of Insurance Commissioner
Dick Marquardt. He was conservative, and during a two-year stint in the House as a minority
member, he was his usual quiet, dignified self. He would have been avery good legislator had
he stayed.

RODERICK LINDSAY (D-4, Senate, 1940-1943 and 1949-1956) was a business-oriented
Democrat who fit Spokane and his era to a tee. He was conservative, likable, and able to
compromise. Although not totally on the same frequency, he and Rosellini got on very well
together.

MARK LITCHMAN (D-45, House, 1955-1973) was avociferous voicefor civil liberties and
liberal attitudes in general. | always liked him for his determination, and he never, to my
knowledge, engaged in persona attacks. A good man who had his share of problems, but was
awaysresilient.

GARY LOCKE (D-37, House, 1983-1995) encouraged the mantle of brillianceto clothe him.
Personable, mastered the art of appearing sincere. He wore all the accolades with a certain
attractiveness. Somehow, | doubt hisability to havereal friends. Wereit not for Helen Sommers,
| suspect Gary would have given me short shrift sooner than he did. I’'m not mad at Gary, I'm
just happy there are three thousand miles and a mountain range between us.

MILTON LONEY (R-11, House, 1941-1949 and 1951-1957) A decent man, perhapstoo good
for the shifting sands of the Legislature. A man of real beliefs, and like Henry Copeland, aman
with no meanness.

CURTIS LUDWIG (D-8, House 1991-1993, and Senate, 1993-1994) An old-fashioned,
common-sense type who was a very good legislator. Always unafraid to take the unpopular
vote which may have caused his short career. He was my kind of guy.

EUGENE V. DEBSLUX (D-11, House, 1975-1987, and Senate, 1988) isrelated to the other
famous Eugene V. Debs. A laborite from hell, our Gene was a colorful liberal and a dedicated
Democrat. Heand | had similar voting records but he enjoyed taunting the bankersand insurers.
They finaly had enough. Leo Thorsnessran against himin 1988 in their traditionally Democratic
district and won. Gene is alovable gadfly.

KING LYSEN (D-31, House, 1971-1979, and Senate, 1979-1983) dedicated himself to
uncovering malfeasance or misfeasance. In the Senate during hislonesomefour years, heworked
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with little staff and overwhelming opposition. King Lysen pointed to contract violationsin a
ferry building contract, and how the Washington Public Power System was out of control
borrowing money and then wasting it. Overruns were several times the original contracts. A
public disgrace, but King was aready known as a gadfly, so it was easy to poo-poo him as
having few facts from which he was embroidering these already looming disasters. King Lysen
had a good mind, but would have been better cast as an investigator for “Barracuda Bobby
Kennedy.” | liked King and have always regretted his short tenure in the Senate.

KEN MADSEN (D-2, House, 1985-1988, and Senate, 1988-1993) started as a staffer in the
Senate and became afavorite of Ted Bottiger. Heis a politician’s politician. Not brilliant, but
sound considering the quality of politicians nowadays. He is ailmost a jewel. He understands
infighting and compromise.

MICKEY MAHAFFEY (R-46, House, 1945-1949 and 1959-1971) did not fit the Republican
mold, astheruling hierarchy would have liked. He was anew breed who knew how to get votes
the hard way, by asking, door by door. He was liberal for histime, and probably had a broader
view of the world than most Republicans. Possibly somewhat like Wendell Willkie.

DAN MARSH (D-49, House, 1965-1973, and Senate, 1973-1981) amazed me with his ability
to make powerful, noisy arguments on the Senate floor. And when he sat down, it was asif he
had never spoken and was quite detached from the ensuing procedure. Hewas smart politically.
He had mastered the art of easily keeping in touch with constituents who wrote or used the hot
linetovoicetheir ideas. To hissecretary, he had dictated several paragraphs, each one numbered.
When he reviewed his constituent correspondence, he would note numbers on each letter. The
secretary would see, for example, numbers 1,4,6, which meant she was to write the constituent
using just those three paragraphsin the Senator’ sresponse. He had these paragraphs so well put
together that any combination read well and made some sense. Since | wasn't bright enough to
follow his lead, Virginiaand | individually hand tooled every letter so there were never two
letters alike. | was aways “hard way Ray.”

Dan understood the psychology of caucuslifeaswell asanyone. Therewasawaysacertain
mystery about Dan, which | could never define; it was just afeeling. | liked his demeanor and
he helped me several times for which I'm still appreciative.

JOHN MARTINIS(D-38, House, 1969-1984) robustly represented hisviews and those of his
constituents. Extremely likable, outgoing. | would have taken achancein alifeboat with John.
Live and let live was his creed. The House is a poorer place without Big John Martinis.

FRED MAST (R-35, House, 1953-1959 and 1963-1965) had the same “let’ s get acquainted”
attitude as fellow Republican West Seattle pharmacist, Charlie Richey. Fred had an appliance
store on 4th Avenue between Senecaand Spring streets. | swear hedidn’t careif you werethere
to buy or just talk politics, you got the same warm welcome. Fred was better than an orchard-
run legidator. Hewastherefor veterans, schools, and business. Although adedicated Republican,
he didn’t always vote the party line. Fred was the last Republican from the Thirty-fifth District
until 1991.
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BILL MAY (D-3, House, 1961-1979) Possibly the most good-natured member of the House,
he served about twenty years. He was always willing to help me with legislation when it went
to the House. A quality good old boy.

FRED MAY (R-41, House, 1985-1993) A solid and friendly Republican, he did aworkmanlike
job.

MALCOM “DUTCH” McBEATH (R-42, House, 1953-1957) Asyoung marrieds, welived a
few doorsfrom each other in View Ridge, anew Seattle subdivision. Hewasthe hardest worker,
next to our neighbor, Angelo Pellegrini, inthewholearea. | liked him and when he moved back
to Bellingham after the war, | was pleased and surprised to see him asarising GOP star in the
Legidature. He later served as chief clerk, from 1967-1973.

MARY ELLEN McCAFFREE (R-32, House, 1963-1971) An effective legislator working
the system well, both in the minority and majority. | really did not know her but shewas clearly
an asset to the Republicans, proving once again that it is so important to keep acivilized rapport
with the opposition.

DAN McDONALD (R-48, House, 1979-1983 and Senate, 1983-) Alwaysagentleman. Always
sure hisbudget solutionsarefor the overall good. When | sat on the Ways and Means Committee
with Dan as chairman, | was often amused, thinking back many years to what U.S. Senator
Magnuson told me when | was a Republican: “Y ou Republicans know what’s good for the
people, we Democrats find out what they want and get it for them.” Dan epitomized the essence
of that Magnuson profundity.

During Ways and M eans hearings, which can be boring, Dan used to tell us, “ Janieand | sit
down at the kitchen table and do our budgeting. We know how much we have to spend, and we
tailor our budget to fit.” Life is so ssmple to Dan. One day | whispered to Senator Tamadge,
“And whatever isleft over, they save. But does he have asolution for those whoseincome can’t
even pay the rent, the energy and food?’ Dan strengthens my argument that there should be no
more than one engineer per legislative body. Nonetheless, | respected and liked Dan. | always
am drawn to people with good manners—Dan certainly qualifies. He is a good, pedestrian
legislator, like many of us.

ALEX McLEAN (R-12, House, 1986-1993) was a workmanlike legislator. Not destined for
greatness, but the House could use afew more Alex McLeans.

MIKE McMANUS (D-21, Senate, 1983-1987) Knowing Governor Gardner and a few other
politicians, hefelt therefore he wasapoalitician. He was energetic, smart enough, and had enough
credentials, but helacked akey ingredient: political savvy. He overestimated Gardner’ saffection
toward him and was disappointed when Booth distanced himself from Mike. Knowing Booth,
some of therest of uswerenot surprised. Additionally, Miketried too hard to woo hisimplacable
enemies, which had atwo-pronged effect: wasting time on animpossible challenge and neglecting
the people who elected him. Now, in al fairness, most of us do this, but in reverse order.
Wooing enemies should be perhaps ten percent instead of Mike's eighty percent. Mike was a
good senator and, although he sought my advice, rarely followed it! Had Mikewon hisreelection
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bid, our caucus would not have had to be constantly attacked from his successor, Gary Nelson.

DAVID McMILLAN (D-2, Senate, 1935-1943 and 1959-1969) Fit the district well and worked
well with Governor Martin. He understood politics and what was possible.

PATRICK McMULLEN (D-40, House, 1983-1987, and Senate, 1987-1993) was smart,
capable, and alegislator worth listening to, for he always knew thoroughly what he wastalking
about. And, he was popular! His legislative career was cut short because of a cancer, which
subsequently has been in remission. He could have been a bigger asset to the Democrats than
any of us canimagine.

LEONARD MENDEL (R-35, House, 1947-1949) Another one-termer, very eccentric. |
remember one January day in 1947, Leonard dragged a laundry bag of clothes to be washed
down the center aisle in the house chamber and left them on the counter in front of my desk.
Chief Clerk St Holcomb didn’t likethis performancealot. Since St wasaDemocrat, and L eonard
aRepublican, that may have been the cause of irritation. Anyway, | took care of the problem. |
can’'t remember if Leonard paid or not.

RON MEYERS (D-26, House, 1987-1995) was an unusual addition to the scene, combining
an easy personality with aggressive daring and a dedication to the process. On atouchy piece of
legislation, the intent of which was to overturn retroactively a state Supreme Court decision,
interested partiesincluded corporate giants and considerable money. Thiswasthe last important
bill that cameto the Labor & Commerce Committee when | was chairman. Ron Meyersinstantly
saw the implications and precedents this bill would have on future laws. Were it not for Ron
Meyers' clear vision, | could not have succeeded. Many felt Ron was overly ambitious. | feel
that isthe essence of politics—naked, unadulterated ego. To be king you must show desire. Ron
was willing to go for the gold, aswe say in Olympic years.

Senator Bottiger tellsarevealing insight into Ron. When Ronwasin law school, he worked
in Ted' slaw officein Parkland. Ted thought he was okay but probably not destined for greatness.
After graduation, Ron hung out his shingle. Unwilling to wait for clients, he started a billboard
campaign representing himself as an “experienced trial lawyer.” When Ted saw the billboard
healmost drove off theroad. In spite of thisgross exaggeration, Ron wasimmediately successful.
I’ ve aways admired chutzpah!

TODD MIELKE (R-6, House, 1991-1995) Limited ability. Listened overly muchto lobbyists.
He was consistent, voting the same whether in minority or majority. | would not choose him as
alifeboat companion.

DON T. MILLER (D-1, Senate, 1941-1949) Serious, polite, likable, newspaper publisher, a
thinker. A good friend to my father, C. Rea Moore.

DONALD B. MILLER (D-5, House, 1937-1944, and Senate, 1949-1953) was charged with
indecent exposure after nearly two termsin the House. He spent time in Eastern State Hospital.
After leaving, he was el ected to the Senate, where, speaking on a matter of personal privilege,
waved hisdischarge paper from Eastern Hospital declaring, “1’ m the only member of the Senate
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who has proof of sanity!”

FLOYD MILLER (D-45, House, 1937-1939, 1941-1943 and 1949-1957) A thoroughly good
small businessman selling spices and herbsin the Pike Place Market. His House career was cut
short by his election to the Seattle City Council. Floyd was congenial, knew those who needed
help and had no lobbyist to represent their interests, and was an all around “live and let live”

guy.

LOUISE MILLER (R-45, House, 1983-1994) A good legislator, personable, strong and
reasonable. She had few prejudices and had an ability to understand quickly what abill really
was all about.

MARTINMILLER (R-22, House, 1947-1949) was my track coach at William Winlock Miller
High School (Olympia s only high school inthe’20s). He had hopesfor meand | know | wasa
disappointment, athletically! He had been amiler at USC, where, because of his stubby stature,
he became known as “the man who sprintsthe mile.” | liked and respected Mr. Miller, and I'm
sure had he come to the House earlier he would have left areal mark. Anyway, hewas swept in
on the GOP landslide and swept out in the Democrat resurgence in 1948. At least he was good
enough to be the only GOP House member from Thurston County between 1943 and 1951. As
acitizen, he gave more than he received.

JAMESMITCHELL (R-39, House, 1979-1985) wasthe best of opponents because he always
left the door open for further negotiation and, best of all, he wasthe same whether inthe majority
or minority—a Republican rarity!

CAROL MONOHON (D-19, House, 1977, 1979-1985. and Senate, 1977) had awild legidative
career, serving inthe House and Senate in 1977, failed her reelection bid, then came back to the
House in 1979 to serve three terms. Carol was a good House member, underrated by members
and lobbyists. Later, as alobbyist, she was trustworthy and | liked her.

CHARLES MOON (D-39, House, 1963-1977 and 1983-1985) had tenacity and was more
than willing to stay the course. | liked hisassets: courage, warmth, and penetration. He certainly
was in the top bracket when it came to courage.

DONALD MOOS (R-8, House, 1959-1967) had political savvy and staying power. Popular
and well regarded for hislegidative skills. He served later as Director of Agriculture.

CHARLESMORIARTY (R-36, House, 1957-1959, and Senate, 1957-1967) A sensible man
with a low ego to be in politics. He was well liked by both Democrats and Republicans. |
always havefelt thelegidlative scene was not hiskind of challenge. He served during the era of
good will in both houses. | envy him that! | was very fond of his father and regarded Chuck
equally well.

SID MORRISON (R-15, House, 1967-1975, and Senate, 1975-1980) Friendly describes Sid
best. Impossible to dislike, he can be a legislator or an executive. Never flashy, but totally
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trustworthy. | supported him when he ran for governor in 1992. My choice in the finals was
made when Eikenberry beat Morrison in the primary. | voted for Lowry. Sid was a good
Congressman, never having had a chance to shine since he was always in the minority. A good
man whom | trust, and regret he was unabl e to give the voters a choice between him and Lowry.

