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PREFACE

On September 25, 1985, Governor George Deukmejian signed
into law A.B. 2104 (Chapter 965 of the Statutes of 1985).
This legislation established, under the administration of
the California State Archives, a State Government Oral
History Program "to provide through the use of oral history
a continuing documentation of state policy development as
reflected in California's legislative and executive
history."

The following interview is one of a series of oral histories
undertaken for inclusion in the state program. These
interviews offer insights into the actual workings of both
the legislative and executive processes and policy
mechanisms. They also offer an increased understanding of
the men and women who create legislation and implement state
policy. Further, they provide an overview of issue
development in California state government and of how both
the legislative and executive branches of government deal
with issues and problems facing the state.

Interviewees are chosen primarily on the basis of their
contributions to and influence on the policy process of the
state of California. They include members of the
legislative and executive branches of the state government
as well as legislative staff, advocates, members of the
media, and other people who played significant roles in
specific issue areas of major and continuing importance to
California.

By authorizing the California State Archives to work
cooperatively with oral history units at California colleges
and universities to conduct interviews, this program is
structured to take advantage of the resources and expertise
in oral history available through California's several
institutionally based programs.



Participating as cooperating institutions in the State
Government Oral History Program are:

Oral History Program
History Department
California State University, Fullerton

Oral History Program
Center for California Studies
California State University, Sacramento

Oral History Program
Claremont Graduate School

Regional Oral History Office
The Bancroft Library
University of California, Berkeley

Oral History Program
University of California, Los Angeles

The establishment of the California State Archives State
Government Oral History Program marks one of the most
significant commitments made by any state toward the
preservation and documentation of its governmental history.
It supplements the often fragmentary historical written
record by adding an organized primary source, enriching the
historical information available on given topics and
allowing for more thorough historical analysis. As such,
the program, through the preservation and publication of
interviews such as the one which follows, will be of lasting
value to current and future generations of scholars,
citizens, and leaders.

John F. Burns
State Archivist

July 27, 1988

This interview is printed on acid-free paper.
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Biographical Summary

Carl A. Britschgi was born on January 24, 1912, in Menlo Park,
California. He attended St. Joseph's in Menlo Park, Redwood City
Elementary School, Sequoia High School, and the University of Santa
Clara, where he received a degree in business administration. He was
the manager of a creamery in Redwood City, where he also served on the
city Parks and Recreation Department and as a city councilman from
1942-1956.

A member of the Republican party, Mr. Britschgi served as state
assemblyman from 1956-1970 and was on the state Unemployment Insurance
Appeals Board from 1970-1978. He has been president of the Redwood
City Lion's Club, and a member of Native Sons of the Golden West, Elks
Club, Foresters of America, and the Cancer Society.
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[Session 1, March 22, 1988]

[Begin Tape 1, Side Al

I. FAMILY BACKGROUND

HICKE:

BRITSCHGI:

HICKE:

Schools in Menlo Park and Redwood City; University of

Santa Clara

Well, maybe we can just start this morning, Mr.
Britschgi, with a little bit of your background. Could
you tell me when and where you were born and something
about your parents, please?
Yes. I was born in Menlo Park, January 24, 1912, My
father and mother were dairying, ranching down the
peninsula in those days. They ended up with five
children., I was the last. My schooling consisted of
attending St. Joseph's Grammar School in Menlo Park, a
Catholic school, for four years. Then the Redwood City
School System started a bus pickup for youngsters in
Redwood City schools, and it came right by the ranch. So
instead of walking two miles to school every day, my
brother and I transferred. We were the last ones in
grammay  school. We transferred to the Redwood City
School District, and I graduated from Redwood City. At
that time [it] was called the Intermediate School in
Redwood City.

Then, I attended Sequoia High School. I took up
athletics as a hobby, and did very well with it.
Track, was it?
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HICKE:

Football, basketball, and baseball. I received a
scholarship to Santa Clara University, where I
participated in all three of the sports. I graduated
from the university with a bachelor's [degree] in
business.

You were interested in going into your family business?
Well, not particularly. I majored in importing and
exporting, and I was going to be a great importer. I
thought that was great. And I took accounting as my
secondary measure.

After graduating, I played football for the Olympic
Club in San Francisco. The purpose of that was to get a
job in San Francisco with all the big businessmen; they
knew how to do all this. All the good football players
played football for a year or two for the Olympic Club in
San Francisco. And we played Stanford [University] and
Cal [University of California, Berkeleyl, and it was a
first—-class football league. The only problem I ran into
wag I had a job with a company called the California
Importing and Exporting Company. I was to go to work on
Monday, but on Friday, there was a dock upheaval and a
dock shooting, and three dock workers were killed.

Was this the big waterfront strike?

This was the big waterfront strike.

[Interruption]

As a consequence of the shooting. ... Harry Bridges was
the head man of the waterfront all along the Pacific
coast. He called a strike, and it started that following
Monday. Not a ship left any port on the West Coast for
two years, in or out of San Francisco.

So much for the importing—exporting business.

That's right, because there were no airplanes in those
days in existence, and there was no way to import
anything.

I was scheduled to take a boatload of cattle to
Singapore. That was to be my first assignment. And it
never left.

That must have been a big disappointment.
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It sure was. Being in the dairy business, it would have
been right up my alley, in a way, to handle the cattle
aboard ship. Although I was never a seaman,
nevertheless, I had that experience. So then I had to go
back and work on the dairy ranch with my brothers. 1In
the meantime, I had gotten married.

T have to tell you a funny little story. This is
kind of cute. I graduated in June, then got married in
August.

This is 19347 ’

Nineteen thirty—four. I got married in August. They
said, "Well, there's a possibility that you might be able
to go to work for a Fireman's Fund Insurance Company."
So I applied at the Fireman's Fund Insurance Company.
Now you can imagine how times have changed when I tell
you this little story. I go to the personnel department,
and there was a rather elderly lady in there as the head
of the personnel. She gave me a form to fill out, and of
course, I signed on there, "married." Now at this date,
I'm twenty~two years old, see.

She takes a loock at me and she says, "Is this
correct, you're married?" I said, "Yes, I am." She
said, "We won't take anybody that's married twenty—-two
years young. No way." She tore the thing up and that
was the end of my interview, but I'll tell you a little
bit later about how I got even with Fireman's Fund.
[Laughter] This will be kind of cute.

Family Dairy Business

So I went back and worked at the ranch. We developed the
milk business from there on. We made it larger. Because
my dad had passed away in '35, and then we~—I had three
other brothers—we developed a pretty good business.

Was it in the western part of the county?

Well, we had a. ... No, it was right in Menlo Park.
Believe it or not, right next to the Flood Estate, where
we developed it. Then we transferred our herd down to
St. Joseph's College in Los Altos, in the hills there.



From there, we transferred it over to Manteca, where we
built a huge herd. We were milking 400 head of cattle.
So we had a very big operation, and we hauled our milk
back and forth in tank trucks.

So much for that part of it, and my education.
While I was back in Redwood City working for the family,
they needed some help at Sequoia High School. In fact, I
coached one year at Sequoia High School, because
everybody went into the war. The soph~frosh football
team didn't have any coach, so I donated my time for a
year as a football coach with these youngsters. I gave
that up afterwards; they finally got a coach the next
year. I didn't have the credentials as a teacher, so I
couldn't stay there.

II. EARLY POLITICAL CAREER

BRITSCHGI:

HICKE:
BRITSCHGI:

HICKE:

Redwood City Park and Recreation Commission, 1940

Then after that, I was appointed to the Park and
Recreation Commission in Redwood City.

This was 1940, I have.

Yes, around in there. I served on there for about a year
and a half, Then, a funny incident about how things
happen: one of the city councilmen didn't like a fellow
member he had on there who was from Texas. This Texan
was quite a character. So they wanted me to run to beat
this Texan on the city council.

Well, I knew everybody in Redwood City, and [those]
whom I didn't know took milk from us and owed us money
for milk, so [Laughter] we were friendly with everybody.
So when the vote was tallied, I came in second high out
of the four who were to be elected. I beat one of the
former mayors who was running, The guy from Texas won;
he came in fourth. [Laughter] So that got me started on
the city council.

Well, let me back up just a minute. How did you get
interested in the Park and Rec?
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Well, I was an athlete, so it was hand in glove.

And somebody just knew you . . .

And asked me if I'd be interested in serving on there.
So I was appointed by the city council.

City Council, 1942

So then you were drafted to run for the city council.
Yes, basically that's what happened. But the trouble
was, I beat the wrong guy. [Laughter]

After that, why, I was elected to serve sixteen
years on there. I only served fourteen, because at the
end I ran for the assembly, and picked that up. So I
really served fourteen out of the sixteen years on there,
on the city council. I got to know a lot of people. I
was involved in everything; you joined the Elks Club and
you joined the Lions Club and you joined the Native Sons
and you joined this and you joined that. I just got
around, got to know everybody. I was involved in a lot
of things.

I played softball around the area there in a semi-
professional baseball league. So I was well known on the
peninsula for playing football and everything else. I
did very well in playing football down at Santa Clara. I
was real happy with that. I was kind of a country boy,
hometown-kid—-makes—~good type, you know? So that's how I
really got started in politics,

Well, how many people were on the city council?

Seven.

Did you sort of hone your political skills at that point,
negotiating? Was there any big issue?

The biggest mistake ever made in my life. I was on the
city council, and Earl Warren was the governor at that
point. I get a phone call from him. My nickname is Ike,
incidentally. I was known by Ike more than I was ever
known by Carl.

So he called me up on the phone and he said. . . .
our supervisor from the district had passed away, and the
governor had to make an appointment. He called me up and



wanted to know if I wanted to be supervisor. I said,
"Oh, heck, I've only been on the city council two years
and T don't know enough about all this stuff. Why don't
you appoint [William] Bill Werder? He's been on there
two more years prior to my being on there, and he would
probably be better qualified." So he appoints Bill
Werder to the board of supervisors instead of myself.
[Laughter] Which was perfectly fine.