BOB MORTON (R-7, House, 1991-1993, and Senate, 1993-) Having beenraisedin hisdistrict,
| can see how well he fits. He is a gregarious Bible-thumper, a hunter, and stump rancher.
Voters trust him because he is personable and believable, athough they don’t know, or care,
how he votes. He spoke more frequently on the floor than anyone with whom | served. How the
hell he can be an expert on so many issues beats me.

DR.JOHN MOYER (R-6, House, 1987-1993, and Senate, 1993-1997) was ahighly respected
M.D. Itisrumored hedelivered half of hiselectorate! He was easy to like, agood raconteur, and
a decent human being. Intellectually, he was a cut above the average legid ator.

ED MUNRO (D-31, House, 1955-1959) An original! Hewas Democrat county chairman while
| was his Republican counterpart. Because we worked full time at playing county chairmen, we
were often invited to appear to debate our respective party positions. Well, on agood day, I'm
barely articulate, and from our first encounter, he had me on the run. Asthese debates continued,
he became bolder by telling his audience what | was going to say. | didn’t have sense enough to
turn down these skewering sessions. | guess | was so flattered to be on the same platform with
the monster | just kept getting within an inch of my political life. Masochismisits own reward.

WEell, one day | had my chance. Ed filed for county commissioner and | had the good
fortuneto discover awelfare recipient living in askid road hotel. His name was also Ed Munro,
and with modest encouragement he filed against Ed, who went wild trying to find this other
Munro, who spent his days panhandling and his nights in the courthouse park, because, of
course, the activities of “Ed Munro” made it into the paper. As the legitimate Ed Munro’s
scouts took up the hunt, our Munro, armed with a bottle of cheap wine, began spending his
nightsin atree, hiding. Eventually the leavesfell off the trees, our Munro was exposed, and Ed
again bested me, for they found his namesake and got him out of the race.

Ed was elected, and over the years we had lots of laughs. It was next to impossible to best
Ed Munro, who not only was a heavy, but very glib. An outstanding legislator/county
commissioner, he was an asset to politics and gave more than he got. I’ ve always thought | was
better than araw hand at evening ascore, but Ed always beat me and often left mefeeling | was
about as effective asabowl of Jell-O! He later became a client, and aways helped me after he
retired.

PATTY MURRAY (D-1, Senate, 1989-1993, U.S. Senate, 1988-) Not since Don Magnuson
was elected to Congress without a campaign has the state seen such a success story. From her
local school board to state Senate to U.S. Senate in four years. She never deviated from her
single-issue campaign for the U.S. Senate: “A Mom in Tennis Shoes.” She is blessed with an
unequaled ego, which, if you have one asset, that might as well be it. Her weaknesses may
never catch up with her. Sheisnot an original thinker—she can be very tenaciousin grabbing a
current issueand riding it hard. Sheisnot loyal, which often goeswith unbridled ego. Nonethel ess,
I wish her well.
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DARWIN NEALEY (R-9, House, 1983-1993) A good and reasonable man. We served at the
same time, but our paths crossed infrequently.

MARSHALL NEILL (R-9, House, 1951-1957, and Senate, 1957-1967) Personable, ethical.
He was in touch with the temper of southeast Washingtonians. He spent those sixteen years
mostly in the minority, asavoice of reason. He was so circumspect it was often hard to tell how
he might vote.

DICK NELSON (D-32, House, 1977-1993) As austere as Brekke was boisterous, they
represented the Thirty-second District for sixteen years. A jokein our adjoining districtswas, if
there is a public meeting attended by three people, Dick and Ray will be two of the three. To
give credence, this actually happened once! | considered Dick one of the House heavies, and |
aways listened to what he had to say, and then usually voted with Tub Hansen!

GARY NELSON (R-21, House, 1977-1987, and Senate, 1987-1995) A telephone company
manager, and though he was successful at it, | suspect he liked legislating much more than the
totally structured telephone company atmosphere. Gary could be downright impossible, including
an anger, which showed me aperson frustrated in life, and in the Senate, he could let it al hang
out. | liked him best when he was really irritated. He could be charming, which I'm sure his
voters saw and liked.

CHARLESNEWSCHWANDER (R-28, House, 1967-1969, and Senate, 1969-1979) | served
five months with Senator Newschwander who, politically, was a rock solid, unbending
Republican, but socialy friendly. When wearing hislegidlative outfit, hewas downright stubborn,
but he always changed when in a social environment. A good way to bel

JANICE NIEMI (D-43, House, 1983-1987, and Senate, 1987-1995) A former Superior Court
judge, she was a stand-up liberal voice. She desperately wanted to chair Ways and Means, and
after losing to Nita Rinehart, Janice lost interest. Whether or not Majority Leader Gaspard led
her down the garden path before naming Nita is a secret to which | was not privy. | was
disappointed to see her give up. The Senate was a much lesser place without her.

FRANCES NORTH (D-47, House, 1973-1981) A popular, moderate Democrat who did not
get enough credit for the job she did both in and out of the Legislature. No relation to Lois
North.

LOISNORTH (R-44, House, 1969-1975, and Senate, 1975-1979) and | had quite different
ideas. She was probably born to be Little Miss Perfect. In spite of my strict upbringing,
somewhere along my lifeline | began to think life was a funny experience on the way to the
grave. My longtime friend, polio-stricken Bob Block, had given me a tie, apropos of the
businessin which wewere both engaged—stock brokerage—showing bulls and bears engaged
in procreation with each other. For the fun of it, | wore thetieto the Senate. Asluck decreed,
L ois approached meto explain pending legislation in which shewasinterested. Asshetalked,
her eyes wandered to my tie. She stopped in mid-word! First she turned red, then white, and
finally mottled. It was months before she could even acknowledge my presence. Later, when
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Lois ran for the higher-paying county council, she sent the usual mass mailing asking for
help.

| returned the card with the signature of our cat, Bigelow Moore, who aso happened to bea
TV personality, indicating he would be happy to endorse Lois for the county council. Soon, a
phone call came from North headquartersfor Bigelow. | said hewas gone on ahunting trip, and
was there any message. Well, it was arequest to put a Lois North yard sign in Bigelow’ syard,
to which | answered saying that Bigelow was a nature lover and considered yard signs an ugly
intrusion by man on natural beauty. A few days later came another call for Bigelow. | said he
worked nightsand slept days, and could | take amessage. The caller hoped Bigelow would host
acoffeehour. | toldthisonethat Bigelow wasreally aloner and wasn'’t that keen about socializing.
Next call asked for Bigelow to make adonation. | said he was not quite self-supporting, and that
we tried to help him by giving him room and board.

The climax in the Moore-North relationship came when | saw Lois at a holiday party
following her victory. To make conversation, | asked her if she noticed the name “Bigelow
Moore” asan endorser on her brochure. When shesaid, “No,” | let her in on the secret—she had
been supported by our cat, Bigelow, ablack Republican. Again, Loisthought thisvery unfunny.
Democrats do have more fun!

BUSSE NUTLEY (D-49, House, 1985-1991) A strong player in the House and areal lossto
the Democrat caucus. Shewent on to abetter-paying job as county commissioner in fast-growing
Clark County. Another who, had she stayed in the House, could have been a powerful player.

ANN T. O'DONNELL (D-37, House, 1959-1965) Aggressive, personable, and liberal, Ann
was doomed to an early death. She was acomer for the Democrats. | suspect she had a political
future.

HARTNEY OAKES(R-32, House, 1953-1959) was agreeable. Out of the Ward Davison mold,
he served under Governor Langlie whom he regarded highly, and Governor Rosellini in whom
he could see little good. As a Republican, | viewed him as doctrinaire and a district asset.

GARY ODEGAARD (D-20, Senate, 1969-1980) was our caucus chairman when | cameto the
Senate. Probably miscast as alegidator, he was a peaceful man who had trouble being firm as
acaucus chairman, and too pureto deal. He resigned, leaving us without an heir apparent to fill
his vacated seat. The loss of this seat to popular GOP Bill Fuller turned out to be devastating.
Although westill had a25-24 majority, welost everything with the defection of von Reichbauer.
Fairly or not, a case can be made that Gary Odegaard cost usthe mgjority. He just wasn'’t tough
enough for the harsh, cruel business of palitics.

MIKE ODELL (R-4, House, 1963-1965) A one term John Bircher who had real potential. |
would have liked to see how he might have matured.

BOB OKE (R-26, Senate, 1991-) A serious, dedicated, narrow-gauge senator whoisareligious
rightist. Likable socially, | can see him as perhaps dying in office. He was lucky to draw
Smitherman in his race. He's proven his ability to hold the seat. Bob considers anything he
abhorsto be sinful, and government should put astop to it. At the sametime, heisquite surethe
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Christian-right interpretation of the Bible transcendsthe Bill of Rights. | admit to being just the
opposite. Bob is atrue believer in less government and fewer government social programs. |
alwaysfelt that should the Christian right gain control, Bob would argue against shooting some
of us, but could opt for gassing!

OLAF OLSEN (R-4, House, 1917-1925) represented North Spokane and the rural areaasfar
north as Deer Park. He was aquiet man who understood the art of listening. Heresigned in 1925
to accept a cabinet post with Governor Roland Hartley. He and my father were allies in the
Hartley cabinet, which meant little because it was a one-man gang. Hartley’s cabinet was
proforma—the script was whatever drove the governor.

RAY OL SEN (D-35, House, 1951-1967) was the kind of legislator you wish there were more
of. Always willing to work for compromise that would be good for the greatest number. Very
fair. Like Saltwater Ed Riley, he always supported me. | shall always regard Ray Olsen as a
model legidlator.

WILLIAM ORNDORFF (D-3, Senate, 1935-1949) A solid citizen who represented Spokane
with ability, and was a strong voice for Governor Martin. Although elected in a strong New
Deal period, he was not as liberal as the time dictated.

GEORGE ORR (D-4, House, 1991-1993) Good man in a nominally GOP district. Had he
lasted more than one term, he would have had potential.

FRANK OSTRANDER (R-45, Senate, 1947-1951) was an average Republican candidate,
and in all honesty, Frank was only electable in a sweep like 1946. His major contribution was
that his victory resulted in a tie, 23 to 23, in the Senate. Frank was a solid Republican and
citizen, and hereally worked at the art of compromise.

RICHARD OTT (R-8, House, 1933-1937) Always a stalwart Republican, very likable.
Conservative in the best sense. He eventually became a Supreme Court justice. Probably
Ritzville's most famous citizen.

BRAD OWEN (D-35, House, 1977-1983, and Senate, 1983-1997) Small of stature, fearless
when he feels he's right, entertaining, and personable. Much too conservative for me, there
have been times when | wished he' d evaporate, but there were an equal number of instances
when | could really relateto him, hislife, and hishopes. Brad can certainly never be accused of
blind loyalty to his caucus. | wish him well in every way.

MIKE PADDEN (R-4, House, 1981-1997) Very conservative and ahard worker. Although we
did not see things in the same way, we had an amiable relationship.

A.J. “BUD” PARDINI (R-6, House, 1969-1979) Hail, well met, and energetic. He was
universally liked. He was agile and worked well with both sides of the aisle.

MIKE PATRICK (R-47, House, 1981-1983, and Senate, 1990-1991) Asalegidator, he never
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quite achieved hisgoals, but being in the House minority, and with only one year as part of the
Senate Republican majority, he didn’t have time to mature. Of all the senators with whom |
served, | never knew the real Mike Patrick until he became alobbyist. He was one of the best,
forgot political prejudices, and was sensitive to member’s feelings. | shall always remember
Mike with affection.

E.G. “PAT” PATTERSON (R-9, House, 1973-1981, and Senate, 1981-1993) was a man of
class. Open to new ideas, he was attached to Washington State University. A good listener, and
one of afew deep thinkersin the Senate. He was effective, independent, and still agood GOP
caucus member. Imagine a southeastern Washingtonian who openly and strongly supported an
income tax and survived.

W. KIM PEERY (D-17, House 1987-1995) was truly a standout. Friendly, dedicated, and
effective. Although not arough-and-tumbletype, hefit into hiswild, wonderful caucus. A deep
thinker, his specialty was education, although he was aquick learner and had a handle on most
issues. | liked him extremely well.

DWIGHT PELZ (D-37, Senate, 1991-1997) A solid liberal, but not destined for greatness.
Could possibly handle an oar in Larry Phillips' lifeboat.

BOB PERRY (D-32, House, 1959-1977) Extremely bright, and well suited to the rough-and-
tumblelifein the House. Helived life on the edge. | liked him for his quick grasp of complicated
legidation. Often criticized by liberal Demacrats for his ability to work with business, | thought
we were lucky to have someone of his stripe and ability. | remember him for many things, but
when | filed for the House in 1974, he called to offer support. Since there were few to none, |
appreciated his offer and encouragement. | was aways sorry | was never ableto reciprocate. Bob
was an activist in the House. He participated in the 1963 coalition, which elected “Big Daddy”
Day as Speaker. | liked Bob. Hewas unafraid to promote hisideas of what the Democratic program
should be. His problem was that he dways flew close to the flame, and eventually, too close.

LOWELL PETERSON (D-40, Senate, 1965-1987) Probably fit hisdistrict aswell asanyone
inour legidative history. Well-mannered, quiet, and rumpled without being disheveled. Hewas
a classic old-line Democrat. Some took him lightly, and some took him as he was—a truly
good, decent man. He helped when asked, but didn’t press his ideas on others. Some thought
Lowell had adrinking problem. Personally, I couldn’t tell when he had had a drink or not. He
was alwaysthe same old Lowell. In 1980, he was perceived by the caucusto have atough race
and we sent an operative into the district to assess his vulnerability. After afew days our man
reported to the caucus that the Peterson image needed modernization which could easily be
cured by getting Senator Peterson into athree-piece suit. Now, thiswould have killed him with
hislarge base of working men and women. Lowell had no intention of getting athree-piece. He
knew, as did many of us on the Senate Democrat Campaign Committee, that Lowell would be
laughed out of every bar in Skagit County if he showed up in such an outfit. Well, Lowell did it
hisway and won again. When heresigned in 1987, | really felt abig loss.

PAY SON PETERSON (R-41, House, 1929-1931) ran in ailmost every election for probably
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thirty years. A powerful, rambunctious speaker, he was one rabid Republican. | liked him,
although his perpetual candidacy became somewhat of an embarrassment. Payson wasavictim
of bad timing. Elected in 1929, there was little room for a Republican during the heyday of the
New Deal. By the time Republicans became popular again, Payson was old hat.

TED PETERSON (R-44, Senate, 1955-1959 and 1963-1975) The quintessence of Ballard, he
did a good, if pedestrian, job of representing the district’s business community in particular,
and the welfare of the constituents in general, as seen through his Republican eyes! Ted isa
good person, and I’ ve always wished him well. Serving under two governors—Rosellini and
Evans—he saw it al.

HAROLD PETRIE (R-14, House, 1953-1959) A serious middle-ground Republican. Highly
respected.

LARRY PHILLIPS (D-36, House, 1989-1993) is like a few other politicians I’ ve known.
Larry comes first, and anybody else is a distant second. Although he did not respond to our
requests for help from him in our previous campaigns, when he announced his desire to
replace Seth Armstrong, we donated funds, the use of our basement as his campaign
headquarters, and encouraged some of our most key supporters to help him. His popularity
remains untarnished and, as county councilman, heis certainly a black belt fence-straddler.
When he was in the House, he sponsored a bill identical to one sponsored by Senator Rick
Bender. Instead of graciously giving support to Rick’s bill, he insisted he was the originator
of the language and managed to keep Rick’s bill in abeyance while pushing his bill. Rick
needed thisbill to help in hisreelection bid, which he lost. Now that Rick is president of the
statewide AFL-CIO, | wonder if Larry islooking at hishole card. Larry isnot onewith whom
I’d want to share alifeboat.

BILL POLK (R-41, House, 1971-1983) served as Speaker in hislast term. He was aristocratic
in manner. | sometimes felt he was fortunate to have lived here and now. Two hundred years
earlier in France, he could havelost hishead! Bill wassmart and agood |eader for the Republicans.

PHILLIPSPOST (R-5, House, 1930-1931) wasaone-termer. The 1932, Roosevelt New Deal”
tide ended what modest career he might have had. He was not easy to know.

W. G. POTTS(R-35, Senate, 1903-1911) Since Senator Potts was gone from the Senate ayear
before | was born, | knew him only as state treasurer (1925-1929). He was a Republican, and
was on the inner circle even when he was between jobs, for 14 years, as senator and treasurer.
He was nice enough to me, but he thought kids and the Capitol weren’'t compatible.

GEORGE POWELL (R-37, House, 1947-1953) Seatmate with Doc Banks, George stayed
longer in the Legislature than perhaps he desired. I’ ve always considered George as an ideal
lawmaker—smart, rather conservative, and always able to find middle ground. Had he had the
desire, he would have gone far politically.

EUGENE PRINCE (R-9, House, 1981-93, and Senate, 1993-1999) Probably heand Sid Snyder
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know and understand the process aswell as anyone. Independent thinker; invariably cantell the
wheat from the chaff, as well he should as a wheat farmer. He is smart, courageous. Always
leaves the door open, knowing that today’s opponent may be tomorrow’s ally. | rate him
outstanding.

PAUL PRUITT (D-34, House, 1977-1985) Described by afellow legislator as“A man with a
perpetual look of surprise.” Pruitt was a minister who did agood job of trying to represent his
constituents. Paul and | had similar voting records, though we came at problems from different
directions. | regarded him well.

WES PRUITT (D-26, House, 1987-1995) A quiet, firm man who wore well as a middle-
ground Democrat.

KENT PULLEN (R-47, House, 1973-1975, and Senate, 1975-1990) Ultimately unique, knew
no fear, and had one of the Legislature s best brains. He was able to speak to the point without
arousing ire, held the state chesstitle, and hisimagination was well directed. Together, he and
| sponsored mental sportslegislation, directed toward devel oping the mind along with the body,
by promoting memory enhancers such as chess, bridge, Go, dominoes, etc. After several triesit
finally became law and was assigned for implementation to the Superintendent of Public
Instruction. Judith Billings, the SPI, obviously was thinking of other things because after a
couple of meetingsit did into oblivion, although the law required an annual report! Perhaps a
new SPI will perform resuscitation.

Kent is a strict constitutionalist, exercising his right to bear arms by carrying a gun. His
positions were always defensible. He had principles and he never deviated. He could be as
aggravating as Slim Rasmussen, but the IQ of the Senate suffered with his departure.

J. T. QUIGG (R-19, Senate, 1977-1985) A libertarian at heart, he barely fit the GOP caucus.
Hewas anideaman. It was up to therest of usto understand what had a chance of working and
what was appealing but impossible. He never met anyone hedidn’t like. A risk-taker, some did
not take him serioudly, but | always was fascinated by his arguments, however specious they
might be. Every group needsa J. T. Quigg.

A.L.“SLIM” RASMUSSEN (D-28, 29, House, 1945-1961, and Senate, 1961-1993) | had
known Slim since 1947, when he was only in his third year of forty-eight in politics, most of
which was in the House and Senate, except for aterm as mayor of Tacoma. His office was a
mess, but he and his assistant, John, could find anything on a moment’ s notice. One day | was
explaining abanking bill, referring to an articlein the Wall Street Journal which | didn’t have,
mostly because it was many years back. | noticed Slim pick up his phone and within three or
four minutes a page handed him the article from 1964! Of course | used it to strengthen my
case. Later | asked Slim, “From where did you resurrect that article from over twenty years
ago?’ Hejust smiled, thanked me, and went on his way!

People were alwaystrying to weaken the homestead law. It was Slim’ s number one* sacred
cow.” A roof over afamily was never to be denied, and he made a believer out of me. When
Slim saw abill that might erode homesteading, hisresearch was accurate, hisargumentsflawless,
and he never forgot the perpetrator!
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Slim, throughout his career, terrified friend and foe aike, mostly because Slim couldn’t tell
the difference. He could be outrageous. Once, when speaking against legidation heinterpreted as
giving specia privilegesto homosexuas, Slimflat out declared hisanimosity toward “them queers.”
Although the members feigned shock | suspect more than afew thought, “Good for Slim. | wish
| had the gutsto say it.” Formal education did not have a chance to spoil Slim. He spent hiswork
lifein arailroad roundhouse. | recall Slim as one the few greats to grace the Senate.

MARILYN RASMUSSEN (D-2, House, 1987-1993, and Senate, 1993-) A farmer with an ego
to match her size. Basically, a solid Democrat with a dangerously inconsistent streak—well-
meaning but a bit too erratic for my taste.

W.C. “BILL” RAUGUST (R-8, House, 1943-1950, and Senate, 1950-1967) was very real.
Bornin Russia, he appreciated how well he had doneinthe U.S. asafarmer. He wasacommon
sense senator. Hedid not believe government at any level could compete with private enterprise.
He was dignified, knew where he stood, and, to him, a promise was a sacred thing. His word
was good.

MARGARET RAYBURN (D-15, House, 1985-1995) A solid Democrat riding adistrictinclined
toward GOP. Serious, effective, and friendly.

KEIRON REARDON (D-39, Senate, 1933-1941, 1943-1944 and 1945-1949) A friend to my
father, and stubbornly faithful to his friends and his word. I’m not sure anyone really knew
Keiron—agood legislator and man.

FRED REDMON (R-14, Senate, 1961-1969) A practical, practicing Republican. He served
Y akimawell, working well with both Governor Rosellini and Governor Evans. | would liketo
have served with him, partly because of him and partly because that was a period of good will
and humor in the Senate.

MARK REED (R-31, House, 1915-1931) was a capable leader, with little effort handling
issues as they appeared, and allowed no encroachment on the God-given rights of loggers to
dlash and burn. He wasthe archetype of early 1900s Republican businessman and legislator. He
would havefit right in to most big business and |egislative scenes anywhere. He probably was
not awesome, but he had all the accouterments, and, to me, as a high-schooler watching him, |
felt agiant presence. He was Speaker in 1923, which wasthe last two years of Governor Hart's
term, and asfar as| knew, they made beautiful music together. Mark Reed was most imposing.
Hissuccessor, L. D. Hack, was swept out in the Roosevelt landslide of 1932, and except for Asa
Jones and Harry Kittleman (1947-1949), no Republican in the Thirty-first District held Mark
Reed’ s seat until 1967. Truly, along, dry spell!

BENJAMIN FRANKLIN RENO (R-42, House, 1939-1943) We all have our own image of
Ben Franklin. Well, B. F. Reno was just the opposite—thin, slight, with hair. | had known him
since 1931 at the UW. He was smart and shrewd, with a dly streak. | liked him, and when he
went to Olympia, | thought a legidative position fit himto a“T”. After thewar, | lost track of
him.
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CHARLES RICHEY (R-34, House, 1947-1949 and 1953-1955) A pharmacist by trade, he
had a unique knack of making quick and permanent contact with everyone. Heloved ajoke, the
Legidlature, people, his store, and his family. | loved Charlie. Elected in the GOP sweep in
1946, helost in 1948 through no fault of his own—just avictim of President Truman’svictory.
However, unlike other Republicans in Democrat districts, Charlie came back to win in 1952
with Eisenhower’ snational victory. If the Republicans had awhole stable of Charlie Richeysto
enter inall theracesaround this state, the legidl ative complexion might have been quite different.
He was a smallish man with a smile and a hearing aid—he missed nothing. He was the epitome
of the neighborhood druggist. Charlie Richey was a jewel.

BOB RIDDER (D-35, Senate, 1967-1973) A good man and a good legidator. | would have
enjoyed serving with Bob, who was filled with good will. Just about a perfect public school
senator. Dedicated to K-12 education, | found little with which to disagree. Also, another fine
product of William Winlock Miller High School in Olympia

RUTHE RIDDER (D-35, Senate, 1974-1983) A worthy successor to spouse Bob. They saw
life pretty much the same, so | suspect they would have voted alike. Ruthe was a help to me
both in and out of the Legislature. Good luck, Ridders!

EDWARD F. “SALTWATER” RILEY (D-35, House, 1939-1951, and Senate, 1951-1963)
Better than ajourneyman politician, he was affable, quick to see problems, and above all, good
with people. Wefirst became acquainted in 1947, and, although | wasjust assistant chief clerk
and a Republican, he always acted asif | was area person. In those days he was more liberal,
and | moreto theright, but, astime went by, he shifted ever so slightly to acentrist and I moved
totheleft. Wenever really disagreed, and when | ranin hisdistrict, in all six campaigns, hewas
there for me. A true gentleman and friend.

EDWARD J. “FRESHWATER” RILEY (D-7, House, 1935-1945 and 1953-1955) Ed was
twice Speaker. He rode an uneasy steed—keeping his troops marching to histune asthey were
being wooed by Republican Governor Arthur Langlie. He did well.

NITA RINEHART (D-43, House, 1979-1983, and Senate, 1983-1995) | shall alwaysremember
the Rineharts (John and Nita) staying with me when the likes of Patty Murray had written me
off. I’'m the type who has two lists, those who help, and another of those that have tried to hurt.
I’ve never failed apolitical friend. That’s my code and that’ s that!

Nita ran the best Ways and Means Committee during my sixteen years. She actually had
weekly mini-forumsfor membersto learn how the budget was being devel oped. She encouraged
guestions and input. It sounds like an obvious idea, but she wasthefirst to do it on an ongoing
basis. Nita is an outstanding internal politician, meaning she handled all the egos well. She
could have been a good governor.

PAM ROACH (R-31, Senate, 1991-) Smart and clever, she can smell an issue before amost
anyone. By my standards, an ultimate rightist who has no doubt regarding her views. | doubt we
ever voted together, including recessing for lunch. Her dedication isadmirable, but her direction
lacks the human touch. | doubt she would have much in common with such GOP leaders as
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Lincoln, Hoover, Wilkie, Dewey, or our own Dan Evans. This could be open to debate, but
that’stheway | call it.

JACK ROGERS (D-23, Senate, 1945-1961, and House, 1963-1966) had my admiration for
his optimism, warmth, decency, and senatorial demeanor. | regretted never having served with
him, but our relationship was enhanced by our serving together on the State Investment Board.
Hisgrasp of new financia products such as optionsand leveraged buyouts surprised me, because
thiswasmy field, not his! A thoroughly good man, he had morethan his share of disappointments,
but always took whatever happened with good grace. A gentleman and a gentle man.

HUGH ROSELLINI (D-28, House, 1939-1947) In January of 1939, two newly elected
Rosellinis (Senator Al and Representative Hugh) stood on the Capitol steps congratulating
each other. Hugh said hisreal goal was to be across the street as a state Supreme Court justice.
Not to be outdone, Al said, “1 want the governorship.” Two nobodieswith lofty goals. They had
distinguished and popular careers as legislators, and, wonder of wonders, they both achieved
their goals. | did not know Hugh until he cameto the Supreme Court, although | had heard good
things about him from my next door neighbor, Angelo Pellegrini. A longtime friend, Bernie
Lonctot, introduced Hugh and me over coffee in the capitol cafeteriaone morning, and | liked
him right away. Hugh epitomized that old saying, “Take your job seriously, but don’'t take
yourself serioudy.” | began watching his Supreme Court opinions and saw, from my standpoint,
the perfect jurist, not only knowledgeable of the law, but always was able to weigh in on the
human side. It is well and good to follow the law, but without a touch of compassion and
humanity, you cannot be atruly great Solomon-like decider of people’s problems. I’ ve known
many justices who were better steeped in the law, others became legends in their own minds,
some arrived accepting the position as early retirement! Hugh Rosellini gave it his best, which
was plenty good enough.

JOHN ROSELLINI (D-34, House, 1967-1973) The only son of Governor Rosellini, he appeared
to have it all. Good looking, youthful, even his father’ s unforgettable handshake, he seemed
poised for ashot at greatness. But, he lacked the toughness and will to win so critical to success
in our business.