So that's how Bill got on the board of supervisors,
and I stayed on the city council.

Election to State Assembly

BRITSCHGI: [Richard] Dolwig was the assemblyman, at that point. We
had a senator—~—I'm trying to think; I forget what his
name was-—he had been on there for twenty—eight years or
so as a senator from the San Mateo County.

HICKE: I can look that up.1

BRITSCHGI: I've forgotten what his name was. Well, Dolwig got tired
of being an assemblyman, because he was on there about
fourteen years also before I came around. So he
challenged this fellow. in the election. The other
fellow withdrew, because he said he'd been on there long
enough, and he wasn't interested in it any more. Dolwig
got that job, and that left the assembly open.

A lot of the city councilmen put their names in for
the candidate for assembly. Well, I was a Republican at
that point. So we had to go before the Republican
[County] Central Committee, and they finally endorsed me
above the other city council people who were interested
in it.

HICKE: Who was on the Central Committee, do you recall?

BRITSCHGI: Oh, they had a whole lot of them. They were a large
group. It was for the whole county; it was countywide.
The most important one that was on that was Lucile

1. State Senator Harry L. Parkman, Twenty-First District.
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Hosmer, but she's now dead. She was from San Carlos.
Lucile Hosmer, she was Miss Republican. Whatever Lucile
said was it. And she kind of liked me, so I won the
endorsement from them. After that, it was a cinch,
because it was such a Republican district it wasn't even
funny. You only had to have "Republican" after your
name. But I sure was surprised when I ran for that job,
because I had a tremendous amount of good friends in
Redwood City who I didn't even know were Democrats, and
they just turned away from me like I was ice water.
[Laughter] It's amazing. Politices is a funny game; it's
a funny game. Some of my best friends turned away and
went for the opponent. And he didn't have a chance of
winning.

Who was your opponent?

The first man was a fellow by the name of Alan Baldwin,
and he was a schoolteacher in the Redwood City school
system. I'll give you a little hint about him. TI'll
tell you why he didn't win: because he had a slogan,
"Baldwin is a Pippin." Baldwin was an apple, and a
Pippin apple is not a Baldwin apple. A Baldwin apple is
altogether different from a Pippin apple. [Laughter] I
think if you just stop to think about it, it shows you
what a candidate. ... And hewas far out, really an
out—in-left~field kind of a schoolteacher. It was just a
cinch to get elected, I couldn't miss.

Golly sakes, I had Hillsborough, part of Burlingame,
all of San Mateo, all of Belmont, all of San Carlos,
Redwood City, Atherton, Woodside, Portola Valley, how
could I lose? Menlo Park, and of course I had East Palo
Alto, too. Then I had Half Moon Bay and Pescadero and
San Gregorio over on the other side of the mountains.
That was my district. It was probably 80 percent
Republican, I'd assume, at that time. I still had some
good Democrat friends that always voted for me.

But there was cross—~filing at that time, wasn't there?
Started, first time, yes. I almost won on the Democrat
gide, too, because I cross—filed on that first time up.
Then after that, we had a big fight in the legislature,
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and they took it out two years later. I guess it was the
second year. The second election I had.

Fif ty—-nine.

Yes. I think thatwas it. I think it was '61. It was
during that time we took it out. The reason they took it
out is, when I first went to the legislature, we had
fifty-six Republicans, out of the eighty. So the
Republicans did as they darned pleased. But when
[Governor Edmund G.] Pat Brown [Sr.] came in with the
landslide, one man, one vote deal, why, things kind of
changed. We were the minority; we had about twenty—five.
I think we were down as low as twenty—three at one point,
Republicans. The rest of them were all Democrats, And
then they changed all these various laws.
Reapportionment.

The whole works, everything., Nothing you can do about
it. You can sit there and twiddle your thumbs, and that
was the extent of it. We used to scream and holler and
stomp arcund; it didn't do you a bit of good. No way.

Mayor of Redwood City, 1950-52; Formation of Sequoia
Hospital District

Well, let me just back up to one thing that we missed.
You were mayor of Redwood City in 1950 to '52.

Yes, one term.

Was there anything significant? I know you were
instrumental in founding the Sequoia Hospital.

Sequoia Hospital, I worked on that. They appointed me as
a council member on that. I'm really proud; I think we
did a marvelous job. We met every Tuesday night for
almost two years before we laid that out before the
public to vote on it. It encompassed more than Redwood
City; it took in the entire Sequoia High School boundary
districts, which included East Palo Alto, Menlo Park,
Woodside, and part of San Carlos and Belmont. And
Redwood City, of course. Atherton. We put that up for
election. It was such a good thing that we won that
election 11 to 1. That was the opposition.
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Was it bonds? 1Is that what you're talking about, bonds?
Yes. We had to have the bond approval. When we built
that hospital, we built it for $2,500 per room, when we
put the original hospital up.

That's probably what it costs to stay there per night
now. [Laughter]

That's just about right, absolutely scary. I've always
been proud of that hospital. I kind of watch it every
once in a while, but I think what has happened to Sequoia
Hospital at the present time is that it's sort of an

of fshoot now to Stanford. They use Sequoia as sort of a
prep ground for what happens to you when you go into
Stanford Hospital. All the doctors that work out of
Stanford work out of Sequoia. They're basically
involved, I think, mostly in heart—specialist types.

Too many specialists came in. You know, the reason
that we got interested in the hospital in the first place
was because everybody went in to the service. We had
three doctors in Redwood City. Right down to nothing.
Doctors just weren't around. There were none.

So we started the hospital up, and before we knew
it, I think there's over 400 doctors operating out of
Sequoia Hospital now at the present time. It's quite a
difference. Yes, they've done some wonderful things at
Sequoia. I'm not a bit ashamed of Sequoia Hospital. But
now it's being operated by doctors. We did not allow a
doctor to be on the board of directors. But now the
doctors have infiltrated onto that. I think they have
too many doctors on there.

Last night, they were arguing about putting up, I
don't know whether it was an outpatient or whether it was
some parking or some darn thing down there, and Dr.
[Herman] Pepper was the only one who seems to be putting
any of the opposition to what the new doctors are wanting
to do there. It's mostly a doctors—oriented place right
now, and I think that's where some people kind of resent
it just a little bit. Our original board of directors
were all lay people. Then we had a good board, a good
director running the hospital, Max Greffin. He was tops.
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I believe he's dead at the present time. He was an
excellent operator, in my opinion. A marvelous job
there, a marvelous job. So I'm happy.

And then Burlingame was so interested in what we
did; their Burlingame Peninsula Hospital is a carbon copy
of ours, down to the same district—procedure type. We
were the second hospital in the state of California under
this district plan. It was a new law enacted by the
legislature, and it allowed us to encompass this district
into the school boundary. We had to make our base
broader for tax purposes.
It was called a hospital district, or something like
that?
Yes. That's how it started.
And that was where the vote was to be for the bonds,
that's the purpose of it?
Yes. Because Redwood City was too small, and couldn't
support a hospital in itself and building it, you know.
I've forgotten what our bond issue was, but it wasn't too
much. I think we started with 200 beds. If it was
$500,000 I think it was big at that time. Of course, now
it's nothing; $500,000 isn't anything. I know that they
just put in a radiation room down there that cost almost
a million dollars, just for that lead room. Costs are
just unbelievable in the hospitals; it's terrible, So I
was happy to participate in that. That brings you back
to where you were.
Right. And I also have a note that you were awarded the
Meritorious Citation from the Veterans of Foreign Wars?
Oh, yes. I always got along real well with them, my
veterans. Because I was never a veteran, and I always
tried to do as best I could for them.
That was for helping the veterans?
Helping the veterans on their way along. It was nothing
outstanding.
And you were also interested in lower taxes; I think that
was one of your issues.
[Laughter] We all did that in those days. Everybody
tried to cut down taxes. I was interested in your
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article there.1

still is——an unusual area. San Mateo County doesn't have
the problems that most of the other areas have. I guess
it's because of the affluent nature of the people there.
Some of the minorities are now starting to come in
there, but in prior years, in the fifties, we never had
basically much in the way of minorities. East Palo Alto
was a little bit, but then the minorities flocked into
there, and they all seemed to congregate right there and
stay there. But we never had any of these crazy problems

San Mateo County was an unusual-—it

that you hear about today.

ITI. STATE ASSEMBLYMAN: 1957-1970

BRITSCHGI:

HICKE:
BRITSCHGI:

HICKE:
BRITSCHGI:

1.

Education Committee; Textbooks for the Blind

And T always thought, well, what am I doing up here as a
legislator? Really, what my big hue and cry was that I
was going to go up there to help education.

And you did, I think.

Well, we tried, I'll tell you, we tried. And that was
the most frustrating thing I ever tried to do in my life.
I got myself appointed on the Education Committee,
because you had to make requests for the various
committees, and if you were in good stead with the
speaker, you might get your committees and you might not.
But I was fortunate enough. I was interested in
agriculture; of course I got on that. And I was
interested in tax, I got on the Rev [Revenue] and Tax
Committee. I got good committees to start with. I got
on this Education Committee, and out of the 2000 bills
that came up before the legislature, 500 of them
pertained to education.

Is this your first session you're talking about?

Yes, first session.

See following page.
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You certainly had your work cut out for you, didn't you?
Oh, it was just awful. You know, we used to meet at
least five days a week. This is being recorded so I have
to be careful. These very nice legislators of today,
they didn't do the work that we did.

Well, that's because the staff has increased so much.
It's terrible. If you want to argue about staff, I can
argue very much against staff,

Oh, is that right?

Very much so.

Anyhow, we had these 500 bills, and that took up
most of my time. We met twice a week on that committee.
We'd meet like three o'clock in the afternoon until six,
and then come back at seven or eight and sit there until
twelve o'clock at night. We always tried to quit at
twelve, working on those bills, trying to handle the
bills. And you know what was most irritating? It never
did a thing for the kids.