HOWARD ROUP (D-10, Senate 1937-1941 and 1945-1961) A solid vote for free enterprise.
He was quite old-fashioned. Heliked proven ways but would listen to new conceptsjust in case
he heard something meritorious.

RICHARD RUOFF (R-32, House, 1953-1961) appeared out of nowhere and, after winning a
hard race, many of usthought he had tremendous upward mobility. Although he lasted twice as
long asDon Eastvold did (Attorney General, 1953-1957), Dick and Don had the same disease—
they were unable to control their political appetites. They had to have as many and varied life
experiences as possible. Both had plenty of talent, but lacked the stuff of which championsare
made—judgment and timing. | liked them both and thought Ruoff was destined for semi-
greatness.

JOHN RYDER (R-46, House, 1953-1955, and Senate, 1955-1971) started out asaRepublican
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Committeeman, then district leader, and finally as a four-term senator. Few did so much with
the cardsthey were dealt as John Ryder. As| recall, he had no college education, but he persevered
to become a strong voice and an executive at Washington Mutual Savings Bank, his lifelong
employer. He knew the banking business as well as anyone in town. When | met John in 1946,
| was a candidate opposing his choice, Phil Shank. John viewed me as an interloper, although
my GOP credentialswereasvalid ashis. | think thefact I’ d only been in the Forty-sixth District
five years—albeit | was precinct committeeman from 1942 to ' 46—bothered John. | think the
underlying problem was our different view as to the future direction of the GOP. For example,
| admired decent Alf Landon; Wendell Willkie, clean-cut with abroad world-view; Tom Dewey;
and local vote getter, Arthur Langlie. John was often suspicious of anything new, sticking with
Robert Taft and more conservative types. We were not close, but had a certain mutual respect
for almost fifty years.

JERRY SALING (R-5, House, 1965-1971, and Senate, 1985-1993) spent hislifein education
and continued the fight after he came to the Senate. He was not well treated by his GOP caucus.
Hisindependent streak did not please Senator Hayner, hisleader. He could be difficult politically,
but always socially gracious.

PAUL SANDERS (R-48, House, 1977-1983) was a loyal friend, which in politics is a great
asset. We got on well, but he was always suggesting to Virginia that | should get a hairpiece.
WEell, of course, | could use one, but as she reminded Paul, “Y ou want to ruin Ray Moore?’ Me
in atoupee is as ludicrous as Senator Lowell Peterson in athree-piece suit! | liked Paul, who
was never appreciated by his party.

DOUG SAYAN (D-35, House, 1983-1991) Smart and personable, alwaystrying to cut through
palaver and get a solution for the problem at hand. A very good legislator who was just coming
into a position of strength and respect when he quit. | felt we worked well together.

ROLLIE SCHMITTEN (R-12, House, 1977-1981) was endowed with optimism, charisma,
and nonstop energy. He had both legidative and executive abilities. | envied histalents, if not
his politics. Asaformer Republican myself, | always hoped he' d see the light and join us. But
he went on to positions of power under Governor Spellman.

DICK SCHOON (R-30, House, 1983-1991) A truly decent citizen who lacked the necessary
hard, uncompromising streak to be a Republican, but he went along with their views as a good
party member. His eight years were spent in the minority so he cannot be condemned or lauded
for what he didn’t do.

BILL SCHUMAKER (R-2,House, 1969-1973) A good man and aborn good old boy. Definitely
ajourneyman and a good one.

GARY SCOTT (D-39, House, 1979-1983) had great potential, and I’m sure he aspired to
higher office, but for personal family reasons | eft the scene after only four years. A good man,
capable of handling shifting legislative sands.
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GEORGE SCOTT (R-46, Senate, 1971-1983) had aresume—including Marine Corps service,
appearance, and arresting name—that had it al. When | met George in 1979, he was hyper-
friendly and we were off to a good start. Two years flew by, and then the von Reichbauer
defection gave the GOP control and George Scott was, out of nowhere, Ways and Means
chairman, which washishigh-water mark. | don’t know whether it wasfriction with hismajority
leader, Hayner, or ineptness, but he did not live up to my expectations. George may be one of
those people who plays his role but does not feel therole. | feel he was insecure, and although
many of us aso have self-doubt, he couldn’t handle it with the necessary aplomb. He was
motivated as a senator, | think, by kindness, wanting to be liked, and an inner force that pushed
him too hard for hisinnate talent.

PAT SCOTT (D-38, House 1984-) is one strong woman. A good campaigner and listener. |
found her sensible, sympathetic, and a born winner.

CARLTON SEARS (R-22, Senate, 1949-1957) was a dedicated Republican, a popular figure
in Olympia. | remember calling on him to place an ad in ahigh school play program. He turned
me down, and that was the end of my patronage! During histenure the mgjority changed hands
amost every eection. It is always interesting to see how member’ s personalities changed as
they move from mgjority to minority and minority to majority. One thing about Carlton, he
outwardly never changed, although inwardly he was as emotiona as the next fellow. Carlton
was a sound lawmaker but somewhat on the purist side.

ED SEEBERGER (D-1, House, 1975-1976) served asingle term. He came from atraditional
Republican district. Since 1937, Ed was only the fourth Democrat from his district elected to
either House. After his lost election in’ 76, he decided Olympia was for him and today he is
director of Committee Servicesfor the Senate. Heiswell liked, considered a heavy, and when
he leaves his departure will be a blow to the Senate. As author of Sne Die, his work is a
textbook for students of state government at all levels. Asacounselor, hisadviceisthe best. He
isatruetreasure.

GEORGE SELLAR (R-12, Senate, 1972-) The ultimate conciliator. | don’t know how he has
maintained himself asleader/caucus chairman of such adiverse caucus as the GOP has fielded
since 1981. He had/has little upward mobility which can be apositive asset. If you can’t move
up politically, because of ability, age, or ambition, you may find you’ re the one everyone can
accept for acaucus position. Were | still a Republican, | could have worked well with George.
| liked our relationship.

LOOMIS SHADBOLT (R-14, House, 1941-1953) A trusting soul and a serious legisator.
Always willing to take the hard vote if it would help Governor Langlie.

BILL SHANNON (R-43, House, 1947-1950, and Senate, 1950-1963) One of the more alert
senators. If he didn’t know what was going on, he could have fooled me. A smallish, almost
dapper man, he was a credit to the Senate.

TIM SHELDON (D-35, House, 1991-1997, and Senate, 1998-) A good young manwho called
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on senior senators to get acquainted and seek advice. If he stays, he could, at worst, be a
journeyman legislator.

MARION KYLE SHERMAN (D-47, House, 1975-1983) | really liked her style. She always
seemed comfortable no matter what were the circumstances. | was truly sorry to see her depart
the Legislature.

LINCOLN SHROPSHIRE (R-14, House, 1953-1963) A man with positive views hoping for
abetter, moreinclusive, GOP. He represented the economic needs of Y akima County. Heaways
seemed too liberal to be a Republican. Perhaps that was why | was attracted to him.

HERB SIELER (R-20, Senate, 1939-1940) An unreconstructed Republican. He was a solid
anti-New Dedler, as| was in those days. He was a good workman and it really showed to his
advantage as assistant secretary and secretary of the Senate (off and on from 1934 to 1942). He
was quiet, unassuming and helped me in my quest to be chief clerk of the Housein 1947.

JEAN SILVER (R-6, House, 1983-1997) Ever gracious, she has never had a chance to shine
for two reasons: sheisamost alwaysin the minority, and in the shadow of Helen Sommers, one
of the House al-time greats.

GRANT SISSON (R-40, House, 1923-1927, 1941-1945 and 1947-1953) A hard-core, old-
guard Republican. Loved the Legislature and its social life. He saw nothing beneficial about
Roosevelt's New Deal and | believe he shared the same views and values as the farmers of
Skagit County. Even in 1947, when | first met him, he was even more conservative than | was
at that time. | liked him for his stubborn streak.

SYLVIA SKRATEK (D-47, Senate, 1991-1995) had potential, but had little political knowhow.
In the Senate, you had better be seen more than heard for your first couple of years, unless you
really had something important to offer. Aggressivenessisnot avirtue for freshmen senatorsin
the eyes of senior members. Sylvia came across as being abrasive and crabby, not endearing
traitsin abody which pridesitself on dignity. Personally, | liked Sylvia, and it always bothers
me when | encounter brains without judgment. She just couldn’t wait for her turn!

ADAM SMITH (D-33, Senate, 1991-1996) The only man since Phil Tamadge with the potential
for greatness. He and his confidant, contemporary, and advisor, Jeff Bjornstad, thoroughly
outlined a program to win the Senate seat from veteran Eleanor Lee. During hisfirst campaign
in 1990, a few in our caucus thought his plan to win would work, but the big question was
would he follow through? He started doorbelling in January, and by November he had covered
thedistrict twice! | know what thismeans. | started doorbelling in 1940 for Arthur Langlie and
Wendell Willkie. In my prime, even in my own races, | never reached that level of dedication!

After winning at age twenty-five, eclipsing Phil Talmadge' srecord of victory at age twenty-
six, Adam was in constant touch with the voters in the Thirty-third District, and at the same
time began to quietly make a mark in the committees, in the caucus, and occasionally on the
floor. At first | thought he wastoo distant, and although it’ strue heis no Ronald Reagan or Bill
Clinton, he redlly is a warm person who is his own kind of humorist. | predict a solid and
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perhaps exciting and important future. I’ ve awaystried to help young hopeful s trying to break
into politics. Being rebuffed, talked down to, and laughed at by old timers (hacks), wasbruising
and disheartening as| struggled for recognition. | just don’t want new, young voices stifled. Go,
Adam, go!

CURTISSMITH (R-13, House, 1979-1989) Cantankerous, fiery, heaways seemed in aconstant
turmoil. Or maybe he was just hyper.

VERNON SMITH (R-46, House, 1933-1935 and 1939-1943) An ambitious man whom, |
think, was sales manager for Kenworth truck manufacturer. He was shrewd, conservative, and
always had Vernon Smith first, last, and always on top of hislist of favorite people. | liked him
because he was optimistic and just never quit.

There was never acoin too tarnished to not be cherished by Vernon Smith. | liked him when
he was in that field in 1946, when | made my first race. He encouraged me to continue in
politics.

BILL SMITHERMAN (D-26, House, 1983-1986, and Senate, 1986-1991) had the makings of
avery good legislator, and he was blessed with a spouse who probably could have done better
than he. Bill was black, which I’ ve thought is a rough handicap, particularly in hisdistrict, and
he soon wasthought of asahard-drinking, late-hourslegisator. Hewaslikable, but not attentive
to his constituent’ s needs, which can soon catch up to an office holder, no matter how talented.
Bill was a good caucus vote, but was too busy playing senator. Something had to give, and it
was his roots in the district that gave. Bill had lost touch with his voters and perhaps reality.
Even so, why he should have lost to Bob Oke is, to me, amystery

RICHARD SMYTHE (R-49, House, 1967-1973) and | never served together, so | only knew
him as atelephone company lobbyist. Therewaslittle room for negotiation with Dick. It aways
seemed to me that it was hisway or no way! Socialy, he was likable enough, but | wasn’t his
type, and vice versa.

DUANE SOMMERS (R-6, House, 1987-1991 and 1995-1997) He was likable, trustworthy,
and almost shy. He was also ambitious beyond his talent, which is not rare in politics.

HARRIET SPANEL (D-40, House, 1987-1993 and Senate, 1993-) A good politician fitting
her district. She rose to a position of respect in the Democratic caucus as majority floor
leader. A $600 claiming horse, she felt she was ready for a feature race—Congress! In
politics, disgraceisrare, but to be beaten by an overage, $600 claimer, Jack Metcalf, comes
close. Harriet islikable and asfloor leader, very fair. | liked her, and she did aworkwoman-
like job.

DAVID SPRAGUE (D-37, House, 1967-1971) isreal. Probably too intellectual for alegidative
body, but outstanding, and hisleaving diminished the stature and | Q of the Legidlature. | would
have liked serving with him.

ART SPRENKLE (D-39, House, 1987-1993) A good man, perhaps miscast as a legidator. |
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liked him and found him easy to work with.

JOHN STENDER (R-30, Senate, 1963-1973) was strong, rarely if ever in doubt, and
controversial. | knew him only from observation. He served during Governor Evan’ syears, and
as| recall, they often collided.

SID STEVENS (R-45, House, 1947-1949) was pleasant, if rather rigid, and narrow in his
oversimplified views of life and the world. As a member of the infamous Communist hunters
known as the Canwell Un-American Activities Committee, he was second only to Chairman
Canwell in his dedication!

CHARLES STINSON (R-16, House 1927-1929, and Senate, 1929-1945) First elected near
the end of the Republican era, 1889-1933. He was agreeable, kept the fences mended in his
district, was aman of the people, and kept his peace about all the strange new programs of the
New Deal. Did nothing outstanding, but amazed one and all by his survivor-ability. All through
the toughest of Republican times he kept getting reel ected.

CHARLESSTOKES(R-37, House, 1951-1955 and 1957-1959) Charliewasararity—ablack
Republican, agood speaker, funto be with. Hewas a speaker at the 1952 Republican convention.
His campaign slogan was always the same, “ Stokey is Okey.” A good man in atough district
for a Republican.

LOISSTRATTON (D-3, House, 1980-1985, and Senate, 1985-1997) The successor to Margaret
Hurley in the House and the Senate. A solid and somewhat stubborn Democrat, she was a
dependable caucus vote.

JOHN STROM (R-44, House, 1947-1949 and 1951-1959) A very decent man who, although
conservative, could see the need for better funding for schools. | liked him for his hard work,
both in and out of the Legidlature.

GENE STRUTHERS (R-16, House, 1977-1985) was afirst-rate legislator. Alwayswilling to
listen and compromise if hefelt it wasfor the overall good. Highly underrated, he tried to keep
awaning spirit of goodwill alive between both parties. | suspect, had he so chosen, he could
have been reelected forever. A thoroughly decent man.

DEAN SUTHERLAND (D-17, House, 1983-1988, and Senate, 1988-1996) Born to the business
of politics, he could have gonefarther, but, all credit to Dean, he put his personal (the good) life
first, which ishard to do once the politician virus enters your soul. With most politicians, itisa
fact that if the voters don’'t catch up with you, the Grim Reaper will. Politics is a disease for
which there is no inoculation. Dean served on the Labor and Commerce Committee with me.
Although he did not always support me as chairman, he was careful to not make melook bad. In
fact, he helped, and then saw to it that | got the credit. A rare and wonderful technique!

PAT SUTHERLAND (D-37, House, 1949-1951, and Senate, 1951-1959) Successor to Al
Westberg, hewas at hisbest campaigning door to door. Helistened well, agreed with everyone,
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and was never defeated. Jokingly, Pat never had an honest job—Iegidlator, member of the Public
Service Commission, prosecuting attorney. Pat was just as popular when he retired as ever. He
was agreat politician and agood public office holder. After | switched parties, Pat just acted as
if I'd aways been a Democrat and had just been out of town for awhile.

THOMAS SWAY ZE, JR. (R-26, House, 1965-1975) succeeded his mother, who resigned to
accept a cabinet position with incoming Governor Evans. The Swayze name was Synonymous
with Republicansin Pierce County. Tom Jr., whom | knew very casually, was Speaker during the
middleof Governor Evans threeterms. Sincethe Democrats gained control during his Speakership,
his potential as Speaker was cut short. | felt he could have been among our better Speakers.

JACK SYLVESTER (D-37, House, 1937-1941) Perhaps our youngest Speaker. He soon figured
there was more money in the practice of law than in making the law. | knew him better when he
came to Olympiato lobby. Likable, though we differed on issues, he more conservative, and |
more liberal.

JOE TANNER (D-18, House, 1983-1986, and Senate, 1986-87) could make a strong argument
for anything with little or no evidence. Of al the people with whom | served, Joe was the
biggest disappointment. He had political talent in excess, but had little judgment. When
challenged by Linda Smith for the Senate seat to which he had been appointed ayear earlier, he
did not take her seriously, was overdressed for the religious redneck district, and did not work
for the voters. | can sympathize because no Republican had held this seat since 1957 when
unbeatable Don Talley took over. Joe was young, and so believed in hisinvincibility. He took
his election as a fait accompli. |, a age seventy-five, doorbelled his district more than the
candidate did, and after a few precincts, it was clear he was in trouble. Without demeaning
Linda, he should never have lost. Joe had the education, personality, and legislative skills to
have been areal legidative force.

REN TAYLOR (R-4, House, 1979-1989) had the tenacity of a bulldog—he was a hard-core
conservative. He was anice guy, particularly when in the minority.

JEANETTE TESTU (D-34, House, 1943-1945 and 1949-1963) A liberal and a thorough
Democrat, shewas one of three women to monopolize Speaker Pro Temporefor tenyears. Julia
Butler Hansen (1955-1961) and Ella Wintler (1963-1965) were the other two. Jeanette was a
voice for the people who had no lobbyists.

DELORESTEUTSCH (R-45, House, 1979-1983) personified energy and perfection. Shewas
the ultimate League of Women Voters type, filled with knowledge, facts, and the ability to
articulate. Somehow we seemed to be on different frequencies. She was Republican by party,
but it seemed to me there was an element of denial—maybe too much GGS (Good Government
Syndrome).

ALAN THOMPSON (D-18, House, 1971-1982, and Senate, 1982-1986) As a legislator, he
had several sides. He had a perpetual boyishness, which tied in with his considerable athletic
ability. Hisinstincts were dominated by survival and advancement. | liked him and he was an
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asset to our caucus and the Senate. Since | was not one of the noisier members of our caucus,
Alan noted this. He also noted if | felt the caucus was wasting time (theirs and mine), | would
explode with a few short, pithy remarks. One day he passed a note to me that said, “You are
ominously quiet.” | gave this scrap of paper back, and every so often he would pass this well-
worn note to me. | began to think | was Pavlov’s dog, because | felt obligated to go into my
tirade when | saw this note! | wish him well.

ALBERT THOMPSON, JR. (R-48, Senate, 1959-1967) Regarded well enough by Governor
Evansto be appointed to the Liquor Control Board. Asasenator, hewasawaysin the minority.
That is an aggravating but good position, because you cannot be blamed for anything—it was
aways the Democrat’ s fault! And, Senator Thompson was an artful dodger!

LEO THORSNESS (R-11, Senate, 1985-1993) A man who dared to be great only to find he
was a $600 claiming horse competing in the Derby. Sincere, but too narrow and hard-nosed to
fit coastal society. Only two Republicans had been elected to the Legislature since 1946 in
Leo’sdistrict: Fred Mast and Mike Patrick. Leo Thorsness made it three in forty-two years—
guite an accomplishment. Leo wasjust an orchard-run Republican with a POW badge of honor.

EARL TILLY (R-12, House, 1973-1987) in my opinion, was underrated as a player in the
Olympia scene. Always polite and agreeable, he knew what was possible, particularly as a
minority member. Ten of hisfourteen years were spent as a minority member. | have aunique
view, being sixty-six when first el ected, of the other and younger legislatorswithwhom | served.
Sometook onelook at me (already afour-timeloser), and figured the voters or the Grim Reaper
would get me soon. Othersthought, “Maybe thisold man might just be afact of lifefor awhile.”
Earl Tilly treated me with respect, which | noted with appreciation.

ROBERT TIMM (R-8, House, 1951-1959) A good legidlator, well regarded by both sides as
well as Governors Langlie and Rosellini.

CLYDE TISDALE (D-19, House 1937-1945, and Senate, 1945-1953) If central casting was
looking for the perfect person to represent Pacific and Grays Harbor counties, Tizzy would
have been the man. Earthy, quick, funny, and could see the bottom line before it appeared in
print. In the 1947 session, | talked with him a few times and always came away with a new
thought. He treated me better than some GOP senators of equal seniority. Hewasapopulist and
understood loyalty and obligation. One of my all-time favorites. The Senate was aricher body
when he was there.

CHARLES TODD (D-44, Senate, 1933-1939, and House, 1941-1943) Well educated, worth
listening to, he was the son of EImer Todd, publisher of The Seattle Times. A very good man
and athorough thinker. He was probably too good for his caucus, although there may have been
asideto Charliethat enjoyed the robustness of those caucuses. His departure was alossto both
the Senate and the House.

JOHN TODD (D-31, Senate, 1943-1957) A solid supporter of Democrats and followed the Al
Rosellini program in the Senate.
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MIKE TODD (D-31, House, 1983-1991) Intellectually smart, but he seemed to me unable to
gauge the dangers inherent in campaigning. A good man, and | would have liked to see him
continue as a solid caucus member in the House.

STEVE TUPPER (R-44, House, 1979-1982) The best of the new breed of Eikenberry-Taller-
Reagan Republicans. He had both class and style, the hallmark of afirst-rate politician. When
my Thirty-sixth District needed to be expanded to include a population of 100,000, the
commission could have moved the boundaries south and southeast which washeavily Democrat,
or they could have combined the Thirty-sixth with the southern end of the Thirty-second—
lower Ballard—which was also Democratic. Well, the Republicans on the commission, wanting
to make my life miserable, inserted a weird-looking dogleg—western Ballard from the locks
along Puget Sound out to 115"—which included the high-rent (Republican) part of Ballard.
1982 was my first reelection bid, and having won, 51 to 49, in 1978, | now had a Republican
stripin Ballard with which to contend. And it was clear the GOP had Steve Tupper ready to take
me on. Probably my biggest political break came, when in the spring of 1992, Steve became
part of the Reagan administration. What a break! Steve had it all and | would have been in
trouble. Whew! | shall remember Steve Tupper with fondness.

TED TURNER (R-46, House, 1939-1944) was so impossible you had to like him. If Ted had
been in charge of the world, nothing would ever have changed and very little would have
happened. With Ted, any change had to be perfect—that’ s why he was known as “Technical
Ted.” | worked hard on hisfirst election in 1938, not a stellar year for the GOP. | knew him
from way back.

Nobody enjoyed appearing before any legidative committee on which he sat. He would
argue with every witness over the minutest details. Think how lucky they were he was never
chairman, because the Democrats had solid control. Much later | was appalled when, asaKing
County Superior Court judge, he was chosen to sit as judge in the famous Goldmark trial in
Okanogan. | testified in that trial, and | found Judge Turner far from neutral. | was sorry to
change my opinion of him after twenty-five years of admiration. His prejudices got in the way
of fairness. Oh well, nobody is perfect.

ROBERT TWIGG (R-7, Senate, 1967-1975) A fun-loving senator who represented hisdistrict
well. He was a serious legislator who did not take himself seriously.

WES UHLMAN (D-32, House, 1959-1967, and Senate, 1967-1969) A strong, young, liberal
voice, he served under Governors Rosellini and Evans. A party supporter of the Democrats
programsin the House and Senate, he earned respect and loyalty from other members. Resigned
his Senate seat in 1969 to become mayor of Seattle. He promoted cheap senior citizen busfare,
small neighborhood parks, and worked well with the business community, which surprised
them because they had opposed him asjust another wild Democrat liberal. They never had it so
good! | was’am a*“ gray-top” fan, ashewas affectionately known. When Wes moved to Bigelow
Boulevard, where we lived, | knew | had made no mistake—Wes has a nose for real estate
value! In his career, Wes has shown he’saman for all seasons. | like him.

JOLENE UNSOELD (D-22, House, 1984-1988) caused more problemsthan she solved. Jolene
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was the proud “mother” of the initiative creating the Public Disclosure Commission. | voted
againstitin 1972 when it passed, and consistently opposed effortsto expand its powers. Jolene
cannot be charged with anything but having played into the hands of special interests. Zealousness
isitsown reward. | think Jolene forgot who sent her to Congress. Since Don Bonker |eft asthe
congressman from southwest Washington, the quality of representation has gone into a sharp
decline. Retirement suits Jolene well!

GEORGETTE VALLE (D-31, House, 1965-1967, 1973-1983, and 1985-1987) A traditionally
liberal Democrat who was awaysthere on social and women’ sissues. A dedicated campaigner,
she always appeared vulnerable, but she kept on being reelected. Likable, she could be alittle
intense at times.

DICK VAN DYKE (R-39, House, 1985-1987) Why the House seated him isbeyond belief. He
was a latter-day throwback to the Richard Nixon-Ken Eikenberry school of campaigning: the
truthisirrelevant, all that countsis perception. Anyway, the good news was that he was a one-
termer.

RAY VAN HOLLEBEKE (D-1, Senate, 1973-1981) A kind man, a devout Catholic whose
ambition was to be an attorney. Good in business.

MAX VEKICH (D-35, House, 1983-1991) Among the best educated in the House, Max lacked
the real desire to win. His loss was important to the Democratic caucus. After al, how many
longshoremen hold Masters degrees? And, with aspouse like Ivy, how could he lose? But Max
managed to lose. Max was non-confrontive and easy to work with.

JERRY VROOMAN (D-40, House, 1977-1981) filled a vacuum by being the first Democrat
elected to the Legislature in Skagit County since Emma Abbott Ridgway in 1955. Our paths
crossed infrequently so | really didn’t know him except asaDemocratic winner in aRepublican
district.

ROBERT WALDRON (D-3, House, 1939-1943 and 1951-1953) served Spokane and Governor
Martin well. Unspectacular, with agood sense of the possible, he served as Speaker with some
very difficult members.

HARRY WALL (R-12, Senate, 1941-1949 and 1953-1957) A solid Republican who loved
senatorial life. He was astrong supporter of Governor Langlie, but his expectations for himself
were never fulfilled by Langlie. One might say, “Join the group.”

F.“PAT” WANAMAKER (R-10, House, 1967-1973, and Senate, 1973-1981) A gentleman, a
good old boy, and athorough Republican. | liked and respected him although werarely were on
the same side.

ARNOLD WANG (R-23, House, 1953-1967) The only Republican to hold aHouse seat in his
Kitsap County district from 1933 to 1967. Arnold took officetheyear | resigned as GOP chairman
in King County. | followed his career and | can see why he had seven terms as a Republicanin
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aDemocrat district. He was just liberal enough and |abor-sympathetic to keep his popularity.
Two fans of hiswere Speaker Mort Frayn and Chief Clerk William S. (The Bull) Howard, who
gave him high marks.

ART WANG (D-27, House, 1981-1994) Tougher than he appeared. He was always ready to
listen and equally ready to counter with what sometimes seemed specious arguments. He is
destined to move up. How far depends on desire and luck. At first blush he appears affable, but
behind that is atough-minded player. | feel akinship with Art in that we both value our time,
and particularly asit pertainsto our family life.

FRANK WARNKE (D-30, House, 1965-1967, and Senate, 1983-1991) Cleverest of theclever.
Endowed with a quick-fire personality. Proud of his Indian and Montana heritage, he was a
very dangerous opponent. | always hoped Frank was on my side because he was an opponent |
didn’t need. Frank was mischievous. Once, just for kicks, he spread the word that a repealer
appeared, buried in severa bills, one of which would have repealed the hotel and motel tax.
Well, this drove staff and members crazy, looking in thousands of bills trying to locate the
RCW in question. Frank laughed and laughed because the rumor was just that. Every senate
should have Frank Warnke, but only one. It is not possible to dislike Frank. If | asked him to
help he was aways there. He wanted to be asked because there was implied reciprocity for
Frank.

NAT WASHINGTON (D-13, House, 1949-1951, and Senate, 1951-1979) An all-American
boy. Not since 1934 had the Republicans held aseat in either house in District 13 until the GOP
landslide of 1946, when they managed to win the Senate seat. It was as if the Democrats sent
young Sir Gallahad in to make sure it didn’t happen again. Nat Washington held the seat for
twenty-eight years. As the GOP began to pick up House seats with such heavyweights as Sid
Flannagan and Stewart Bledsoe, no one could touch Nat. Nat was studious, attentive to the
needs of the district, and endowed with a desire to perfect legidation. | liked him as a citizen
and alawmaker. I’'m sure C. Percival Wren (the author of Beau Geste) would have knighted Nat
with the epithet “ Stout Fella.”