It was all for teachers, or whatever?

University of California was first. When I went to the
legislature, the University of California was almighty.
You don't cross them; you just did everything that they
wanted. And they had the in to the legislators, how I
don't know, but they had it. They got all their required
money that they wanted. Then we had the state colleges,
and they were little peons. The university would fight
every dime that the state colleges wanted, because it
should go to the university. Then we had the junior
colleges, as they were called in those days. Now it's
the community college, but then it was the junior
college. They had to fight for theirs.

Then you came into the secondary educational group.
Then you came into the elementary, and then you came into
the districts. By the time you got through, then you got
down to the PTA [Parent Teacher Association] and the CTA
[California Teachers Association], and there were eight
different groups all fighting for money, and nothing ever
went to the kids. I tell you, I was so frustrated I
finally gave it up. I threw up my hands and said, "To
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heck with this. I don't want any more of it." I
couldn't take it any more. I think I served on there six
years, or something like that., Just could not accomplish
what we wanted.

Was anybody else on the committee interested in the same
things you were?

Oh, yes. See, the problem that we had and the problem in
that legislative process and why we had the 500 different
bills is that every little community had a school
district. We had at that time, I believe it was almost
6,000 school districts in the state of California. Now
you see, every one qualifies for something under a
different denomination type of thing.

Well, I'll give you an example. City and County of
San Francisco is the only city and county complete in the
state of California, So every bill had to be written
especially for the City and County of San Francisco. You
couldn't just say a school district of 400,000 people,
because some of that was in the county and some was in
the city, but in San Francisco it was city and the
county, all in one, contiguous.

Then we had all these crazy school districts that
people wanted to start up, and didn't know why they had
them, for various reasons. I would assume we had
probably sixty or seventy school districts in San Mateo
County. I think you've still got about thirty of them in
there. We tried to cut them; at one point I think we cut
them in half., Now, whether they're growing up or
depleting or merging together the way they were supposed
to, I don't know. I've never kept upwithit. After a
while I gave it up. But it was so frustrating.

You had special school districts from Mono County or
you had a special district for Alpine County, which was a
county of 125 people when I first went into the
legislature. Then you come into school districts that
had over 200,000, so you wrote special legislation for
that. Then as soon as that worked out pretty good,
another school district said, "Hey, we'd like to have
that." Then you had to come back the next year and write



HICKE:
BRITSCHGI:
HICKE:
BRITSCHGI:

HICKE:

BRITSCHGI:

14

another piece of legislation to include that into that
particular district, so they could have reading, writing,
arithmetic, and maybe aid for the blind, which I did. I
had some good legislation. I did participate a lot in
aid to the blind.

As a matter of fact, if I remember correctly, I
carried the major bills on creating textbooks for the
blind. They never had them. They didn't have any
textbooks for the blind. 1It's hard to realize these
things, but there were no textbooks for the blind. And
we allowed school money for that.

But then of course, I had a limit too; I had omne
little district. I think it was in south of Redwood
City. It was in the Redwood City School District. It
was down at Hoover School where we first got involved in
that. I went down there and these little blind
youngsters were there. The teacher said, "Well, we don't
have any books to teach these kids." So I had to put in
a bill to allow the school district to spend money to
purchase Braille books for the youngsters. And of course
they weren't even making the things at that point.
That's incredible.

Yes.

Where did you go for them?

Well, they finally. ... I think they went back East and
found somebody was making Braille books. They finally
got some Braille books for the blind, for those little
kids to be able to get an education out of it. So that
was one thing., But that was so frustrating, in trying to
solve those problems for the schools.

Were there so many little school districts because
everybody wanted control?

Yes, that's what it was. The school board figured they
could kind of control their areas to do what they wanted
and so forth and so on. It was interesting but so
frustrating, So really, the major legislation I had in
San Mateo County, and all three of us carried (we had two
assemblymen and one senator, Dick Dolwig, and a fellow by
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the name of [Assemblyman Louis] Lou Francis and myself)
laws basically pertaining to the schools.

We always met before we went into the general

session of the year. The three of us met with the school
people, and they would give us their problems. If it was
something that was a legal problem, Dolwig would handle
it on the senate side and Lou Francis on the assembly
side, because they were both attorneys. Then I carried
some of the other things that didn't require legal
expertise. That's how we split it up. But really San
Mateo County's only problem was education at that point.
I have a feeling I have a lot to thank you for, for my
children's education.
Well, we tried. I think we tried. Everybody seemed to
be happy with us; we didn't have any great opposition in
any way. Nobody was mad at us because we weren't doing
our job. I think the three of us represented San Mateo
County very well.

Transportation; Legislative Representation Committee

And then our next big step was transportation.

[End Tape 1 Side Al

[Begin Tape 1 Side B]
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That was the next problem we had in San Mateo County, and
we really worked hard. We spent a lot of time. The
thing that we created in San Mateo County, and every time
I drive on it I'm so happy, was the Junipero Serra
Freeway: [Highway] 280. That was to me a major
accomplishment in San Mateo County. People may not think
so, but thank heavens we have it. You wouldn't get
anywhere if we didn't have that.

And it's one of the more beautiful drives you can take.
Yes. Later on, I carried legislation te connect, in
Redwood City, the Bayshore Freeway with 280, on Woodside
Road. That took a lot of special legislation. We got
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that going; that helped that situatiom. And I got
involved with the Highway, oh the one that goes over to
Half Moon Bay, I've forgotten the number of it.

Higlway 92.

Whatever it is. We only got it over to E1 Camino, later
to the Bayshore completely as a freeway. They just
finished work a couple of years ago. But we started that
mess. We finally got that going over there. But we
never could get enough money to go over to Half Moon Bay.
There was always an objection to building a decent road
over to Half Moon Bay, and that road is just a mess, a
complete mess. Going over the top of the hill from the
lakes, I'm speaking of, from 280 across the lakes over
the top of the hill, That's terrible. People didn't
want it done. There was objection to it. They felt
they'd develop too fast, and those people were farmers
and they didn't basically care too much for it.

I think there's a different attitude at the present
time, but it's too late now.

Did you have to deal with the Senate Transportation
Committee on these matters?

Oh, yes. Yes. But I had a cinch on that, because my
first wife~—this is my second wife here——my first wife
was a very good friend of Senator Randolph Collier, and
anything that I wanted and got over to the senate never
had a problem with Senator Collier. Because our wives
were very close friends. And I can tell you just the
difference of opinions.

Her name was Aida Collier, and my wife's name was
Violet, and the two of them were buddy-buddies. They
always ran around together, and they used to go antiquing
and all this kind of stuff. They didn't have anything to
do, because they were living up here.

One day the two of them were coming out of the
Senator Hotel, and Mrs. Hosmer, "Mrs. Republican from San
Mateo County," bumped into my wife. My wife introduced
her to Mrs. Collier, and it was a very icy situation
because at that point Randy Collier, who was a
Republican, changed to a Democrat.
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Well, after the whole procedure was all over, why
she gets hold of my wife and says to her, '"Wiolet, it is
absolutely ridiculous for you to be seen with Mrs.
Collier. You're hurting your husband; you're not doing
anyone a bit of good by being seen with Mrs. Collier.,"
Now can you imagine me taking a bill over to Randy, if he
knew that I said that Violet couldn't be friends with
Mrs, Collier? 1In those days, your friends helped you.
And that's why I was. . .. I'm going to say, I was kind
of successful in the legislature. I never had any
problems, because I was friendly and had friends, And
it's the friends that helped you. If you had a bill and
you wanted it, no problems whatsoever.

Can you give me some specific examples? Who else did you
deal with closely?

Oh, the chairman of the Government Committee. I can't
tell you his name right now, because it won't come to me.
I can look that up.

There's a highway named 680; it's named after him hal fway
down here. As a matter of fact, I was closer to all the
senators than I was to the assemblymen.

Really?

Yes. All of them were good friends of mine. I was
accepted in the senate more than I was in the assembly.
0dd. And there's some other reasons for it, but I had no
problems with my legislation over on the senate side.
Nothing. So transportation was a cinch for me to get
things by on the senate, because I had a real good friend
there. I've forgotten what the heck this man's name was.
He's still alive, too. He's from Benicia. He was a
newspaper man from down in Benicia.

Okay, let's see. You chaired the Legislative
Representation.

Oh, yes. That wasn't much of a committee in those days.
We never had problems with the lobbyists, as they are
having now. Those people donated to your campaign a
little bit, but it was nothing to what I read in the
paper, and it makes me sick. I hate to even admit that I
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was connected with the legislature, from what is going on
now.

The Local Campaign Trail; The 1964 Republican National

Convention

Now I can tell you my facts of life, First time I ran
for the legislature, in 1956, I didn't know anything
about raising money. The first time I ran for the city
council in Redwood City I spent $24! [Laughter] Twenty-
four dollars.

The last of the big spenders in the West!

Yes, $24, and I got elected to the city council of
Redwood City for $24. So now we come to the state
assembly, and the district is much bigger than Redwood
City. As I told you, it was San Mateo, Burlingame, and
so forth. So I had to run some newspaper ads in the San
Mateo Times, of course, and over in the Half Moon Bay

Review, and in the Redwood City Tribune. And also in the

Palo Alto Times, because the Tribune and the Times were
basically connected together, and they came into Menlo
Park and Atherton, so I wanted to cover them.