MAX WEDEKIND (D-34, House, 1945-1953 and 1955-1964) added areal dimension to the
House. Asthe powerhouse in the Inland Boatman's Union, he was earthy with his own kind of
reverencefor the Legislature. Immensely likable, he could bluster with the best, and, in hisown
rough way, be a gentleman. He always remembered his roots. Today, this House could use a
few Max Wedekinds.

JIM WEST (R-6, House, 1983-1987, and Senate, 1987-) succeeded Sam Guess. Shortly, we
wanted Sam back. Jim is smart enough, but his eccentricity will probably limit his ambitious
nature.

AL WESTBERG (R-37, Senate, 1947-1951) was an enlightened Republican who was the
sponsor and driving force behind the state civil rightslaw. Thiswas quite an achievement. Only
New York, New Jersey, Connecticut, and Massachusetts preceded Washington. And, to be
sponsored by a Republican! Al lived too short alife. He was such aforce for decency. Always
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friendly, he could see, in spite of his seriousness, how ridiculous were the ludicrous antics of
man. We saw things much in the same light.

JONATHAN WHETZEL (R-43, House, 1965-1971, and Senate, 1971-1975) An outstanding
example of a really good legidator. He had an unusually strong will, which never overtly
manifested itself. His1Q was among the highest, and hewas ever gracious. What acombination!
The best of his era of Republicans, he was liberal on civil rights, including ERA and related
issues, yet abudget conservative. Jonathan was a model to which we should all aspire. Truly a
heavy.

OLAF WIGGEN (D-44, House, 1939-1943 and 1945-1947) owned aBallard mortuary, which
gave Olaf the opportunity to know the surviving relatives and friends, as well as the deceased
who had probably voted for him. In my doorbelling in Ballard, | never found a single person
who did not speak well of Olaf Wiggen.

AL WILLIAMS (D-32, House, 1973-1978, and Senate, 1978-1995) Intellectually, possibly
the most underrated member during my four terms. He reasoned well and could defend all his
votes. Under-utilized by both the Senate and the executive branches, he continued to work for
the general welfare without trying for self-aggrandizement. Always both a gentleman and a
gentle man, hewasworth watching and working with. We both graduated from William Winlock
Miller High School in Olympia many years apart. All of which only shows Olympia High
turned out awide variety of products! Senator Bob Ridder and attorney/lobbyist Vern Lindskog
arealso “Oly” grads.

BOB WILLIAMS(R-18, House, 1979-89) A political Roman candle, he sparkled asamember.
A gadfly by nature, he was in a constant state of exasperation over perceived government
inefficiencies. He held that government should be run like a business. | agree, business and
government should both be held to the same management and employee standards. But, if
businessissuch agreat model, why arethey periodically downsizing to create more efficiency?
If they are so great, why do they alow themselves to grow fat with excess managers and
employees in the first place? Bob seemed unable to see that businesses are as imperfect asis
government. Wewerein the L egislature together, and my impression was he had all the answers.
He was sincere, but often he was drawn off by the unimportant, by minutia that, although
accurate, drew attention to the unimportant side of an important issue. Every legislature can
afford aBob Williams, but let it rest at one.

JOE WILLIAMS (R-41, House, 1985-1989) and | had little business together, but | liked his
style. | always knew where Joe stood.

WALTERB.WILLIAMS(R-43, House, 1961-1963, and Senate, 1963-1971) Son of amortgage
banker turned politician, Walter Williams was cautious, and to me epitomized a Republican. A
good legislator and an ally of Governor Evans, he really never had a chance to shine, since he
was awaysin the minority. Walter would never lower his standardsto make personal attacks or
remarks.
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“SIM” WILSON (R-10, House, 1973-1993) A good legidlator and avery good minority leader.
Coming to the Legislature while it was still a pleasant place with professional respect, he saw
the change to ugliness in both bodies starting with the 1981 session. Sim was a politician’s
politician and had no stomach for meanness. | enjoyed him politically and socially. The House
isalesser place without him.

KARLA WILSON (D-39, House, 1985-1991) A solid legislator who had good, decent instincts.
| did not know her well, but was sorry to see her leave.

JESSE WINEBERRY (D-43, House, 1985-1993) acted with abandon! | believe he had potentidl,
but lacked judgment. His overuse of his“free’” phoneis an example.

He lived in Seattle in a compact district, so why should he have, by far, the largest long
distance bill at state expense? It'safunny psychology, but if alegislator has the highest phone
bills, highest travel charges, or whatever, he or she is seen as, at best, imprudent. Likewise, if
you are too frugal, you’ re seen as maybe a do-nothing. Better to be anonymously lost in the
crowd.

I’ve likened following Jesse’s political maneuvering to following the trail of an elephant
with a nosebleed through newly fallen snow. He might be a rascal, rogue, or whatever, but |
liked him, regardless.

ELLAWINTLER (R-17, House, 1943-1949 and 1951-1957) A southwest Washington school
teacher, shewasan early leader working to improve K-12 education. When | became aDemocrat
in 1964, | wondered why she was always a Republican because we were in agreement on
expanding the party base, pushing social issues, concentrating on K-12, and not caring all that
much about personal wealth. She was a thoughtful legisator.

DAYTONWITTEN (R-30, Senate, 1947-1955) A quiet manwhom | felt moved in mysterious
ways. A good politician, he had connectionsthat paid off at election time. He seemed to operate
with equal ease whether he was in the majority or minority.

JEANNETTE WOOD (R-21, House, 1988-1994, and Senate, 1995-1999) A hard-core,
uncompromising, right-wing Republican. Shewasjust the opposite from her predecessor, Katie
Allen, who might well have been a Democrat.

PERRY WOODALL (R-15, House 1939-1943 and 1947-1952, and Senate, 1957-1975)
Colorful, intense. Worked hard, played hard. Perry lived afull life. He had a sharp mind with a
tongue to match. As a Republican, he sounded somewhat like Everet Dirksen, but with more
depth. He believed in Robert Taft, who was really not his kind of guy, but there was some
attraction there. A good old boy at heart, he stayed with his party, hisfriends, his caucus, and
his Senate. Hewasatraditionalist and arealist. | wasattracted to him, but | felt hethought | was
operating above my ability, and in all honesty, | felt the same.

DIANNE WOODY (D-39, Senate, 1977-1985) Kind to afault. | remember when | sponsored
thedog bitebill in 1979, Dianne, after much debate, inquired of Lieutenant Governor Cherberg,
“Who isgoing to speak for the dogs?’ Dianne was agood senator, alwayswarm and fuzzy, and
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was aways there ready to support our leader.

RALPH “BRIGHAM” YOUNG (D-13, House, 1943-1959) was a barber by profession. His
longevity in the House was due to taking care of constituent needs and a dedication to being a
politician. He was a journeyman House member. Like Nat Washington and Tub Hansen, the
district sent him to the House eight times. The Thirteenth District motto could be: “If it ain't
broke, don't fix it.”

VICTOR ZEDNICK (R-36, House, 1911-1919, and Senate, 1943-1959) Ultimate good old
boy, was well wired into the power structure. His motto might have been “Go with the flow.”
He aways considered me an upstart but was courteous and semi-friendly. He truly represented
hisalies and friends. Not a great |lawmaker, but like many, his survival skills were legendary.
No one in the Senate could equal him when he spoke with righteous indignation! His whole
being shook, and afterward he was cool as cool can be. Heliterally died with his boots on while
speaking in his district. After speaking he, without warning, dropped dead.

HAROLD ZIMMERMAN (R-17, House, 1967-1981, and Senate, 1981-1988) A decent person
who did not like the Hayner yoke of bondage, but, like therest, hisvoting record mirrored hers.
In abody short of intellectual attainment, he was well read, and had an abiding interest in the
world in general. To me, he seemed as out of place asaRepublican, as| had beeninaprior life.

L 1EUTENANT GOVERNORS

EMMETT ANDERSON (R, 1953-1957) Elected while | was Republican county chairman. |
can best describe Emmett as benign. He served adequately, but was always operating in the
shadow of Governor Langlie, who always seemed to be everywhere all thetime. Emmett had an
easy tenure because both he and the Senate were Republican during those four years. Emmett
looked like a lieutenant governor, whatever that may be!

JOHN A. CHERBERG (D, 1957-1989). He had the best manners|’ ve ever encountered. I’ ve
seen him entertain at the same time, an over-the-hill boxer, three retired schoolteachers, a half
dozen from a small-town PTA, adaughter of afellow football player and her husband, and to
top off thismotley group, three Teamstersin another cluster. Now, John introduced them to one
another as a courtesy, but with no thought that they wanted to get acquainted. They all sat in
little groups having refreshments of their choice as he kept moving from group to group, spending
enough time so they all felt their visit did indeed have meaning. And, best of all, he related by
speech and manner to each one genuinely but differently. John showed real affectionfor everyone
except those who had caused him trouble. He was nice to everyone, but he could wait alifetime
to get even with an enemy.

One day during a dull Senate session, | walked up to the rostrum where the Lieutenant
Governor was presiding to ask him a question. He looked up into the gallery, stopped floor
proceedingsto introduce aformer member who stood up, |eaning on his cane, and waved to the
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members. This was after the most flowery, laudatory statements by John about the former
member. As members clapped their approval, John whispered inmy ear, “Theold SOB,” al the
while clapping along with the rest of us. Now, my point is, Lieutenant Governor Cherberg
always did the proper thing, but don’t think all of his comments were necessarily heartfelt.

Once John called me, asking if | could come over to his office. When | arrived | realized
something important was going to be discussed. He closed the door and asked me to be seated.
Then hetold about hismost recent trip, which took himto Y ugoslavia. He became quite animated
as he described visiting an aunt well into her 90s who told him, “ Johnny, we are not Y ugoslavs,
we are Turks. Our nameis Chebeg.” | suspect the name changed to “ Cherberg” at EllisIsland.
Picture Cherberg in a Fez, and you have the real thing. | had always thought he was probably
French, but, no, now I'm dealing with a Turk. Ever after | cherished the idea of Anglo-Saxon
Washington with a Turkish lieutenant governor.

W. LON JOHNSON (R) had served as a senator from 1919 to 1923 when he resigned to run
successfully for Lieutenant Governor, and was back in the Senate as presiding officer until
1929. A tal man for his time, over 6 feet as | recal. When he and Roland Hartley appeared
together, asthey often did, hewasprobably 6 inchestaller, but, although Johnson wasimpressive,
Hartley madeit clear that he, Roland Hartley, was THE governor. | grew up in Stevens County
and Mr. Johnson came to our house occasionally. | was in awe that my parents actually knew
such an important person. That would have been 1920-1922. He dwaystreated measif | wasa
real person, so, naturally, | thought he was great!

SECRETARIES OF STATE

EARL COE (D, 1949-1957) Definitely a good old boy and a decent man. Perhaps ambitious
beyond histalent. As secretary of state, he established a political base from which he hoped to
become governor. It was not to be. He was more of aback-room, old-fashioned, cigar-smoking

type.

J. GRANT HINKLE (R, 1920-1932) A pleasant man who fulfilled his duties, but somehow did
not fit my picture of what a secretary of state should look like. A smallish, baldheaded figure, he
looked to me more like a bookkeeper with a green eyeshade. He was devoted to his family, and
once invited me to his office just to look around. | was friends with his son, Truman, which
probably helped. He was an Olympiafixture until the 1932 Democrat landdlide dealt him out.

ERNEST HUTCHINSON (D, 1933-1937) Ernest’ sstory goesthat in 1932, he was unemployed
with few to no prospects. But Ernest had the good fortune to have a creative son, Brubaker
Neville Hutchinson, known all over Seattleas“BN,” aPR type. Astold to meby Bruce Bartley,
Bruce and BN are sitting around one day late in July 1932, talking about the problem facing
BN—hisfather was unemployed and BN could ill-afford to support him. Early in the afternoon
they came up with a solution. BN, his father Ernest, and Bruce drove to Olympia and among
them they barely had thefiling fee for one of the cheaper state offices, secretary of state. Ernest
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filed, was nominated, and swept into office in 1932, when it was next to impossible to lose if
you were a Democrat. Just to prove his election was no fluke, he was reelected in 1936, after
which he died in 1938, gainfully employed!

A. LUDLOW KRAMER (R, 1965-1974) reminded me of a latter-day Don Eastvold, alittle
too much of aswinger to be acceptable to regular Republican society. | liked “Lud the Dud” as
Ed Donahoe (Washington Teamster editor) dubbed him. He had progressive ideas, but just did
not fit the Republican version of good government.

RALPH MUNRO (R, 1981-) Best known for hisbagpipes and kilts. Asgood aqualification as
severa whom came before. Every political generation threatens to abolish the office of the
secretary of state. With unemployed ex-legislators looking for work, why do away with this
office, which I've always regarded as early retirement with a larger than normal retirement
check? At least an unemployed legislator could find “employment.” After all, itisan honorable
station from which to make trade mission tripsto your favorite country. Good luck, Ralph, you
aready hold the longevity record as secretary of state!

BELLE REEVES (D-12, House, 1933-1939 and D, 1938-1940) Very personable and very
strong, she aspired to greatness. | used to wonder why someone so vital, popular, and imaginative
would quit the House for early retirement as secretary of state. At least her heirs can brag that
Belleis, and was, the only woman secretary of state, and the second woman to hold statewide
office, the first being Josephine Preston who was Superintendent of Public Instruction from
1913 to 1929.

TREASURERS

OTTO CASE (D, 1933-1937 and 1941-1945) A powerful voice for old age pensions. Otto
asked little for himself and there was no meeting too small, or too far, for Otto Caseto attend if
it had to do with pensions. | never knew him, but | went to meetings in the late 1930s at which
he spoke. |, being a young Republican, disagreed with everything he advocated, but | was
impressed by his dedication.

CHARLESMAYBURY (R, 1953-1957) It seemed to me Charlie was in politics forever. He
was, from 1913, a solid Republican who, as a politician, was very good, serving as chief clerk
of the House (1913-1927), director of Licenses under Governor Hartley, and state treasurer. In
histime, there werefew hugeissues, and Republican politicsreally wasintramural skirmishing.
Charlie always seemed to be on thewinning side. And, of course, as chief clerk he could aways
claim neutrality. He always had agood reputation for keeping hisword. | knew him through my
father, and when | was aboy, Charlieand | tried to learn golf together. I’ d hit wild shots rather
consistently and he always helped mefind the ball. Charlie must have been well over retirement
when he had his last hurrah, becoming state treasurer while | was still GOP county chairman.
Naturally, | worked hard for hisnomination and election. He was agreeable, and had areverence
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for government, particularly state government.
BOB O’'BRIEN (D, 1965-1985) was a solid, old-school Democrat politician. | liked him, and

| never understood why the purist segment of the party was critical. After al, he hired good
people, and he escaped scandal-free. A good twenty years, I’ d say!

AUDITORS

BOB GRAHAM (D, 1965-1989) operated avery user-friendly, businesslike office. | regarded
him so highly that hewasto serve as executor of my estate—if any—and to serve without bond!
The Grahams had several children. Once, after an election year speech in which he mentioned
his fine family, he was approached by an elderly lady inquiring if he was Catholic. “No, just a
passionate Presbyterian,” he answered, proving auditors have life in perspective.

CLIFFYELLE (D, 1933-1965) After Cliff retired, it occurred to me one day that maybe heran
eight times just to break the record of his predecessor who ran successfully seven times—
there's a bit of trivia. He served with Governors Martin, Langlie, Wallgren, Langlie again,
Rosdllini and Evans. | knew Cliff dightly, and viewed him as a competent public servant with
tremendous responsibility and very low pay.

ATTORNEYS GENERAL

DON EASTVOLD (R, 1953-1957) was better suited to a kingship. He was so ambitious he
could not wait to mature. He was agoer. | shall aways remember his outstanding speech at the
1952 Republican convention. He was born to turn any circumstance to his advantage. After the
war, it was not uncommon for state legislatures to vote bonuses to returning service men and
women. Eastvold claimed residence, | believe, in Minnesota and Washington, allegedly taking
abonus from each state. Thiswas an issue in his 1952 campaign, which coincided with attacks
on Richard Nixon and his famous “Checkers’ speech. Well, Don talked his way out of the
evidence, and won the Attorney General race. Don had great talent politically, but, later as a
real estate promoter, hewasin aclasswith P. T. Barnum.

Two mutual friends, Dr. Glen Deer and Max Mondschein had loaned Don money to help
him put together a real estate deal in Mexico, and after hounding Don for repayment with no
results, they went South to get repaid. When they returned, | asked them if they accomplished
their mission. With modest embarrassment, they said that not only did they fail to collect, but
they gave him an additional loan! What talent!

KEN EIKENBERRY (R, 1971-1977) Always leaning to the conservative side, he was really
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out of tune with the societal needs of the state and, as time went on, he showed not only amean
streak but also an overwhelming cynicism.

Asan example, after hislossto Sommers, he soon surfaced as GOP state chairman, during
which time he published a Republican manual, which stated that: “Winning el ections was how
the public perceived acandidate, not who or what the candidate really was.” That ideamade me
take another ook at Ken, and thereafter hisactionsfit hiscynical view of voter stupidity. After
losing the governor’ srace to Mike Lowry—probably Ken was the only one Mike could beat—
Ken returned to a step-up or step-down to the state chairmanship. Democrats hope he will
forever be GOP state chairman.

CHRISTINE GREGOIRE (D, 1993-) has not been in office long enough for me to have an
opinion as to her ability. She runs a good office, and my guess is she will rank along with
predecessors Tanner, Dunbar, Troy, and O’ Connell. | was surprised at how stubborn sheis, and
once she decides on a course, there is no way to continue dialogue.

JOHN J. O'CONNELL (D, 1957-1969) In my opinion, the best attorney general since Smith
Troy. Neither one had a mean streak, which, in an AG, is a critical asset. When one had the
power vested in the attorney generdl, it is easy to make a case even when evidence isimperfect,
which really can be atool known as harassment. |, perhaps, have undue admiration for fairness
by public officials. Willful harassment is not uncommon in many societies and we are getting
therefast. If John could figure out away to seejustice done without costing the alleged offender
undue expense and hardship, he would work toward that end. A good attitude in a good man.

SMITH TROY (D, 1940-1953) holds the longevity record as attorney general—twelve years
and nine months. A regular guy, small, well groomed, a natural politician, he was a product of
Olympiaand equally at home in the Elks Club, the Democratic Party and in hisrole as attorney
general/prosecutor. It seemed to methat he, of al attorneys general, best took thejob in stride.
His tenure overlapped World War Il and the postwar years when un-American activities
committeesweretheragewith the Legidature, tinkering with people’ slivesand raising questions
of constitutionality. He was busy, but never overwhelmed. Extremely likable.

SUPERINTENDENTS OF PUBLIC INSTRUCTION

LLOYD ANDREWS(R-5, Senate, 1953-1957 and NP, 1957-1961) Thefirst of the new “ Arrow
Collar-ad Republicans” was a good speaker, personable in an impersonal way, and a fairly
good listener. | barely knew him, but | liked him right off. | think he was not well suited to the
SPI job, perhaps too often eyeing the 1960 governor’s race as his goal.

JUDITH BILLINGS (NP, 1985-1997) had my support in her first election in 1984. | believe
Senator “Tub” Hansen was the only other senator to support her from April to the November
election. | regret this as much as any political support | ever gave. | soon grew disenchanted.
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Her performance was not what was promised. After her election, shefulfilled the constitutional
requirement that there be a Superintendent of Public Instruction. My question, “What happened
between 1985 and 1996 to the promise of upgrading and streamlining the department?’ Like
Governor Gardner, she treated both friend and foe alike and not appropriately.

BUSTER BROUILLET (D-25, House, 1957-1972 and NP, 1973-1985) | have atendency to
look with favor on statewide elected officials who have had | egidlative experience. They bring
to their higher office a certain subtle sympathy with the legislator’s problems, and, even more
importantly, the veteran legislatorsfeel rapport with an ex-member. | felt Buster wasableto use
hisformer legislative membership to his and our advantage. There was no austerity about him,
and he was always welcome in mogt, if not al, legislators' offices.

He mostly was able to make a reasonable case for more K-12 funding. Teachers' salaries
did not keep pace with inflation or other jobs requiring considerable and continuing education.
Buster made a case for protecting public education from the public funding of private schools.
Over dl, certainly a cut above ajourneyman SPI.

LOUIS BRUNO (NP, 1961-1973) | met Mr. Bruno a few times, but never knew anything
about hisadministration. Must have been okay, since he wasthere twelve years, and was never
indicted.

JOSEPHINE PRESTON (R, 1913-1929) took her job seriously, and as the first woman
statewide elected official, she worked hard for very little money. No one has ever held the
position longer—sixteen years. She was SPl when | wasin grade school at Valley, Washington
1918 to 1924. Although travel conditions were hard, she came to the Colville Valley visiting
schools, meeting with teachers and parents. We rarely saw any really important public figures,
so peoplerealy turned out for her. My father was a school board member, and when | met her
| was really impressed. She was always trying to get new schoolbooks. Some of ours were
published before 1900, so we were realy ignorant of what happened up to, and including,
World War I.

N.D.SHOWALTER (R, 1929-1937) A dignified old-school typewho had to operate on literally
no money because the state was near bankruptcy during most of histenure.

PEARL WANAMAKER (D, House, 1929-1931 and 1933-1937, and Senate, 1937-1940; NP,
1941-1957) scintillated perpetually. If she had down time, it never showed in her public life. |
rate her as one of the three best Superintendents of Public Instruction in my lifetime, the other
two being Noah Showalter and Buster Brouillet. Possibly the most vigorous pursuer of K-12
improvement of all our SPIs, her personality was not only full of goodwill, but she had character.
Having been alegidator, she understood all a legislator has is ego. Absolutely tireless, filled
with a“can do” spirit, she seemed to be everywhere at the same time. She served as SPI during
the war years—1941 to 1945—during which time education was in second place to the war
effort. But, once the war was over, she came on strong. Mon Wallgren, as governor from 1945
to 1949, helped Pearl, although somewhat passively. When Republican Arthur Langlie served
as Governor for his second and third terms, hisideas and Pearl’ s often did not mesh. She had a
hard time because Langlie was one stubborn man, and she often had a Republican House, or
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Senate, or both, with which to work. | mostly felt she was right, and she did crowd Langlie to
support modest salary increases for teachers, as well as a substantial building program. She
worked well with an assortment of groups. We could use her attitude and energy now.

ComMmMIssioNERS OF PusLic LANDS

JENNIFER BELCHER (D-22, House, 1983-1993, and D, 1993-) After her election, themedia
and Republicans charged incompetence. She has been under attack from within and without.
She has done well in being fair to everyone, and if the state auditor finds no serious problems,
that is good enough for me. She was a strong legislator who was hard to move from a position,
but not unreasonable. Temperamentally suited to politics, | was not surprised when she won
election as Commissioner of Public Lands. She was born to win! I’ ve always admired people
who can take heat without flinching. Jennifer is such a person. Sheis crisp, likable, and well
suited to public administration.

BRIAN BOYLE (R, 1981-1993) was elected on the tattered, age-old idea: “It’s time for a
change.” He came into office with great promise and he did a workmanlike job. He had two
able assistants, but the inherited bureaucracy slowed his good intentions. Progress at the top
was adequate, but it was sort of like a racing boat dragging a sea anchor. | liked Brian as a
public official, and he should be rated higher than is the perception of the job he did.

BERT COLE (D, 1957-1981) How he managed to hold onto the toughest job in state government
for twenty-four yearsisaminor miracleinitself. Hewasin office about the time the environment
became anissue. In managing the state lands, he, like others before and since, wastorn between
preserving the natural state of things and schools' need for more money. The state was growing
faster than trees were growing, and faster than public land’ s income. Bert did his best, which
was very good, but after twenty-four years his number was up, and out he went. Chargeit to the
will of the voters urged on by Republicans and the media.

JACK TAYLOR (D, 1941-1945 and 1949-1953) In the 1930s, he ran successfully for King
County commissioner as “Progressive Jack Taylor.” | never realy knew Jack until | became a
Democrat in 1964. The ultra-purist Democrats never welcomed me, but Jack Taylor acted asiif
“better late than never.” Having the support of someone with his Democrat credentials must
haveinfluenced other Democratsto accept me. I’ ve always appreciated hiswarmth and goodwill.

As commissioner of public lands, he followed tradition in administering management of
our huge public-lands ownership. It is one of those jobs where the better your performance, the
greater public expectations are for the future. | believe it is perhaps the hardest job in state
government.
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| NSURANCE COMMISSIONERS

DICK MARQUARDT (R, 1977-1993 and R-45, Senate, 1967-1970) Although | knew alittle
about all of Dick’s predecessors, heisthe only onel really knew. He beat Mike Gallagher in a
Senate race in 1967, which | was sorry about at the time. But Dick became a steadfast ally,
always accepting mefor what | was, and not worrying about whether | wasa“D” or an“R,” and
| reciprocated.

He was extremely popular in the Senate, and as insurance commissioner, in 1977-1993,
probably the most evenhanded we' ve ever had. Inevitably, he became my standard of what to
expect from the insurance commissioner’s office.

No more charming person has ever held statewide office than Dick Marquardt. He was ever
thoughtful of anyone with whom he had contact. Every official hashis/her style of management.
Dick Marguardt had competent, if not always exciting or articul ate, people. They did good staff
work, aswell as establishing good relations with both Republican and Democrat office holders.
Dick did not nitpick at them—he let them do their jobs. Criticsfelt he should be moreinvolved
in the nitty-gritty. Friends felt he wanted to free himself to look forward to the future. Among
hisinnovations, he made the officeinto aclearinghousefor citizen/consumer ideas and problems.
He established an office to act as a senior citizen liaison. Having served as a legidator, he
understood their low pay and huge egos better than anyone | know. Dick Marquardt was also
famous for his golf tournament, the annual “Fly Open,” an al-male affair. Women grumbled
and had their own tournament, “ The Double Cup.” | enjoyed the Marquardt eraalot!

DEBORAH SENN (D, 1993-) sought the insurance commissioner job with vigor and a“born
towin” drive. | did not support her for two reasons. (1) Dick Marquardt had a good staff with
whom |, asalegidlator, was able to work, and (2) | have never left an aly or friend in need. To
Deborah’s everlasting credit, during and after her election, she treated me warmly and
thoughtfully. She has done a great public service, aways mindful of the need for reasonable
insuranceratesby all insurersunder her jurisdiction. She cameto the office with little experience,
but she has shown sheisafast learner. And she has all the earmarks of a populist.
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RAY’s OBSERVATIONS

Washington’sFirst Years

| think it interesting that as late as May
14, 1889 (the date on which seventy-five state
Constitutional Convention delegates were
elected), of the seventy-five delegates, only
one was a nhative Washingtonian. The other
seventy-four were transplants from twenty-
four different states. At least eighty percent
of the men werefrom jurisdictions east of the
Rocky Mountains. There were ten from
Missouri, eight from Ohio, seven from New
York, seven from Illinois, six from Maine,
four from Kentucky, and four from
Pennsylvania. Their occupationswere twenty-
two lawyers, fifteen farmers, six physicians,
five merchants, five bankers, four stockmen,
threeteachers, four millmen and loggers, one
preacher, one surveyor, one fisherman, and
one engineer. Their average age was forty-
five.