I needed some money, and where the heck am I going
to get this money? I had $50 of my own, and all of a
sudden people started sending me some money. I ended up,
I had $1,500. And that's what it cost me to get elected
to the legislature the first time I ran., I spent $1,500.
I thought, "Boy, that's great.,"

Now, I go to the legislature. The word of advice
that you get going to the legislature, coming in as a
freshman, is "Keep your mouth shut, keep your eyes open,
sit and listen and learn.™ 1 spent two years doing that,
because we had what we called the long session and the
short session, the budget session. We went up there in
January, I guess it was; spent a month introducing bills;
went home for a month while the Legislative Counsel went
over the bills and got them all set. Then we came back,
and I thought, "What the heck? How can I get reelected
to the legislature when I haven't really done anything?"
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I didn't carry any legislation to amount to anything the
first two years.

I went home, and every street I went down, "I hear
you're doing a marvelous job!" T kind of scratched my
head, and I was wondering, were they talking to the right
person? [Laughter]

So now the second election comes along. I'm getting
these donations from all these various places like $100
and $50 and $100 and so forth, and ended up I had $4,500.
A considerable improvement.

Yes. Now what am I going to do with the $4,500?7 I don't
need this. So I went to a central committee meeting, and
I told them that I had $4,500, and they said, "Ah hah,
that's a lot of money, and that's too much for you.

We're going to take some of that away from you, and we're
going to give it to Lou Francis on the north end, who is
not getting as much money as you are getting, and he
needs it up there." That was basically a Democratic
district up there.

So they took money away from me, and I said, "Ah
hah, that's the last time the central committee is going
to get any money from me, I'm not going to go through
the central committee; I'm going to do my own fund
raising and I'll handle my own money." And I did that
ever since. It just kind of bothered me., I think I only
gpent $2,500 on the next election., But I didn't have to
spend it. Because I really had no opposition whatsoever.
So I was rather fortunate. The Democrats....well, I
had another candidate, a man by the name of Martin
Sweeney; he was a realtor. I think they took turns
between he and Alan Baldwin. I think I had Alan Baldwin
as an opponent two or three times, and I had Martin
Sweeney two or three times. As Martin Sweeney put it, it
kind of shook me up in a way.

I said to him one day, "™Martin, what in the heaven's
name are you running against me for?" I was looking for
a free ride, see, so I wouldn't even have to spend a
dime. I said, "What are you running against me for?"
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He said, "Did you ever stop to think if you might
die?" And that kind of shook me up. Here this son of a
gun, he's waiting for me to die so he can walk right in
as the only candidate, see? [Laughter] It bothered me a
little bit. But anyway, Martin Sweeney has passed away
since, and I'm still alive. [Laughter] So that was the
kind of candidate I ran against. I had no great
opposition.

Well, I noticed you were endorsed by the state Teamster's
Union, and the AFL-CIO [American Federation of Labor—
Congress of International Organizations]. _
Yes, I got along fairly well with the unions, to quite a
point. But a very interesting thing happened to me on
one of my campaigns, and I might as well tell you this.
In the year that I was up here, Iwas on the State
Committee for [New York Governor Nelson] Rocky
Rockefeller., There were five legislators that formed his
big advisory committee. Rocky was a wonderful man. You
had to know him to really appreciate the greatness in
that man. A lot of people despised him. I found him
very, very interesting, and quite a person. He was a
doll, as far as I was concerned.

Well, the reason I got mad at the Republican party
was we had the national convention in the Cow Palace. I
couldn't even get a ticket to the thing, The legislators
were just rags as far as the national committee was
concerned; we didn't get a ticket. But there was a lady
who belonged to the central committee who had a ticket,
and she gave it to me one day. I went to the Cow Palace,
and we sat way up in the top rows, and it was the day
that Rockefeller was going to talk and [U.S. Senator
Barry] Goldwater was going to talk.

Well, I wasn't much of a Goldwater fan to start
with. I just didn't like his conservatism; I think it
was ridiculous. But Rockefeller gave his speech, and as
he got up to make his speech, the Goldwater people had
people stationed in that building. It was jammed, the
whole place. I guess it holds 18-19,000 people. They
had monitors jumping up in the aisle when Rockefeller got
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up to speak. They turned around and I was sitting right
there locking this man in the face~—I never saw him
before, don't know who he was or where he came from-—-
yelling, "He's a Communist! He's a Communist! He's a
Communist!"™ That's what they did to Rocky. This went on
for fifteen minutes., That man had to stand there, and I
was mortified. I almost wanted to get up and walk out of
the darned place.

That made me more of a Rockefeller fan than ever.
Then it turned out that Rockefeller was defeated by
Goldwater, so Goldwater was the Republican candidate. I
refused to have anything to do with him. I went to a
meeting. We used to have a lot of coffee parties for
candidates or whatnot; this was in the campaign. Thank
heavens this was the Friday before the election. I went
down to Menlo Park to this coffee party, and there were
four young ladies who came to the coffee party. The lady
who puts the coffee party on invites the people in the
neighborhood to come in and meet their legislators.

I don't know whether this was a plant or not, could
have easily been, but these four young ladies came and
they said that they were Democrats, and they didn't like
Goldwater, and they didn't like Lyndon Johnson. How
should they vote when they go to the polls?

I said, "Well, if I were you, and you're a Democrat,
I'd vote as a Democrat." The word sort of spread around
pretty fast. Thank heavens it was Friday before
Tuesday's election day.

Then to make matters worse, I was endorsed by the
CDC [California Democratic Council] of East Palo Alto.
Because, this man that I mentioned, Martin Sweeney, was a
realtor. He was against the Rumford Fair Housing Act.
Well, I had voted for the Rumford Fair Housing Act, to
put it on the ballot to start with. So when I went home,
I had to support it. Because I supported the [Rumford]
Fair Housing Actl, I was endorsed by the CDC, and that's

1. Ch. 1853, 1963 Cal. Stat., p. 3823, Sec. 2.
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what helped some of the labor votes that came along also.
Lo and behold, why they had a parade down in East
Palo Alto. This fellow had a bullhorn, and I was riding
in the car with him in this parade, and this was a real
strict Democrat parade, CDC, couldn't be any more
Democrat than what they thought they were at that point.
He had this bullhorn, and he'd say, "Come on out and meet
your assemblyman, the only Republican that voted for the
Fair Housing Act. All the Way with LBJI!" About that
point, I start to slide under the dashboard. [Laughter]
You found yourself in strange company.
I certainly did. Politics made funny bedfellows, I can
tell you. I was sort of happy when that afternoon was
over, As it turned out, Martin Sweeney got more votes
out of east Palo Alto than I did. He beat me down there,
I got about 1,500 votes, and I think he got 2,000 votes
out of there. But it was 1,500 votes that I hadn't
received the two years before. So I figured I
accomplished a little bit down there. [Laughter] But it
was funny. It was really funny. I kind of enjoy every
time I look back and think about it; it really kind of
gives me a little chuckle, how funny politics are.
Well, since you brought up the Rumford Fair Housing Act,
tell me about that.
Well, that was Pat Brown's baby. [Assemblyman William
Byron] Rumford carried the bill, he had carried it
several times before.
This was 1963, so we're skipping up for that.
Yes. Byron Rumford was a Negro from Berkeley, and a very
well-educated man. He was a pharmacist, owned a pharmacy
business in the Berkeley area. He carried this act.
That bill had always really gotten by the assembly, but
it never, never, ever got by the senate, well, from the
time I got there to '63; so it was three or four times,
four times.
Four times it was proposed, and went through the
assembly?
I think it was about three or four times. It would get
by the assembly but not the senate. It didn't get by the
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first assembly, because there were 57. At that point we
were 57 Republicans. But it couldn't get by the senate.
So Pat Brown invited all these minority groups to
come to the capitol. This was our first experience in
the legislature of sit-ins, and it was a nasty situation.
All these minority people came up there and occupied the
halls of the legislature. There were various mixed—
racial-marriage types that were there, brought their
children with them. One family of four. And the last
straw, and I don't know whether you've ever been to the
capitol, but the rotunda has the banister up, guard rail
I guess you might call it, so you don't fall down the
well.
From the second floor?
Yes. Can you imagine seeing diapers hanging on that to
dry? And the odor, and what not? It was just absolutely
awful. At least they accomplished their purpose. The
senate finally voted the bill out, and of course Pat
Brown signed it, and it got on for the vote of the
people. But that lasted about two months, and it was
ugly.
They were there for two months?
Yes. They used the bathrooms; you couldn't even go into
a bathroom; it was just absolutely filthy. They tried to
keep them clean, but it was just a mess. They slept
there. They had sleeping bags. They slept on the marble
floors and stayed there all night and all day. Never
left the place. It was just terrible. I felt they were
defeating their purpose, but apparently they got it on
the ballot. And away it went.

Republican Leadership and Caucus Voting

When you're controlled by the caucus action of either
party, it's bad. It's bad for the legislators. I don't
know whether I was-—1I didn't care really——whether I was
in favor of the Rumford Act or not. The only way it got
on the ballot was that the Democrats needed some more
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votes to put it on the ballot. I think they needed two-
thirds votes; it needed fifty—~six votes they didn't have.

So the Republican leadership said, "Let's put this
on the ballot, so that we don't have all the minorities
against us when we're trying to elect Republican
assemblymen. And therefore, if some people will stand up
and, say you have a safe district, and if you vote for it
then it won't make any difference in your district, we'd
like to have youvote for it." So I didn't have any
problems, I had East Palo Alto. I didn't have any
problems. So I voted for it. [Assemblyman] Alan Pattee
voted for it in Monterey, and [Assemblyman] Frank
Bellotti voted for it. I think we had twelve Republicans
that voted for it.

What I'm trying to say is that the Republican party
wasn't basically interested in the individual who voted
for it. They were interested in the fact that they could
go back and say, "We Republicans are not against the
Rumford Act. We had twelve votes for it." And they took
a caucus position on the bill, that we were to vote for
it, sowevoted for it.

Who is "they"™?

The leadership, in the Republican party at that point.
Would you care to specify, or would you rather not?

Ah, well, you could tell who they were anyway. It was
[Assemblyman Robert] Monagan and [Assemblyman Don]

Mul ford, and the caucus chairman, you know, and the
minority whip and so forth. And that's the way things
are——well, to some extent——I'm not giving any secret away
from the Republicans. The Democrats do the same thing.
[Speaker] Willie Brown is trying to do that right now,
and that's why he's having the fight about the Gang of
Five. They've told Willie Brown to go to the dickens,
"We're not going to follow your caucus positions."

I think caucus positions are terrible. Absolutely
terrible, and they should never be forced on any
legislator, no way. I've often thought that we'd have
much better legislation if everybody ran as an
independent, and you could go up there and vote any way



HICKE:
BRITSCHGI:

HICKE :

BRITSCHGI:

25

you wanted, as long as you're representing your people.
Now, if your people don't like the way you vote, you will
soon find out about it. But to have to vote for
something because somebody makes a motion that this is a
caucus position. ... out of the forty guys, maybe
thirty of them say, "This ig what the Republicans will
do." The other guys, whether they get hurt or not, are
stuck with it. That's bad., That's what bothers me on
it.

That's what happens on a lot of this legislation
that goes along now in the caucus position. I noticed
they're doing it more and more all the time. I think
it's kind of stupid. There ought to be a better way.
Well, I know there's a better way. If you go up there,
and vote as a free person. ... when I went to the
legislature, I thought I was going to go up there and
represent San Mateo County, but sometimes I even had to
vote against San Mateo County.

Because of the caucus?

Caucus position. It was ridiculous. I don't think it's
good legislation at all. I don't think it's a good
procedure.

Well, there are three choices in ways to vote: you can
vote the caucus position; you can vote your own
conscience; or you can vote according to what you believe
your constituency wants. How do you choose between
those?

Well, that's where you are. Most of the time, you had to
vote the caucus position. Then you went home and said
that if you had an opportunity to vote your own way. . »
you knew that you were voting wrong but you were tied to
a caucus position. And it's not good legislation. I
think the people at home have just as much right to be
represented as everybody else on a vote. But if you
don't vote that way, why they're not being represented.
Or if your hands are tied, basically. So that creates a
problem, a real serious problem.
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Did the Republican caucus become stronger as a result of
the reapportionment and the rise in the Democratic
strength?

Well, I don't think so. I think the Republcans are
getting stronger now because the Democrats have done such
a poor job in what's going on at the capitol. Everybody
despises what's going on at the capitol. Just reading
yesterday——I don't know whether those facts are true, and
I assume if the [Sacramento] Bee prints them, they must
be true, because the Bee would never print anything in
favor of the Republicans—-—but according to the article I
read yesterday, the registration now is exactly even in
the state of California. I think they said something
like 45 to 45. The Republicans are climbing up, the
Democrats are going down because of the nonsense that's
going on. People are getting fed up with it.

You don't elect legislators any more; you elect
people who raise money. It's just awful. There is no
way you can elect a good legislator, a new, good
legislator today. And there are hundreds of young people
that are serving on city councils or supervisors or other
jobs that they're holding in their area. But when you
have a person sitting there with a purse string of a
million dollars or half-a~million dollars, how can you
fight that? There's no way in the world that you can win
that election. If it is, it has to be a miracle. The
incumbent would probably have to commit murder to lose,
and then maybe he wouldn't lose anyway.

It's just terrible about what's going on right now
as far as legislators are concerned. There are sc many
tricks to it, demands. We have demands, and I have
received demands from legislators who do not have
opposition for money. I've been involved in it. We had
to do it because we wanted some legislation for a certain
thing.

I'm not going to mention it, because it's right here
at home. We had to contribute to that guy; that was his
price, if we wanted to get an amendment to a bill that
involved our lake out here. And he had no opposition.
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Now, that man shouldn't even clink a dime. He had
no opposition. He doesn't need any money. But they take
that money then and hand it out to other people. That
just absolutely has to be corrected.

So I could go on and on and on.

Colleagues in the Legislature

Well, let's back way up to your beginning
responsibilities when you first got into the legislature,
and who were your colleagues? Who was in your class, so
to speak?

Oh, we went in there with fourteen new legislators when I
went in at that point. Lou Francis, of, course from the
north end; he was in there at the same time that I went
in. We were both new. And there were a lot of southern
California legislators that came in. There was a fellow
by the name of [Assemblyman William] Bill Bagley that
came in from Marin County, I believe at the same time.
But fourteen of us.

How did you learn the ropes? You just sat and listened,
you said, a lot of times.

You sat, looked, and listened. That's the way you
learned.

How did you meet so many people, especially senators?

At social events, perhaps. We had a lot of social
events. The legislature did a lot of work, but they had
a lot of social events. If you were acceptable as a kind
of a nice guy, you were invited to a social event. They
used to have all kinds of barbecues, and things like that
after the session was finished at night. And you got to
know these people, and you went on little jaunts with
them here and there, some committees . . .

[End Tape 1, Side B]

[Begin Tape 2, Side A]
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When we were serving on the committees, we would meet
other legislators, and we always had a funny remark.
People would come up and watch the legislative session
from time to time, and two of the men would be arguing
like the dickens over a certain bill, and it would seem
like they were almost about to get into a fist fight.
Then at noontime, they would be over at Bidell's Bar and
having a drink, and they'd be there with their arms around
each other.

The funny story was that this lady went up to her
assemblyman and said, "I don't understand. How could you
be fighting with this man so much about this bill, and he
was so mean to you, how could you put your arm around him
and have a drink with him at the bar?" The guy said,
"Oh, I forgot. I need his vote this afterncon on another
bill." [Laughter] So you created a lot of friends. If
you came up here to be mad at anybody, forget it. We
used to say this: you never get mad, you get even

Ways and Means Committee: Fireman's Fund Story

Now, let me refer back to the Fireman's fund.

Oh, okay. I was wondering about the end of that story.
This is very interesting. I was serving on the Ways and
Means Committee, and any bill that pertained to money in
any way had to go before the Ways and Means Committee. I
was vice chairman of that committee, served a lot of
terms on there.

We had a man presenting the bill. He represented
the Merchants' and Manufacturers' Association. So at
that time, he covered a lot of territory. Among his
clients in the Merchants' and Manufacturers' were
Fireman's Fund Insurance Company. They had a bill that
they were very interested in, and wanted to have it
passed for a lot of reasons: that would save them some
money and so forth.

In his presentation, there were some questions that
could be asked about it, and someone asked him, "Who is
interested in this bill?"™ To [Thomas] Tom Knight, who
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was the lobbyist at that point, he said, "This bill has
been presented to me, and the interest is in the
Fireman's Fund."

So I said, "Mr. Chairman, I see all kinds of flaws
in this bill. There is no way that we can allow this
bill to get out of this house tonight. That's going to
take a lot of study, and T suggest that we hold the bill
over and take a look at it, and we may take it up later
if you don't mind."™

The chairman said, "There's objection to the bill,
Mr. Knight. We'd better hold that over."

About three days later, Tom Knight came into my
office, because I always. ... I had alittle different
policy than everybody else: my door was always open to
everybody. Anybody who wanted to come always saw me.
That was not true of other legislators?

No way. They came in to see me, they saw me. He came in
and he said to me, "™What in the heck is the matter with
you? Why are you against this little innocuous bill?"

So I said, "Tom, let me tell you a story." So I
told Tom the story about this gal who basically kicked me
out of the place and wouldn't even give me a chance to be
hired. I said, "No way am I going tovote for a bill for
the Fireman's Fund."

He said, "I don't blame you. Let's kill the damn
thing." [Laughter] So we did! So it goes back to the
old remark we always had: you never get mad, you get
even. [Laughter]

Even if it takes a while.

It takes a little while, but eventually you get even,
see. And that's always one of the great things we had in
the legislature; you never got mad, basically—you were a
little irritated, but you never showed you were mad-—but
you always said, "I'll get even.," And sure enough, there
was always a day that the sun came over the hill and you
had an opportunity to get even. [Laughter] I love that
little story; it's kind of a cute little story. That's
the way a lot of bills have gotten clobbered, for various
reasons.
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Reapportionment Bill, 1961

One of the issues that you said that you thought was a
major issue was the reapportionment bill. I saw an
article where you were censured in 1961 by the San Mateo
County Young Republicans for voting for that.

Oh, that could have been, yes. That could have been. At
that time, we didn't have any choice of whether we voted
for it or not; the Democrats had all the votes. It was a
question of saving your neck in your own district on
reapportionment. At that point, I think they wanted to
give me Stanford University. I didn't want Stanford
University. They were going to move my district down to
Stanford University, and the last place I wanted was
Stanford University. They just thought a little bit
different than I thought. I didn't want to fight those
kids down there.

So, I got that taken out of the bill, and if they
took that out for me, I told them I'd give them a vote.
So I voted for the reapportionment at that point. But it
was all Democrat—controlled anyway; there was nothing you
could do about it.

But I'll tell you really what spoiled California
government. It was not basically reapportionment. It
wag the one man, one vote; that is what really killed
good legislation in California, as we knew it in the
early days. See, in the early days, we had eighty
assemblymen and forty senators, which they still have,
but the assemblymen represented people. I had basically
one of the largest areas in the state of California. I
represented 394,000 people in my district.

Senators represented territory. We had forty
senators, and theoretically each one had a county for his
area. They had areas. Each one had a county. But we
only had forty senators, but we had forty—eight counties,
so some of the smaller counties were put into one
district. One example again, Randy Collier of Yreka: he
wins an election up there, and he wins with 5,600 votes.
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I win, and I have over 100,000 votes; about 130,000 or
140,000 votes I think I had in that same election,

So they represented territory. In doing that, the
assembly brought up the legislation that pertained to
people as such, individually in an area. The senators
were the checks and balances on legislation, because they
looked at it from a territorial aspect. In doing that,
they killed a lot of legislation that was really bad,
that should never get by.