With such diverse geography and
occupations, they produced a product that has
stood us in good stead. Of the eighty-six
amendments, few are of a revolutionary
nature, most are clarifying, restricting or
expanding what exists in the original 1889
document. | am sure these Constitutional
Convention delegates had the normal human
frailties, but they knew they were making the
rules under which they wanted to live. Their
ability to compromise is shown in the
preambleto our constitution: “We, the people
of the State of Washington, grateful to the

Supreme Ruler of the universe for our
Liberties, do ordain this Constitution.” So
easily they could have used “God” but they
carefully chose a phrase that created a big
umbrella under which they could all
comfortably fit.

Some will say, “What ashame there were
no women.” But women did not participate
in men’ swork, and men did not participatein
women’s work. The mores of the time
included hard work, entrepreneurship, and a
literal interpretation of the Old and New
Testaments. Men were expected to providefor
their families. An average housewife was
swamped from her wedding day until death.
Fiveto ten children, fixing three mealsaday,
every day, working a vegetable garden,
canning, head-to-toe upkeep of clothesfor the
family, feeding chickens, plucking and
cleaning the same, to name no more than ten
percent of her work. | actually knew aforty-
five-year-old woman who had been pregnant
nineteen times, which means she spent
fourteen years enjoying the long wait! Thirty
percent of her life was spent this way. Men
worked hard, too, but frankly my sympathies
lie with the women of that era and their role
in the Northwest.

The Parliamentary System

With full recognition of my mental and
physical limitations, | can, in al truth, say |
have only one political regret—not to have
lived under a parliamentary form of
government. To me, a parliament has severa
advantages:

1. The party platform has meaning and
is adhered to by party members;

2. Thehead of government is chosen by
amajority of parliament;

3. The citizenry knows for what it is
voting;

4. All candidates stand for election at the
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same time.

The party platform is a specific statement
of objectives, and after the parliament is
convened, and a head of government
(president, premier, or prime minister) is
selected, the voters know the goal s espoused.
During the election of members, ruleswill be
quitestrictly followed. Under aparliamentary
system, lobbyist influenceisminimal because
the strength and discipline of the party dilutes
their influence. The head of government, being
chosen by the members, putstheresponsibility
squarely on the members. They have chosen
one of their own persuasion. This process
eliminates any possibility of a split
government. Inthe United States, anybody can
declare candidacy as affiliated with a party
(no further proof is necessary), run, and be
elected—and then the votersfind out it was a
matter of convenience, with the candidate
having no morein common with the party than
a buffalo. Elected legislators increasingly
change parties shortly after election.

Inaparliamentary system, all membersare
elected. There are no holdovers. This means
the will of the votersis given full weight, by
electing everyone simultaneously. Assoon as
the electionisover, aleader ischosen to head
the government and assumes his or her
position immediately. There is no waiting
period aswe have (November to January). The
major advantage of the ruling party is their
ability to call for an election anytime,
providing it is within a specified maximum
time (in England it isfive years). Advantage
liesin that the majority party can call for an
election when they feel they are most likely
towin. Rarely doesacampaign last morethan
two months, and usually lastsonly one month.
| like it because the will of the voters is
immediately gratified.

| believe thosewho wrotethe United States
Consgtitution did not, and could not, foresee
the sorry state of direction our elected officials
have taken. In establishing the three branches

of government, the Founding Fathers had to
have believed this system would work,
otherwise they would have made it easier to
amend! But, with a President of one
persuasion and alegidlative group of another,
how can the result be anything but what we
now face. Too heavy an emphasisisgiven to
how can both sides better embarrassthe other.
Doing the peoples work islargely forgotten,
as both sides try to destroy each other. The
result, inevitably, will be athird party, which
will act as a conscience for both parties.
England’ sLiberal Party has served the people
well by keeping both parties (the Labour and
Conservative) focused on the needs of society.

L egidative Philosophy

Y ou are elected by your voters. Use your
position to do what you and your constituents
believeisbest both in the short and long term.
But thereismorethat you candothat isnotin
your job description. The prestige of your
position is not to be taken lightly by you or
those whom you represent. Help your district
by quietly using your position to get people
who want change and improvements to work
toward positive goals. It may involve other
branches of government, businessesthat want
anew project to befinalized, or whatever. Do
not take over the effort, give othersthe credit.
After dl, the benefits to you become evident
and more solid as time goes by. Y ou cannot
be totally successful in al you try to do, but
you will become known as a* helping hand.”

One day, soon after | was elected, Dick
Rhodes of Queen Anne Thriftway storecalled
asking if |1 could come by his store. There |
met Pastor Dick Denham and we soon agreed
to create a new entity to be known as Queen
Anne Helpline. We wanted to help needy
people who could not qualify for shrinking
city, county, federal, and state social
programs. We created alocal board with local
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funding (no taxpayer dollars) and one
underpaid and dedicated person to coordinate
our efforts. Fifteen years later, Queen Anne
Helpline is respected by the community and
is stronger than ever.

In February of 1979, anew study appeared
suggesting 22,000 people in Seattle were
eating fewer than seven mealsaweek! | took
this, if true, to beaserioussocietal threat. After
checking the food banks, we found they had
littleto no food withwhichto help. Sol called
on Bud Coffey of the Boeing Company, “Red”
Davis of Safeway grocery, and Pat Fahey of
Seafirst Bank for suggestions. They quickly
established a goal—to get food to the food
banks. After organizing, and with asubstantial
board of “doers’ in these eighteen years, they
have distributed food in quantities never
imagined possible. They now have their own
“modern warehouse” known as the Food
Lifeline. Both of these organizations might not
have happened so quickly had not legislators
acted, and reacted, to a community need. So
use your title to help communities be better
for your efforts. Again, do not become the
dominant factor, but rather just another
concerned citizen. And, again, do not hog the
limelight—remember if it shinestoo brightly,
your voters may see your feet of clay!

What Would You Have Done?

When Francisco Franco, the Spanish
dictator from 1939 to 1975, died, International
Telephone and Telegraph faced a very real
dilemma. Their communications holdings
were vast in Spain and the company had
prospered for the thirty-six years of Franco's
reign. Prior to hisdeath, there was speculation
as to what the successor government would
be—Ileft or right, socialist or capitalist? ITT
acted within hours of Franco’s death. They
sent several of their operatives to Madrid to
ascertain the mood of the people. These men

acted independently. Their mission was to
report back within acouple of daysasto what
direction they thought Spain would take.

One of these agents was in North Africa
at thetime. Hewas nearing eighty. Heflew to
Madrid, took ataxi to the end of amile long
line of mourners, and stood in line listening
to what people were saying. As soon as he
viewed Franco’ s body, he took a cab back to
theend of theline. For forty straight hours he
stood in line several times without arest. He
phoned his supervisor telling him therewould
be no revolution and that Juan Carlos (the
King in exile) would succeed Franco. He had
listened to people as he walked along and
concluded they actually wanted Juan Carlos,
and business as usual. The other operatives
predicted arevolution and chaos, whichwould
have been very destructive from ITT’s
standpoint.

Now, why did they arrive at opposite
conclusions? They talked to cab drivers,
bartenders, waitresses—who enjoyed being
asked, and painted a scary picture for the
benefit of the tourists. But the old man,
listening, reading the depth of the people’s
emotions, decided Spain would continue asa
stable society.

The old man knew where to go to get the
true feelings of Spain. His name was
Wellington (Duke) Rupp. He lived in
Magnolia. A legend in his time and my true
friend for nearly sixty years. He gave me my
first job as a meter reader.

The following true story is poignant,
amusing, and more importantly, a real
thought-provoker. A youngish couple bought
arun-down nursing homein our state, worked
hard, and improved the facility to such an
extent that they soon had awaiting list. Inthe
course of astateinspection, theinspector was
impressed but noticed there were four more
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patientsthan therewere beds. The explanation
seemed reasonable: four elderly men (ages
seventy-fiveand over) lived in an off-campus
house. So off went the conscientiousinspector
to add the house to his report.

He arrived on an unusua nursing home
scene. Thefour residents were playing cards,
their housekeeping was nonexistent, the
kitchen was not up to par in cleanliness. The
whole house was unkempt. But these four
guyswere the happiest of the nursing home’s
entire population. Every morning they drove
to the nursing home, worked in the laundry,
had lunch, and departed for their house to

enjoy their card game, put together a dinner
of sorts, and off to bed. The inspector, by all
standards, should have cited the owners for
many shortcomings. But as he said, “I just
could not disrupt such ahappy scene, so| gave
the facility a good report and went on my
way.”

Question: Did he do the right thing? We
all know from our own experiences that
nursing homes, at best, are poor, sterile, and
ingtitutional. Had | been the inspector, | would
hope | would have the good sense to leave a
good thing in place. What would you have
done?
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RAY’s RuLEs oF THE GAME

Rulesfor All Legidators:

. Be yourself. If you are not, fellow
legislators will soon see thereal you, and
you will have shown you are a fraud—
not a good image.

. You will learn of others strengths and
weaknessesif you listen. Meanwhile, you
have not exposed your own foibles.

. Thefewer billsyou sponsor, themoreyour
peers will notice those you do sponsor.

. When in doubt, vote no.

. Never sponsor or vote for legidlation that
isclearly unenforceable. Thisisavery safe
rule.

If you do not have a bandwagon of your
own, do not jump on any other
bandwagon. You cannot get credit, but
you can get blame, particularly in your
next election.

. Your greatest strength will come through
being atrue conservative or atrueliberal;
always with good will, never mean-
spirited.

. Cross the aisle when you can, in all
honesty. Beaconciliator. Which reminds
me of one of Lieutenant Governor

10.

11.

12.

13.

Cherberg’'s sayings, “Be kind unto thine
enemies—it drives them nuts.”

Remember in politics that everyone is a
potential ally, and equally, a potential
enemy. Today’s friend is tomorrow’s
enemy and vice versa.

Treat staff, minor legislators, and your
constituents with warmth and respect.

When you are part of an organization,
always volunteer for the job nobody
wants. An example: inthe National Guard
wewent to summer camp for fifteen days.
Volunteerswere needed for garbage detail.
A friend and | stepped forward. The next
year, volunteers were needed for the
officers’ mess. This was a prize detail,
waiting tables and eating the same food
as the officers—areal step up. Everyone
stepped forward. The captain picked my
friend and me because we had done agood
job on garbage detail. We were so dert
and politewewerethe officers choicethe
next year. This could be called the Sid
Snyder recipe for success—from elevator
operator to the most respected legislator
in my memory. Hejust kept volunteering.

Notice who isfriendly with whom. Often
this will show you a side view of a
person’s needs. Those are important
because they can help you build alliances,
etc.

Publicity-seeking legislators are, by
definition, shallow—"show horses’, not
workhorses. Some examples are Joe
McCarthy and Al Canwell. GivemeaSam
Rayburn, Jack Garner, Hugh Mitchell, or
aHelen Sommers.
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How to know a L obbyist:

. Thelobbyistisinthegameto get youto do
what isgood for him. Do not ever forget it.

. When alobbyist seriously does pro bono
work, give him or her extra points, even
if you do not like the issue.

. When you detect a lobbyist who really
feelsthat you arealesser person, givehim
or her awide berth. They will be against
you come the next election.

. Lobbyistsoften giveto both you and your
opponent. Lobbyists also know
incumbents usually win. If you and your
opponent both receive equal support, you
know the lobbyist hopes you lose but is
taking out insurance in case you win. If
they give a big contribution to your
opponent and little or nothing to your
campaign, you are now afree agent inthe
best way.

. Alobbyist who doesnot tell you thewhole
truth and nothing but the truth is a fool.
After dl, itisyouwho hasthevote, and if
the lobbyist blindsides you even once,
distance yourself fast.

. The legislator and the lobbyist are both
professionals. Keep it that way.

. Be accessible. Do not cut off a

relationship for any but the most
offensive reasons. Once you slam the
door shut, it is hard to reopen it with
dignity. By continuing arelationship, you
and thelobbyist both have abetter chance
of accomplishing your goals. Several
times, when by my standards a |obbyist
misbehaved, | put him or her in the
penalty box (as in hockey) for at least a
month or asmuch asayear. They are not

to waste their time on my deaf ear, and |
do not haveto listen. It worked inthelong
term with indifferent success, but |
awaysfelt better.

. Why lobbyists? In my memory—going

back over seventy years—I remember
when there were perhaps five lobbyists.
Now there are more than 100 times that
many. Lobbying is one of the greatest
growth businesses. To me they are both
helpful and necessary. Although | met
constantly with lobbyists, they had to
convincethe staff with whom | worked of
the legitimacy or necessity of their cause
before | came to adecision.

How to know a Staff:

. Let staffers know what you expect from

them and how you want them to relate to
members, lobbyists, and the constituents.

. Try to understand their short-and long-

range goals. If they have some issue of
real interest, encourage them to pursue it
full-bore. Do not become their
psychiatrist. Bewarm and friendly, but do
not get personaly involved at any level.
Good staffersare not by definition always
strong or without problems. When staff
comesto work they must put their persond
problems on hold until the workday is
over. You, as a legidlator, cannot afford
totry to help—you have problems of your
own. And remember, the strong—Yyou or
anybody else—cannot pull the weak up,
but the weak will pull down the strong by
sapping their strength. Most of uswant to
help, but just say no and get rid of staffers
who are not professional.

. Inhiring, beware of those with advanced

degrees. Give me someone who has the
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fundamentals and a strong and friendly
demeanor. The rest will fall into place.

In balancing astaff, you need some*“long-
termers’ (for their institutional memory)
and some who are destined to move on
after giving a good performance. | found
men and women to be of equal value.
Judgment and objectivity are the key
ingredients. You as the legislator can
furnish subjectivity and prejudice!

. Encourage staff to give you a pure bill
together with a compromise (fall back)

1

2.

3.

position. Seek their advice and
encourage them to have open dialogue
with you.

Generalizations:
Members are driven by ego.

Staff are driven by ambition.

L obbyists are driven by money.

These are the driversin making law.
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