Then they had this, I think it was in Maryland or
somewhere back East, where this one man, one vote came
along, and the supreme court said, "Hey, you've got to
knock this off." So then the next year, when they
changed this whole reapportionment, Los Angeles ends up
with twelve senators instead of one. And that is
supposed to give them representation. Well, that gave
the complete control of the legislature to the southern
part of the state. One senator had almost all of
northern California, where we had a senator for each
county [previously], see, with two or three of the
smaller ones thrown in here and there.

And [reapportionment] eliminated senators on that
basis. Good senators got bounced out, because one who
lived closest to the area where the most people [were]—
not the territory but the most people——he was the guy
that got elected. One election we had up here: we had
three senators running against each other, all from the
same party. We eliminated two of them, and the bad one
won. The guy living in Jackson up here won. [Laughter]
The other ones were good ones.

But that's where the people were, and that's where
this one man, one vote came in. Consequently, ever after
that, we've had bad legislative procedure; we've had bad
legislative results, and I don't know how ‘they're ever
going to change it to where we will get good legislation
again.
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Senate Bills

Let me go back to what you said. You said the senate
often killed bad bills. Could you elaborate on that?
Well, yes. Most legislation comes from people. 1I'll
give you a perfect example: I was in the legislature two
years, and a fellow called me up. In fact, he came to my
house. We never even had an office in those days like
they have now, with twenty—five people in there as aides.
He came to my house. He had a station wagon, and he was
carrying some refuse to the dumps off of Marsh Road, down
there. The dump was down there. He got arrested by the
highway patrol for using his station wagon to carry this
refuse in the back of it.

In those days, a station wagon was licensed as a
commercial vehicle, and it was designed for commercial
use, believe it or not, not to carry people. If you use
it for a commercial purpose, you had a commercial license
onit. And if you carried people in it only, you had a
people's license, like you have on your car. You could
take your car, go down to Montgomery Ward's and buy a
television set, put it in the trunk, and bring it home,
and you wouldn't be violating any law. You could go down
in your station wagon and put that same television set in
the back of the station wagon, and you're violating a law
because you're carrying something other than people, if
you have 8 people's license on it.

This man said, "Hey, how can we correct this?" So I
came back up to Sacramento, we talked to the legislative
council's office in there, the attorneys in there. They
said well, they'll introduce a bill that will correct
this. And they did. I carried that bill.

The first opposition we got was from the Department
of Motor Vehicles, because if we would allow them to
carry things in their station wagon, then there would be
no need for a commercial license plate.

Which was more expensive.
Which was more expensive, and they got $500,000 for them.
So, the way we overcame the opposition was that anybody
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who had a station wagon with the commercial license plate
could carry anything in it. But we raised the ante in
getting a license plate for all station wagons. So
anybody could carry anything in it that they wanted.

That is the way legislation originates: from people.

Now, if you don't have any checks on that, anybody
who's interested in something that may be even ridiculous
would get by. They [the senators] were the ones who were
kind of looked at as though they were the housekeepers,
and it was tough to get bills by the senate. Most of the
assembly bills got killed in the senate. Then we'd get
mad, used to have fights. They would hold up our bills
over there, and we'd say, "Doggone it, you're not going
to get your bills by our place unless you let some of
ours loose," and we got in that argument so many times.
[Laughter] And then we'd reach a compromise, and we'd
let some of them out, and they'd let some of ours out,
and so forth. But they killed almost all of the very
liberal legislation.

See, the senate was not a partisan group. The
assembly was, but not the senate. You couldn't tell a
Republican from a Democrat, because everybody voted
different, and they voted very conservative. Most of the
senators in those days were all millionaires, and they
watched the purse strings very closely.

That's how they got that way.

They were very conservative. 0ddly enough, George
Miller, who was a state senator from Contra Costa County,
was very very liberal. But when it came to money out of
the state budget, he was as tightfisted as you ever
wanted to shake a stick at. He has produced a son who is
now the congressman from that area over there, and he's
so doggone liberal it's unbelievable. I read about him
from time to time, and he's in congress back in
Washington D.C. He'll spend anybody's money any chance
he gets. [Laughter]

But that's kind of interesting, and it's hard to
explain in a way so that it makes sense out of it. But
in this checks and balance thing that we had, we had
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only—I thought-—only good legislation, really. But now
there's no way of stopping it anymore, because oddly
enough, all those liberal assemblymen we had, when we had
the one man, one vote change, all twelve of those
senators ended up to be liberal assemblymen that got into
the senate.

So, if you had a liberal assembly putting out bills,
they went right through the senate. That's what's
happened in the state of California at the present time.
We have one man who is about as liberal as you could ever
shake a stick at in the assembly when I was there. He
came in after I was in there. He is now the most
conservative senator we have in the senate. Now, whether
the pendulum has gone all the way over there that
everybody's liberal, and he's a little bit more
conservative than the rest of the liberals, it's up to
you to make up your mind., [Laughter]

He just looks that way next to everybody else.

Yes. That could very easily be. But he's the
conservative watchdog on the senate side. 1It's kind of
hard to put up with some of these things. When I look
back, I just shake my head; I can't believe what I'm
looking at. Some of the laws that they're proposing and
some of the things that they do over there. But they're
not legislating any more; they've gotten to the point now
where you have to be a money raiser. They don't spend
much time in legislation any more. They don't meet like
we used to meet. We met all day, in session at ten o'clock
in the morning, every day of the week, including Friday.

They don't do that any more. They meet on Monday,
because they have to start collecting their per diem. To
show that they were in there they have to register, check
in, and they meet on Monday. Tuesday they don't meet,
and I think they meet on Wednesday, and then Thursday
afternoon they go home. They're never there on Friday.
They don't accomplish anything; they're not doing
anything, I don't think they're doing what we're hoping
the legislature would do. That's why people are getting
disgusted with them, if you read any of the articles
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around: the respect that the legislature at one time
had, it's all gone.

Changes in the Legislature under Speakers Luther Lincoln
and Ralph Brown

Did you see these changes starting during the period when
you were in the legislature?

Oh, yes. When I first went there, we had a man by the
name of [Luther] Abe Lincoln, who was the speaker of the
house at that point. He served the two years, and then
we got into this one man, one vote thing, That's when
Pat Brown came in with his contingency, and the
Republicans all lost out on that. We had a man by the
name of Ralph Brown, who became the speaker. He was an
excellent Democrat. He was an excellent parliamentarian.
He was just so fair that it wasn't even funny. He was an
ideal person for that job.

He would save anybody's neck. I remember my
seatmate at that point was Lou Francis; we were sitting
together. Lou Francis had a very controversial bill.
Lou Francis carried a lot of bills for the service
people, various organizations. As a matter of fact, he
could almost be related in a way——and I don't mean this
as an insult or anything, because the man's dead and he
couldn't even defend himself of the point—--but he was
like good ole [U.S. Senator Joseph] Joe McCarthy of
congress., He was looking for somebody under everybody's
bed and whatnot, and he carried some of this really weird
legislation.

Now, Lou Francis had a bill, and it didn't have a
chance in the world to get by. I said to him, "Lou,
don't bring that bill up. It's awful. Nobody's going to
vote for it. And I was sitting there, and Ralph Brown
came down from the podium, because it was coming up to
Lou next for his turn. He said, "Lou, they're going to
hurt you. Please don't take this bill up. I can't stop
you from taking it up, but I really don't want you to
take it up because I don't want you to get hurt.,"
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Well, the man wouldn't listen. He proceeded to take
his bill up, and he gave his little pitch as to why he
wanted the bill and what not. And the Democrats, and
Republicans too, gave him the silent treatment and nobody
gave him a vote. Not a yes vote nor a no vote., And it
was just like slapping a guy with a bucket of ice water.
Never happened before in the legislature.

The poor guy was just mortified, and then ever after
that, he had problems. Because he was the kind of person
that just wouldn't listen. But Ralph Brown——getting to
what I'm talking about—my heart went out for Ralph at
that point, because it even made a bad taste in
everybody's mouth, in the whole legislature, what they
planned to do. This was all pre~planned against Lou. I
knew it was coming, and I tried to talk him out of it,
but he wouldn't listen

Ralph Brown didn't have to come down and tell him
that. But that was the kind of a man he was.

That's a nice illustration.

Yes, and he then later on got kind of fed up with the
legislative process, and Governor Pat Brown appointed him
to the appeals board in Fresno, I believe it was.

Appeals judges, they were court of appeal.

The appeals court.

Yes. He was one of the appeals judges down there on the
court, sitting down in Fresno. He has since passed away

now.
Jesse Unruh

And then after that came [Speaker Jesse] Jess Unruh. Now
that's altogether different.

Okay. Let's talk about Jesse Unruh.

Well, Jesse Unruh is a very interesting person. Very
capable man, but he ran a very good speakership. I guess
the power probably was a little bit hard to resist. And
then having the control of the number of votes that he
had. . . . He always said, "Well, if you don't like what
I do, forty—one votes will cure it." Which it would, but
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you could never get the forty—~one votes, because he had
everybody pretty much tied up.

Jesse started out by carrying a bill for some
insurance man down in Los Angeles, and I can't pronounce
his name correctly, so I don't know if I want to say it.
It was the creation of a savings and loan in the state of
California. They never were in existence before, This
created the savings and loans, and the banks objected to
it, but he got it through. It got signed into law.

For that, this gentleman who suggested he introduce
this bill, said, "Now, Jesse, you did this marvelous job.
What can I do for youl™

[Jesse] said, "Well, you can raise about $25,000 and
give it to me, and I can be sure we elect more Democrats.
That will keep your bill intact without anybody fooling
around with it. I guarantee you that."

So that was the first start of trouble. That's
where we ran into trouble. Because Jesse got the money
and immediately used it to elect Democrats and passing
money around. That was the first start of passing money.
Never heard of it before. And it grew. Then he went out
and started making speeches and what not. With all the
money he got from that, whatever amount it was, it all
went into a fund to help elect more Democrats. That's
why the Democrats really got started: the Republicans
were sound asleep on the deal.

Funny thing about politics. I don't have any answer
to it. I'm aghast at the contributions of today to these
various legislators. There was one, for an example, in
the paper two days ago, Senator [Joseph M.] Montoya sent
out invitations——now I'm quoting from the paper——sent out
invitations to a $500 fund-raising dinner. In the
invitation, he said, "This may be your last chance to
contribute money to a fundraising such as I'm having
here, because there're two measures on the ballot to be
voted on in June, and should they pass, you will not be
contributing this kind of money again."

Now, you can take it as a threat, you can take it
any way you want, but that's the theory of this fund
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raising now. What bothers me is that you talk to these
various lobbying groups, who are complaining about what's
going on in the legislature today. They complain, for
example, hardly a day goes by that they don't get ten or
twelve or x number of invitations to $500 fund raisers,
$1,000 fund raisers.

I say to them——and I've said this to many of them—-
"™What are you crying about? You're the guys that are
giving them the money! Did you ever stop to think of not
giving them the money?" And they kind of look at me as
though I'm crazy. But if they didn't participate, this
fund—-raising thing wouldn't be in the position it is.

Why can I sit down and write a letter to x lobbyist, and
expect him to get a contribution in line from his firm,
and they give it to a Democrat or they give it to this,
and they're yelling about the Democrats controlling
everything? If they wouldn't give them the money, they
wouldn't be controlling it all, Maybe some Republicans
would get elected. But they're not doing it.

I'll give you another example of it: I was
appointed to the board of directors of the Valley High
Country Club that I belong to out there. And in kidding
with one of the lobbyist friends that I had met, I said
to him, "Hey, Mike [Michael Allen], I'm having a fund-
raising dinner. How would you like to contribute to my
fund?"

He laughed, because I knew him real well, and he
laughed and he said, "Well, is that going to be a gold
table invitation or is it just a regular?®

I said, "What's the difference, Mike?"

He said, "Well, a gold invitation is that you
receive this in the mail. You are invited to participate
in my fund-raising dinner, and for a table of ten, if you
send $8,000 you can have ten people sitting there at the
table and you will be well taken care of." And these men
do it. 1It's not uncommon,

Now, it seems to me that the business community is
contributing also to this bad policy that's happening
right now. And do you know what? These bills that we'll
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be voting on in June are being opposed by the lobbyists.
Out of one breath, out of one side of their mouth they
say, "Oh, we're all in favor of this," and with the other
side of their mouth, they're against it. They say this:
"If we don't contribute, we don't get an opportunity to
talk to the legislator.”

Now, when legislation comes to that point, we're in
trouble. If you have to buy your way into somebody's
office. ... Either I missed the boat or something; I
don't know what ever happened to me. I never did that.
Anybody could come into my office that wanted to, and
they saw me.

But nowadays, they tell me you don't get by the
first aide unless there's a notice in your hand that he's
having another fund raiser.

Well, one thing that the campaign funds are spent mostly
on is publicity: radio and TV and that sort of thing,
The alternative to large media campaigns is to depend on
the press, whatever coverage you can get in the press.
Oh, yes. Well, [Laughter] when I was in the legislature
and ran, we advertised in, as I've said, the San Mateo

Times, the Burlingame Advance, and what not. I don't

know how much more you have to spend. I look at some of
these TV ads, and they're so ridiculous. How they can
spend the money, where they spend the money, I don't
know. I can appreciate the fact that mailing has gone up
toquite a bit of an expense. But I'm not so sure that
we should be spending $500,000 or $1 million on a
campaign to get elected. I don't see how you can
eliminate a person that's an incumbent. There's no way
in the world that you're going to eliminate an incumbent.

[End Tape 2, Side Al

[Begin Tape 2, Side B]
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Now, they're talking about the biggest fight that will
come up in June is between Senator [Daniel] Boatwright
and one of the supervisors over there, I think her name
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is either Peak or McPeak [Contra Costa Supervisor Sunne
McPeak], I don't know exactly. It's a lady running
against him. They say that's going to be the most
expensive campaign that will ever be held in running for
the state senate. Do we want to spend that kind of
money? How in the world, for an example, can you run
against [U.S. Senator] Pete Wilson? Pete Wilson's a good
friend of mine, the United States senator. I know Pete
very well., He has $6 million in a fund already. How
would you like to start running against somebody like
that? Where in the world could you start collecting
money to be combative to a person like that? The odds
are so much against yow

So what are you saying now, that there's no way to run
against somebody like that unless you wait until they're
through or they quit voluntarily?

Or back to the comment of the man who ran against me,
waiting for him to die. [Laughter] I think we're going
to have to limit the amount of moneys that can be spent.
Now, I wouldn't say you can't spend it for newspaper, you
can't spend it for TV, or you can't spend it for
mailings, if you want to spend it that way. But I think
there ought to be a justified limit. You could kind of
ration it out, and then maybe x number of dollars against
the number of people in that area that you're
representing, that you can't spend more money than that
or whatnot, to hold it down. I think we ought to give
more people chances. Again, as I say, sitting in the
wings there are some people who could possibly be really
good legislators.

I talked to one legislator one day, and I said, "How
are you doing?" and he said, "Fine." I said, "What are
you doing about your campaign fund?"

He said, "Well, I was only $200,000 in the hole.”

I said, "How are you going to make that up?"

He said, "Oh, simple. All I'm going to have is four
dinners, and that will take care of that. 1I'll make
$50,000 on each dinner, and we'll pay that off."
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I don't believe that anybody should be allowed to
spend more money than what they have to start with! This
deficit campaign funding is just awful. And I think poor
0ld [former U.S. Senator and Democratic presidential
candidate] Gary Hart is still in debt. [Laughter] He's
never going to get out of debt in this monkey business.

I don't think they should be spending that kind of monmey.
Well, let's go back to Jesse Unruh. You knew him.

Oh, very well, yes. Sure, I served in there for years
with him,

Can you give me some of your recollections about him, or
any stories that you can recall?

Well, I would say to you, at least Jesse was fair to me.
If you played fair with Jesse, he would never hurt you
And this is where I got some of my objections from some
of the people in San Mateo County, because Jesse said to
me one day, "Hey, would you like to join the ball club?"

I said, "How do you play?"

He said, "Well, we help our friends, and we clobber
our enemies."

I said, "Count me in. I don't see anything wrong
with that." So I was always a good friend of Jesse
Unruh's. I never basically had a problem with him.
There's a book written by Senator [James] Mills. ... I
think it's a terrible book, to start witht
Mostly gossip.

Oh, it's terrible. I thought Senator Mills's book was
terrible, I think it was an insult to the legislature,
to be honest with you. Anyway, Jesse Unruh I found to be
a very fair man. He did a lot for the legislative
process in the state of California, for the legislators
themselves.

For example?

A Disorderly House, Berkeley: Heyday Books, 1987.
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He fought for us, and we got more money. We got better
accomodations. It was rather hard for legislators, and
this was one of the problems that we had. We weren't
getting enough income, and you often were in trouble. If
you didn't have outside money to live off of, it was
rather hard to come to Sacramento. You either had to
come up here and live in one of the hotels, the Senator
Hotel or someplace, as an individual, and then you were
always free game for everybody else to clobber you.

When I came up here, I rented an apartment. I
wouldn't come up without my wife. And as luck would have
it, our son was grown. He was in Santa Clara University
at that point. So he was out of our way, and we didn't
have any ties at home, so we rented an apartment up here.
It was the per diem that paid for that apartment, and so
we were all right.

But when you have a family of children, do you bring
your wife up here? You have to uproot the kids from
schools and so forth, and come up here, and you have to
then rent a house or someplace. So a lot of them left
their wives at home, and of course that always caused
problems galore. Jesse was always trying to work for
better conditions for the men.

Then we got to the point where the Republicans
finally took control, and [Robert] Bob Monagan became the
speaker of the house. Then we made the biggest mistake
in the world by making a full-time legislature. That was
the biggest blunder of all.

You've been going for about two hours. Do you want to
put some of this off to next time?
Yes, if you want to.

[End Tape 2, Side B]
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Proposition lA; Full—-time Legislature

Last time we had just started to talk about Proposition
1A, which was the lengthening of the legislature's time.
Oh, that went back into the full-time legislature.

Yes, If you could just tell me how that came about, and
your part in it, and then some of the impact you think it
had.

Yes. I didn't have very much to do with the thing, but
as I recall, Proposition 1A was sort of the brainchild, I
guess, of [Speaker Robert] Bob Monagan. The Republicans
were in control at that time, I believe. They decided
full-time legislators would be the next order of
business. I think that was probably an offshoot of Jess
Unruh. They always felt that the legislators were
underpaid and they should be full-time legislators and
would be better equipped to pass the laws of the state of
California.

But the problem that is now created. ... I voted
for it, and supported it, but I think it was a great
mistake. I think everybody else including my good friend
Bob Monagan would agree that it was a bad mistake to have
full-time legislators. Because I don't believe the work
is there to start with. In the second place, what has
happened is that we've made professional legislators.

The attorneys have taken over the chore of being
legislators.

Why did that happen?

Because people at home apparently felt, in the various
areas, a lawyer was better equipped to pass laws than the
average person. That was a horrible mistake, and it's
been a dread to the entire legislature, because the trial
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lawyers took over. All these attorneys who were elected
ended up being trial lawyers. They have absolutely, in
my opinion, ruined the judicial system of today. I think
the trial lawyers have done everything to wreck law and
order as we used to know it, and what is on the books of
today. I think the trial lawyers have just done a

horrible job. As a matter of fact, if I had my way, I

wouldn't have an attorney as a legislator, because they
just don't have common sense as far as passing laws that
affect the general public. They always have them
affecting themselves.

For an example, the two main committees that we had,
Judicial and the other committee, Criminal Procedure
Committee, were made up entirely of attorneys. Of
course, all those laws were passed in favor of the
attorneys. They didn't care for anything else; they were
looking out for their bread and butter. The trial
attorneys, or the trial lawyers, are the big bugaboo in
the legislature today. There is a big fight in all this.

Take, for an example, insurance, which is prevalent
today: how we're being overcharged and all. This is a
battle between the insurance companies and the trial
lawyers. And the triel lawyers just will not give up.
They're not going to give up any procedure that they can
possibly find that's in their favor. Most of them are
real liberal people. All these laws are very liberal,
and that's what's costing us all the money in insurance
today.

So when it comes to talking about attorneys, I'm not
in favor of any trial lawyer. [Laughter] I could make a
statement or two of what I think of them, but I don't
think I'd better.

Well, that's what we're after.

[Laughter]

But one thing. Could you clarify for me the connection
between the full-time legislature and the increase in
trial attorneys?

Well, this came about, I guess it was probably in the
late sixties, middle sixties probably, or late sixties,
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when Proposition 1A went into effect.] Jesse Unruh
thought that all legislators should have assistants. And
most of the legislators of that day hired young
attorneys. I presume the thinking was that they're
lawyers, and they were talking about laws. They would be
best equipped to be their aides.

So consequently when we had the change to the one
man, one vote, and there was a tremendous shift in
personnel in the legislature and in congress, why all
these assistants, who were then familiar with the
legislative procedure because they were the assistants to
the then legislators, all ran for office. And they were
well versed in what was going on and knew what was going
on and were more capable of knowing what was going on
because they were the assistants, and they came in and
took over.

So the trial attorneys came first, and then we had the
Prop. 1A?

Trial attorneys came first, and then they all seemed to
end up with legislators. I guess they couldn't be good
lawyers, so they turned out to be assistants to the
legislators. [Laughter] You see, I don't have too much
love for trial attorneys.

So consequently, I can give you a little interesting
insight on all that, and as far as. .. . Jesse Unruh—-
again back to him——was the one who started all this.
When I was in office, there were three of us:
[Assemblyman Robert] Bob Badham, who is now a
congressman, and [Assemblyman] Frank Lanterman, who is
deceased, and myself were the only three legislators who
did not have district offices. Consequently, our
expenses when the year totalled out were about $2, 000
for running our district offices.

Prop. 1A was passed by voters in November 1966. See Ballot

Pamp., Proposed Amends to Cal. Const. with arguments to voters, Gen.
Elec. (Nov. 8, 1966) p. 1.
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What they gave us was the use of a telephone or a
credit to our telephone bill at home in our house, and
they gave us some stamps and a few other little things
that we needed to mail out mail, and we got those
credits., It amounted to about $2,000 in a year.

Whereas, all the other legislators were spending
anywhere between $12,000 and $15,000 a year. So it made
them look rather bad. So Mrx., Unruh came to me
personally, and said, "Hey, you've got to hire an
agsistant in your district, and you've got to have an
office to make everybody look equal. So I had to start a
district office, which meant an office, rent a
typewriter, and hire a girl to man the office. We had to
have books, we had telephone, we had everything; so my
office expenses would go up.

I got away with that for a little while, and then,
by gosh, they came to me and said, "Hey, you're still not
spending enough money. You've got to have an assistant."
So I had to hire an assistant, and I needed all of them
like I needed holes in my head. I didn't need them at
all. That girl sat there most of the day and did
nothing. Absolutely nothing., If we had two phone calls
a week, we did very well in that office. That girl was
just bored to death. But we had to have the office.

So these assistants——they called them field
agsistants——that kind of a person then became well versed
in what the legislative procedure was all about. Those
are the people that I am referring to, who later became
the legislators. Because others moved up, and there were
openings, and so they would be most likely to be able to
take that over. Most of these legislators again hired
the attorneys, and invariably they all turned out to be
trial lawyers. Not all of them, but most of them. Then
they came up to the legislature, and they were appointed
to the Judicial Committee, because at one point, finally,
we raised so much noise about it that they finally
appointed one lay person to the Committee of Criminal
Procedures, so that they couldn't say that it was all
stacked with attorneys.
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By lay person, you mean a non—attorney?

A non—~attorney. And that was what started our downfall,
as far as I'm concerned, in the legislature. Now how you
can keep anybody, an attorney or anyone else, from
running is kind of hard to say. But people felt that
they were probably better equipped because they probably
had more experience, and they won all the offices. And
they're in there today, and the very same thing is going
on today.

Increase in Legislative Staff

Last time, you referred to the fact that you thought that
the increased staffing was one of the biggest mistakes.
Is this what you're referring to?

Oh, yes. Well, I can give you an idea of a staff. When
I was in the legislature, we had a young man by the name
of [Assemblyman Robert] Bob Crown, who was the chairman
of the Ways and Means Committee, and I was vice chairman
of the Ways and Means Committee. We had two assistants
to help us, a man by the name of Mr. [Ed] Levy and a man
by the name of Lou Angelo. Those were our assistants, to
Bob Crown and myself.

Bob Crown was accidently killed in a traffic
accident, and he was replaced with Willie Brown as
chairman of the Ways and Means Committee. Within three
months, he had a staff of twenty-five to help him, or to
assist in the Ways and Means Committee. What the twenty-
five ever did, I'll never know, but I walked in that
office and I was amazed to see all those people in there
at that time. What has happened now is, you can't even
get in to see a legislator now. You have to go see the
staff first. You never walk into an office and see
Willie Brown or anyone else. You have to go through five
steps of staff members to see anybody.

It makes it rather hard to legislate, I would think,
for the legislators themselves, and for the people who
are interested in a certain project. You don't get to
see the legislator any more. You have to talk to the
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staff. And the staff is getting so large over there now
they're talking about putting another addition onto one
of the buildings down there to make room for more staff,
Now, why they need all the staff, I will never know.

But it was coming; you could see it coming a mile
away. Not only the Democrats, but the Republicans did
the very same thing with more staff and more staff and
more staff. So, maybe I'm a little old—fashioned. I
don't think we needed them. ... and I still don't
believe we need them all.

And you didn't make very much use of staff?
I had one person in my office. One assistant.

Chaiman, Legislative Representation Committee

The only reason I had an assistant is because I was
chairman of Legislative Representation Committee, and you
had to have a staff member. Whether you liked him or
not, you got him. It came with the job. They assigned
you a man, and that was it.

What did you do as chairman of the lobbying committee?
Not very much. My idea was to—or at least, the idea of
the chairman of the lobby committee~—~was to see that they
[lobbyists] were all registered. If there were any
complaints, any illegal activities or whatnot, why we'd
have a committee hearing and call that person before the
committee, discuss the situation, find out what had
happened, and straighten it out. That was about the
extent of it; it wasn't all that great of a job.

Just kind of general oversight?

That's right, yes. And see that they're all registered
properly. We kept a record. My office had to do that.
And they knew then that somebody was keeping track, at
least. So that was probably . . .

Yes. That was the way that worked. We had a little
committee meeting, little committee title. But there
wasn't anything to it. [Laughter] Because we never
really had any problems when I was in there. Everybody
behaved themselves, thank heavens.
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They knew you were watching them. [Laughter]

Yes. Of course, we watched them very closely to see that
there wasn't any monkey business. But in those days, we
didn't have the great inclination of raising money and
those things. That wasn't really part of what the lobby
people were involved in in that day. It was very quiet,
because we had just gotten through what they call the
[Arthur] Art Samish regime. He was the lobbyist who was
supposed to have controlled the entire legislature in the
early days. I didn't know the man, never saw him. But
everything was very quiet, and they behaved themselves in
very good shape.

Seatmate Willie Brown

Well, speaking of Willie Brown, I think that he was your
seatmate?

Yes, I was fortunate enough, I guess, to say, or I can
say it, I was assigned both Bob Monagan originally, I
guess when he first came into the legislature. I was his
seatmate, and he ended up being the speaker. Then I had
Willie Brown, and I think Willie Brown came from the fact
that I supported the fair housing initiative. I think my
friend Jesse Unruh and [Assemblyman Jercome] Jerry Waldie
decided, "Well, if he's going to support the fair housing
bill, why we'll let him support Willie Brown and see how
he gets along with Willie.,"

But Willie and I got along real well. I made Willie
Brown the best Republican voter that you ever laid an eye
on the first two years he was there. [Laughter]

Tell me about that.

Well, we had little buttons on our desks., Our desks were
connected; two men sat side by side. By pressing the
button, you register your vote up on the board. Well,
Willie Brown was just as flamboyant as he is today, and
he was the greatest handshaker and jabberer and talker
and social guy you ever laid an eye on. He was just a
doll, and T had more fun with Willie. Half the time, he
would leave his seat and he'd be out jabbering with
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somebody, fooling around and not paying too much
attention to what was going on in the legislature. Every
time he left and a vote came up, why I just voted him,
and I voted him the way I voted. I just pushed my button
either yes or no, and I'd push his button yes or no.

He'd come back about two hours later, and he'd say,
"Hey, I didn't want to vote that way!" I said, "Willie,
if you'll only sit down, you'll vote right. If you're
only going to fool around, and run around, why I'm going
to push your button for you." [Laughter]

Did he tend to keep his seat a little more often after
that?

He watched; every once in a while when it was a very
important vote for the Democrats, why he'd get back
there. [Laughter] But most of the time, I'd vote him
Republican when the bills didn't really amount to too
much.

That's a story probably not too many people have heard.
Well, as a matter of fact, they came along and changed
the rule so that nobody could push the other man's
button. That of course worked out a little better. That
then put him in a position where he was recorded as not
voting. If he was gone all morning, for an example, and
he'd never vote, then he'd have to come back in the
afternoon and then record his votes, how he would have
voted on those various issues. And they changed the rule
to let him—~—not only he, but others——record their votes
later on,

But that was kind of bad in a